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Editor’s note
By John L. Nisivaco, Boudreau & Nisivaco, Chicago

If you're getting 
this newsletter 
by postal mail 

and would 
prefer electronic 

delivery, just 
send an e-mail to 
Ann Boucher at 

aboucher@isba.org

The first article of this edition, written by 
Bridget Duignan, discusses the Illinois Su-
preme Court’s decision in O’Connell v. Turn-

er Construction, and the court’s interpretation of 
Section 414 in construction negligence cases. 

The second article is written by Dennis Berkbi-
gler and provides some helpful advice for plain-
tiff attorneys confronted with the trend of hospi-

tals, clinics, and other medical providers refusing 
to submit their bills and charges to their clients’ 
health insurance carriers, preferring, instead, to 
pursue liens against the clients’ recoveries under 
the Health Care Services Lien Act. 

Thank you to all of the contributors. The ar-
ticles are excellent and we hope you find the ma-
terials helpful. ■

O’Connell v. Turner Construction, Inc. and 
Section 414 of the Restatement (Second) of Torts
By Bridget Duignan, Latherow Law Office, Chicago

Before its repeal in 1994, the Structural 
Work Act was a significant vehicle through 
which workers sought relief for construc-

tion-related injuries. Legislative attempts to re-
vive the Act have been unsuccessful, the most re-
cent in 2008. See HB 2094 ‘Construction Safety Act.’ 
Section 414 of the Restatement (Second) of Torts, 
said to be the Structural Work Act’s “common 
law negligence corollary,” survived that repeal 
and currently serves as the criterion under which 
construction-related injuries are analyzed. Bokodi 
v. Foster Wheeler Robbins, Inc., 312 Ill.App.3d 1051, 
1057-1058 (1st Dist. 2000). Section 414 states that 
one who entrusts work to an independent con-
tractor, but who retains the control of any part of 
the work, is subject to liability for physical harm 
to others for whose safety the employer owes a 
duty to exercise reasonable care, which is caused 
by his failure to exercise his control with reason-
able care. Section 414 is the exception to the gen-
eral rule that one who employs an independent 
contractor is not liable for his acts or omissions. 
Rangel v. Brookhaven Constructors, Inc., 307 Ill.

App.3d 835, 838 (1st Dist. 1999). The most hotly 
contested issue within these claims is the degree 
of retained control necessary to create a duty of 
care. The demarcation between retained control 
and the lack thereof is not clear-cut and the Illi-
nois Supreme Court has not revisited this issue 
since it first recognized Section 414 as a state-
ment of Illinois law, over 45 years ago. Larson v. 
Commonwealth Edison Co., 33 Ill.2d 316 (Ill. 1965); 
Martens v. MCL Construction, Corp., 347 Ill.App.3d 
303, 314 (1st Dist. 2004). There has been a lack of 
consensus among the appellate districts, most 
significantly regarding control, but also regard-
ing direct and vicarious liability claims within 
this context. See e.g., Moiseyev v. Rot’s Building 
and Development, Inc., 369 Ill.App.3d 338, 350 
(3rd Dist. 2006) (“in order to establish liability...a 
defendant must retain control over routine and 
incidental aspects of the work, which includes 
an operative detail analysis”); Diaz v. Legat Archi-
tects, Inc., 397 Ill.App.3d 13, 39 (“controlling the 
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operative details of the subcontractors’ work 
is necessary for vicarious liability; direct li-
ability stems from the failure to exercise gen-
eral supervisory control”); Wilfong v. L.J. Dodd 
Construction, 401 Ill.App.3d 1044, 1061 (2nd 
Dist. 2010)(“to prevail under a section 414 
claim...[a defendant must] have control over 
the means and methods of an independent 
contractor’s work”). We can probably blame 
the comments of Section 414 for some of that 
confusion. Nonetheless, the lack of uniformi-
ty as it related to the degree of retained con-
trol was ironically predictable in that practi-
tioners knew how the summary judgment 
motion would read. That is, until O’Connell 
v. Turner Construction, Inc., 2011 Ill.App.LEXIS 
531 (1st Dist. 2011).

Lawrence O’Connell was injured while 
working on a new high school campus for 
Grayslake Community High School District 
127. O’Connell at 3-4. At the time of the inci-
dent he was employed by Linden Erectors, 
which was a subcontractor hired by Waukeg-
an Steel. Waukegan Steel contracted directly 
with the school district. The school district 
also separately contracted with Turner Con-
struction. O’Connell at 4. Turner had desig-
nated itself ‘construction manager’ at the 
construction site. O’Connell at 7. As construc-
tion manager, Turner assisted the school dis-
trict in drafting the contracts and handled 
the bidding process for hiring subcontrac-
tors, which included advising the school dis-
trict about which bids to accept. O’Connell 
at 9. Although Turner disclaimed direct 
responsibility over the subcontractors for 
job site safety and construction means and 
methods, it was contractually obligated to 
review the subcontractors’ safety programs 
and coordinate these programs among the 
contractors. O’Connell at 2.  

The plaintiff filed suit and his claims 
against Turner were premised on Sections 
343 and 414 of the Restatement (Second) of 
Torts. O’Connell at 1. With regard to the Sec-
tion 414 Count, the plaintiff maintained that 
Turner was liable for his injuries because it 
“exercised significant operational and/or su-
pervisor control over the trade contractors, 
particularly with respect to safety, but also 
as to the details of construction means and 
methods.” O’Connell at 4. The trial court dis-

agreed and granted Turner summary judg-
ment. O’Connell at 4. On appeal, the plaintiff 
asserted that summary judgment was im-
proper because the scope of Turner’s control 
at the construction site was a material issue 
of fact and the determining factor for liability 
under Section 414. O’Connell at 6. Although 
the former may have been true, the court 
stated that control alone does not trigger li-
ability. O’Connell at 6; citing Haberer v. Village 
of Sauget, 158 Ill.App.3d 313, 319 (1987). In an 
unprecedented analysis of Section 414, the 
court focused on whether Turner entrusted 
the work to the plaintiff as, it stated, “entrust-
ment of the work to an independent contrac-
tor by the defendant is a prerequisite for the 
application of Section 414.” O’Connell at 6-7. 
The court clarified that in previous cases, 
retained control was the determining fac-
tor in Section 414 claims because the parties’ 
relationship had not been at issue. O’Connell 
at 7. Here, it appears that the contractual 
dynamic between the parties was the pro-
verbial elephant in the room. Specifically 
that Linden, the plaintiff’s employer, was not 
directly or indirectly hired or contracted 
by Turner. Linden was hired by Waukegan 
Steel, which contracted with the school dis-
trict. Turner had a separate contract with 
the school district. The school district, not 
Turner, signed the contract. O’Connell at 8. 
Notwithstanding the absence of a contract 
between Linden and Turner, the court stated 
that because Turner did not select the sub-
contractors, particularly Linden, it could not 
be said that Turner entrusted them with the 
work. O’Connell at 8. The court refused to 
consider the plaintiff’s assertion that Turner 
voluntarily assumed a duty of care outside 
of Section 414 based upon its conduct on the 
site, as it was not raised before the trial court. 
O’Connell at 8-9. As an aside, the court also 
found no premises liability under Section 343 
Restatement (Second) of Torts. It distinguished 
between Turner’s control over the people or 
activities on the site and a dominion over 
the land. O’Connell at 11-12. Turner was not 
the possessor of the construction site and 
the court found that the plaintiff also failed 
to demonstrate that Turner controlled or in-
tended to control the land at issue. O’Connell 
at 15. 

O’Connell v. Turner Construction, Inc. and Section 414of the 
Restatement (Second) of Torts

Continued from page 1

Tort Trends

Published at least four times per year.

Annual subscription rate for ISBA 
members: $20.

To subscribe, visit www.isba.org  
or call 217-525-1760

Office
Illinois Bar Center

424 S. Second Street
Springfield, IL 62701

Phones: 217-525-1760 OR 800-252-8908
www.isba.org

Editor
John L. Nisivaco

120 N. LaSalle St., Ste. 2850
Chicago, IL 60602

Associate Editor
George Leynaud

1200 38th St., Ste. 1
Peru, IL 61354

Managing Editor/ 
Production

Katie Underwood
kunderwood@isba.org

Tort Law Section Council
Martin L. Glink, Chair

Kevin T. Veugeler, Vice Chair
Michael R. Hartigan, Secretary

Yvonne M. O’Connor, Ex-Officio
Karen A. Enright, Board Liaison

Lynne Davis, Staff Liaison
Sharon L. Eiseman, CLE Committee Liaison

Disclaimer: This newsletter is for subscribers’ personal 
use only; redistribution is prohibited. Copyright Illinois 
State Bar Association. Statements or expressions of opinion 
appearing herein are those of the authors and not neces-
sarily those of the Association or Editors, and likewise the 
publication of any advertisement is not to be construed as 
an endorsement of the product or service offered unless it 
is specifically stated in the ad that there is such approval or 
endorsement.

Articles are prepared as an educational service to mem-
bers of ISBA. They should not be relied upon as a substitute 
for individual legal research. 

The articles in this newsletter are not intended to be 
used and may not be relied on for penalty avoidance.

Postmaster: Please send address changes to the Illinois 
State Bar Association, 424 S. 2nd St., Springfield, IL 62701-
1779. 

John R. Bailen
Dennis L. Berkbigler

Perry J. Browder
Hon. Elizabeth M. 

Budzinski
David I. Cates

Wiliam A. Cirignani
James Lawrence DeAno

Bridget C. Duignan
Albert E. Durkin
Robert D. Fink

Jeffrey D. Frederick
Michael C. Funkey

Kelley A. Gandurski
Kenya A. Jenkins-Wright

Ronald W. Kalish
Mark L. Karno
Scott D. Lane

Timothy J. Londrigan
Thomas J. Long
Dennis M. Lynch
Stacey E. Lynch

Hon. Thomas V. Lyons II
Michael McCutcheon

James J. Morici, Jr.
Nicholas T. Motherway

Kevin E. O’Reilly
Victor J. Pioli

Bradley N. Pollock
Michael A. Powell
Brett J. Swanson
Bruno J. Tassone
Panos T. Topalis
Daniel P. Wurl

Patricia A. Zimmer



3 

February 2012, Vol. 47, No. 2 | Tort Law

Approximately two months later, the 
Northern District of Illinois may have shed 
some light as to how O’Connell could influ-
ence future interpretation of Section 414. So-
jka v. Bovis Lend Lease, Inc., 2011 U.S. Dist. LEX-
IS 56952 (N.D. Ill. 2011). There, Christopher 
Sojka, Jr., an employee of McHugh Construc-
tion, filed suit against Bovis, the construc-
tion manager on the project, after he was 
injured while working at Trump Tower. Sojka 
at 3-4. Like the defendant in O’Connell, Bovis 
contracted with the owner, as did McHugh. 
Sojka at 13. Although Bovis and McHugh did 
not directly contract with each other for the 
work, Bovis signed the contract between the 
owner and McHugh, as the owner’s agent. 
Bovis invoked O’Connell and maintained that 

there can be no entrustment of the work by 
Bovis to McHugh absent that contractual 
link. Sojka at 13. The court disagreed and dis-
tinguished O’Connell. It found it significant 
that in O’Connell, Linden was “one step re-
moved” from Turner and the school district. 
Sojka at 14-15. In other words, Bovis lacked 
its’ own ‘Waukegan Steel.’ The court also clari-
fied that a direct contract between Bovis and 
McHugh is unnecessary to show entrust-
ment. Sojka at 14-15. Bovis’ contract with 
the owner was much broader in scope than 
that in O’Connell. For example, Bovis had sig-
nificant authority to act as the owner’s agent 
over the selection of trade contractors and 
specifically, the selection of McHugh. Sojka 
at 14-15. The opposite was true in O’Connell, 

where Turner did not select the contractors. 
Although the court found that the plaintiff 
established that Bovis entrusted the work to 
McHugh, summary judgment was granted 
to Bovis on other grounds. Sojka at 23.

It cannot be said that the decision in 
O’Connell completely changed how plaintiffs 
prosecute and defendants defend Section 
414 claims. There still remains the blurred 
line as it concerns retained control and the 
confusion surrounding direct versus vicari-
ous liability within this context. Further, I sus-
pect that that the appellate districts will have 
a different view, based upon the facts before 
it, as to what constitutes entrustment of the 
work. We will have to wait and see how the 
analysis evolves. ■

Attorneys who represent plaintiffs in 
personal injury cases are all too fa-
miliar with the trend of hospitals, clin-

ics, and other medical providers refusing to 
submit their bills and charges to their clients’ 
health insurance carriers, preferring, instead, 
to pursue liens against the clients’ recover-
ies under the Health Care Services Lien Act. 
In cases where they believe a tort recovery 
by the patient is likely, the medical providers 
are trying to avoid the often substantial dis-
counts that are typically applied to their bills 
when they are submitted to health insurance 
carriers. But, there are a number of situations 
where the personal injury client may benefit 
more by having his or her medical expenses 
paid by health insurance rather than out of 
the tort recovery. 

When faced with this situation, the follow-
ing letter, or some variation of it, may be used 
in an attempt to induce the recalcitrant pro-
vider to comply with the demand to submit 
the client’s bills to his or her health insurance. 
While the legal theories expressed in the let-
ter may have not been court tested, nearly all 
of the medical providers to whom it has been 
sent have complied with the demand within 
a short time.

Sample Letter

“ABC Hospital”

Gentlemen:

This firm represents John Doe in 
connection with his personal injury 
claims arising from a vehicle collision 
on [date], in which he sustained seri-
ous injuries. He received treatment 
and was hospitalized at your facility for 
those injuries as a result of which you 
are claiming an amount due from Mr. 
Doe of $73,083.74.

At the time of the collision and Mr. 
Doe’s treatment at your facility, he was 
covered by a health or medical insur-
ance policy issued by XYZ Insurance. 
Mr. Doe’s insurance coverage informa-
tion was provided to you at the time 
of his admission and treatment. Your 
facility is, and at all relevant times has 
been, a preferred provider in the XYZ 
network. Mr. Doe had obtained this 
health insurance coverage precisely so 
that in the event he required medical 
care and treatment, the cost of such 
care and treatment would be paid or 

largely defrayed by his insurance.

In spite of the foregoing, ABC Hos-
pital has thus far steadfastly refused to 
submit my client’s bills related to the 
vehicle collision to XYZ for payment, 
instead taking the position that the 
liability insurance policy covering the 
driver of the vehicle that collided with 
Mr. Doe is “primary” coverage, and that 
Mr. Doe’s health or medical insurance 
coverage is secondary. You have obvi-
ously taken this position to maximize 
your income by attempting to avoid 
the discounts (voluntarily negotiated 
and agreed to by your management 
in order to become a member of the 
XYZ Insurance provider network) that 
would be applied to your bills and 
charges if they are submitted to XYZ 
as one of its network providers. Appar-
ently in the hope of collecting the en-
tire amount of your charges at your full 
“rack rates”, ABC Hospital has instead 
claimed a lien upon my client’s claim 
for damages against the at fault driver 
that collided with him and his liability 
insurance carrier by serving a lien no-
tice pursuant to the Illinois Health Care 

A strategy for dealing with medical providers who refuse to  
submit their bills to health insurance
By Dennis L. Berkbigler, Effingham
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Services Lien Act.

In prior phone calls to you, I de-
manded that you submit my client’s 
charges to his health insurance carrier 
for payment. You have thus far refused 
to do so, citing your “policy” to regard 
the liability insurance as “primary” cov-
erage. Some of the reasons you may 
want to change your position and 
comply with this demand include the 
following.

1.	 THE MAXIMUM AMOUNT YOU 
MAY COLLECT BASED ON YOUR 
LIEN CLAIM IS FAR LESS THAN 
WHAT YOU WILL COLLECT BY 
SUBMITTING YOUR BILLS TO MY 
CLIENT’S HEALTH INSURANCE 
CARRIER. The per person liabil-
ity limit on the liability policy 
covering my client’s injury claim 
is $100,000.00. In addition to 
your lien claim of $73,083.74, 
DNR Hospital has asserted a lien 
claim for $26,924.15, and ABC 
Clinic has asserted a lien claim 
for $9,886.60, making the total 
liens asserted against my client’s 
recovery thus far $109,894.49.

Under the Illinois lien statute, the 
total of all liens may not exceed 40% 
of the settlement, and no individual 
category of health care provider may 
receive more than one-third of the to-
tal settlement (770 ILCS 23/10). Thus, 
the two hospitals claiming liens can-
not receive more than a combined 
total of $33,333.33 from the proposed 
settlement in satisfaction of their liens. 
According to my calculations, the 
maximum amount ABC Hospital can 
receive on its lien claim is therefore 
$24,359.33.

I am confident that you will recoup 
substantially more than that amount 
by submitting your charges to XYZ In-
surance as we have demanded, even 
though the amounts paid will presum-
ably be discounted in accord with your 
agreement or contract with them.

2.	 MY CLIENT IS A THIRD-PARTY 
BENEFICIARY OF THE AGREE-
MENTS BETWEEN ABC HOS-
PITAL AND XYZ INSURANCE 
PROVIDING FOR DISCOUNTED 
PAYMENTS IN SATISFACTION OF 

THE PATIENT’S ACCOUNTS. The 
law is clear that a third-party 
beneficiary of such a contract 
is entitled to enforce the con-
tract and sue for damages for 
its breach. By refusing to sub-
mit his medical bills to my cli-
ent’s health insurance carrier, 
you are depriving him of the 
benefits of the discounts and 
other provisions of the negoti-
ated agreement between the 
hospital and XYZ whereby ABC 
Hospital became a member of 
the provider network. My cli-
ent’s damages for this breach 
are, at a minimum, the amounts 
you would have been paid if the 
charges had been submitted 
to health insurance as we have 
demanded, and the satisfaction 
of my client’s remaining liability 
for any additional charges other 
than deductibles and co-pays 
that may apply. Additional dam-
ages may be applicable. 

My client is prepared to initiate 
legal action for breach of contract 
should you not promptly comply with 
our demand.

3.	 THE INTENTIONAL REFUSAL TO 
SUBMIT MY CLIENT’S CHARGES 
TO HIS HEALTH INSURANCE FOR 
PAYMENT CONSTITUTES AN 
ACTIONABLE TORTIOUS INTER-
FERENCE WITH HIS CONTRACT 
WITH HIS HEALTH INSURANCE 
PROVIDER. As mentioned ear-
lier, Mr. Doe had the foresight 
to purchase health insurance 
coverage to protect him in the 
event he was injured or became 
ill with the expectation that cov-
ered medical expenses would 
be paid by that insurance. He 
has paid premiums to obtain 
that insurance coverage.

By willfully and intentionally refus-
ing to submit my client’s medical bills 
arising from this occurrence to his 
health insurance carrier, ABC Hospital 
is depriving him of the benefits of his 
contract with his health insurance car-
rier. Compensatory damages recover-
able for this tort include the amounts 
that the hospital would have been 

paid, plus the fact that my client’s liabil-
ity for the medical expenses would be 
satisfied by the discounted payments, 
other than deductibles or co-pays that 
might apply. Consequential damages, 
including my client’s attorney fees and 
expenses, and punitive or exemplary 
damages are also recoverable in a tor-
tious interference with contract cause 
of action.

Again, my client and I are fully 
prepared to initiate this litigation if 
ABC Hospital persists in its refusal to 
promptly comply with our demand.

Sincerely,

___________________________

***

If there is or may be questionable liability, 
even with adequate liability insurance cov-
erage, the substantial risks and delays asso-
ciated with continuing to pursue their lien 
rights instead of being paid by the client’s 
health insurance need to be brought to the 
provider’s attention as well. So far at least, 
just the threat of the litigation set forth in the 
letter has provided sufficient leverage to in-
duce the health provider involved to comply 
with the demand. Perhaps soon, some court 
will rule on the theories outlined in the fore-
going letter. ■

Now Every Article Is  
the Start of a Discussion

If you’re an ISBA section  
member, you can comment on 
articles in the online version  

of this newsletter
 

Visit  

to access the archives.



6  

Tort Law | February 2012, Vol. 47, No. 2

Upcoming CLE programs
To register, go to www.isba.org/cle or call the ISBA registrar at 800-252-8908 or 217-525-1760.

March
Thursday, 3/1/12- Chicago, ISBA Chi-

cago Regional Office—eTechnology in the 
Courthouse: Present and Future. Presented 
by the ISBA Bench and Bar Section. 1:30-4:45.

Thursday, 3/1/12- Live Webcast—
eTechnology in the Courthouse: Present and 
Future. Presented by the ISBA Bench and Bar 
Section. 1:30-4:45.

Friday, 3/2/12- Chicago, ISBA Chicago 
Regional Office—Legal Trends for Non-Te-
chies: Topics, Trends, and Tips to Help Your 
Practice. Presented by the ISBA Committee 
on Legal Technology. 9-4:30.

Monday, 3/5/12- Chicago- ISBA Chica-
go Regional Office—Foundations, Evidence 
and Objections. Presented by the ISBA Tort 
Law Section. 9-12:30.

Monday, 3/5/12- Webcast—Clients, Eth-
ics and Negotiations. Presented by the Alter-
native Dispute Resolution Section. 1:30-3:00.

Monday, 3/5/12- Webinar—Introduc-
tion to Legal Research on FastCase. Present-
ed by the Illinois State Bar Association. 2:30-
3:30.

Tuesday, 3/6/12- Teleseminar—De-
fending Against IRS Audits & Collections, Part 
1. Presented by the Illinois State Bar Associa-
tion. 12-1.

Wednesday, 3/7/12- Webinar—Ad-
vanced Tips for Enhanced Legal Research on 
FastCase. Presented by the Illinois State Bar 
Association. 2:30-3:30.

Wednesday, 3/7/12- Teleseminar—De-
fending Against IRS Audits & Collections, Part 
2. Presented by the Illinois State Bar Associa-
tion. 12-1.

Wednesday, 3/7/12- Bloomington- 
McLean County Museum of History—2012 
Ethics Extravaganza for Government Law-
yers. Presented by the ISBA Committee on 
Government Lawyers. 12-4.

Friday, 3/9/12- Quincy, Quincy Country 

Club—General Practice Update 2012: Quin-
cy Regional Event. Presented by the ISBA 
Bench and Bar Section; co-sponsored by the 
Adams County Bar Association and the ISBA 
General Practice Section. 8-5.

Tuesday, 3/13/12- Teleseminar—Busi-
ness Planning With Series LLCs. Presented by 
the Illinois State Bar Association. 12-1.

Wednesday, 3/14/12- Chicago, ISBA 
Chicago Regional Office—Medical CO-Ops: 
A Plan for Physicians to Contract Directly 
with Patients and Employers to Become their 
Health Insurer. Presented by the ISBA Health 
Care Section. 11-12.

Wednesday, 3/14/12- LIVE Webcast—
Medical CO-Ops: A Plan for Physicians to 
Contract Directly with Patients and Employ-
ers to Become their Health Insurer. Presented 
by the ISBA Health Care Section. 11-12.

Wednesday, 3/14/12- LIVE Webcast—
Protecting Personal Information: What Busi-
nesses and Consumers Should Know. Pre-
sented by the Standing Committee on Racial 
and Ethnic Minorities and the Law and the 
ISBA Government Lawyers Section. 1-3.

Thursday, 3/15/12- Chicago- ISBA Chi-
cago Regional Office—Litigating, Defend-
ing and Preventing Employment Discrimina-
tion Cases: Practice Updates for the Illinois 
Human Rights Act. Presented by the ISBA 
Human Rights Section. 9-4

Friday, 3/16/12- Bloomington, Double 
Tree—A Roadmap to the New Illinois Reli-
gious Freedoms and Civil Union Act. Present-
ed by the Standing Committee on Sexual 
Orientation and Gender Identity; co-spon-
sored by the ISBA Family Law Section. 1:55-5.

Monday, 3/19/12- LIVE Studio Web-
cast—Judgments and Enforcement. Pre-
sented by the Commercial Banking, Collec-
tions and Bankruptcy Section. 11-1.

Tuesday, 3/20/12- Teleseminar—Draft-
ing Employment Agreements. Presented by 
the Illinois State Bar Association. 12-1.

Thursday, 3/22/12- Teleseminar—
Forming a New Non-Profit Organization. Pre-
sented by the Illinois State Bar Association. 
12-1.

Thursday, 3/22/12- Peoria, Four Points 
Sheraton—Family Law Spring Training 
2012- From Rookie to Major League. Present-
ed by the ISBA Family Law Section. 8-5.

Monday, 3/26/12- Webinar—Fast Case 
Boolean (Keyword) Search for Lawyers. Pre-
sented by the Illinois State Bar Association- 
Complimentary to ISBA Members. 2:30-3:30.

Tuesday, 3/27/12-Saturday, 3/31/12- 
Chicago, ISBA Chicago Regional Of-
fice—40 Hour Mediation/Arbitration 
Training. Presented by the Illinois State Bar 
Association. 8-5 daily.

Tuesday, 3/27/12- Teleseminar—Social 
Media Policies and Liability in the Workplace. 
Presented by the Illinois State Bar Associa-
tion. 12-1.

Thursday, 3/29/12- Teleseminar—Law-
yer Marketing: An Ethics Guide. Presented by 
the Illinois State Bar Association. 12-1.

April
Tuesday, 4/3/12- Teleseminar—Porta-

bility of the Estate and Gift Tax Exemptions- 
Planning in 2012. Presented by the Illinois 
State Bar Association. 12-1.

Wednesday, 4/4/12- Webinar—Ad-
vanced Tips for Enhanced Legal Research on 
FastCase. Presented by the Illinois State Bar 
Association. 9-10am.

Friday, 4/6/12- STUDIO TAPING—Eco-
nomic Development Tools: What are the Op-
tions for Local Government. Presented by the 
Local Government Law Section. 9:30-11:30.

Monday, 4/9/12- Webinar—Introduc-
tion to Legal Research on FastCase. Present-
ed by the Illinois State Bar Association. 9-10.

Tuesday, 4/10/12- Teleseminar—Em-
ployee Discipline and Discharge: Policies and 
Procedures to Limit Liability. Presented by 
the Illinois State Bar Association. 12-1. ■
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 GENERAL TOPICS  

The Illinois Rules of Evidence:  
A Color-Coded Guide
Don’t be without this handy hard-copy 
version of Gino L. DiVito’s color-coded 
analysis of the new Illinois Rules of 
Evidence, which is otherwise available 
only on the web. The guide compares 
the new Illinois rules with the FRE 
and provides insightful commentary. 
DiVito, a former appellate justice, is a 
member of the Special Supreme Court 
Committee on Illinois Evidence, the 
body that form ulated the rules and 
presented them to the Illinois Supreme 
Court. $35.00 mbr./$50 nonmbr.

The Illinois Rules of Evidence
The ISBA’s pocket-size edition of the 
new Illinois Rules of Evidence. This 
convenient pocket-size handbook is 
perfect for your office, for depositions, 
for court appearances – anywhere you 
need a quick reference. A must-have for 
all lawyers, judges, legal assistants, and 
anyone else who needs a handy guide. 
$9.99 mbr./ $14.99 nonmbr., plus 
shipping and tax.

ISBA’s Supreme Court Rule 213(f) & 
(g) – Quick Reference Guide
From Dog Bite to Divorce! Illinois 
Supreme Court Rule 213(f ) & (g) 
applies to all civil litigation in Illinois. It 
governs the procedure for identifying 
trial witnesses and disclosing their 
proposed testimony. ISBA is excited 
to offer this update of our popular 

Supreme Court Rule 213(f ) & (g) - Quick 
Reference Guide, last published in 
2002. $35.00 mbr./$50.00 nonmbr.

2012 Daily Diary 
The ISBA Daily Diary is an attractive book, 
with a sturdy, flexible sewn binding, ribbon 
marker, and elegant navy cover. It includes 
useful reference information, ample space 
for daily appointments and client record-
keeping and month-at-a-glance calendars 
with plenty of space for phone numbers 
and addresses. $27.95

Illinois Statutes for Attorneys’ 
Fees
The new edition of this handy book 
lists provisions in the Illinois Compiled 
Statutes that authorize the court to 
order one party to pay the attorney 
fees of another. No matter what your 
practice area, this book will save you 
time – and could save you money! 
Prepared by members of the ISBA 
General Practice Section Council and 
edited by council member Timothy E. 
Duggan, it’s a guide no lawyer should 
be without. $35.00 mbr./$50.00 
nonmbr. 

Environmental Law for  
Non-Environmental Lawyers: Vols. 
1 & 2
Written for “nonexperts,” these books 
contain thumbnail sketches of common 
environmental issues prepared by Illi-
nois and USEPA attorneys and other 
environmental-law practitioners. 
Each volume is $24.50 mbr./$34.50 
nonmbr. Buy both for $39.50 mbr./ 

$49.50 nonmbr 

DUI and Traffic-Related Decisions
Digested traffic court decisions, con veniently 
categorized, back to 1986. Handy softcover 
format travels well. By Hon. Daniel Locallo. 
$30.00 mbr./$40.00 nonmbr.

Guide to Illinois Decisions on 
Search and Seizure 2010 Edition 
A comprehensive compendium of cases 
by respected scholars John F. Decker 
of DePaul and Ralph Ruebner of John 
Marshall. A great starting point for your 
research. $40.00 mbr./$55.00 nonmbr.

Illinois Handbook of Criminal Law 
Decisions 2009 Edition
A must for all criminal-law prac tit ioners–
the first new edition of this classic in 
10 years! Contains thousands of case 
summaries, with a topical index to help 
you quickly find the one you need.  
Com piled and edited by Deputy State 
Ap  pellate Defender David Bergschneider 
and Daniel Yuhas, and Assistant Defenders 
Elizabeth Botti and Kerry Bryson. $110.00 
mbr./$150.00 nonmbr.

ABA Books
ISBA members get 15% off all ABA 
books.

CCH Books
ISBA members get 20% off all CCH 
Books, including their great 2011 tax 
titles.  Watch ISBA Web site for listing 
or call Janice for more information.

HOW TO ORDER
All prices include tax and postage 
unless otherwise noted.  

 ONLINE: 
Go to “Bookstore” under 
“Publications” at isba.org 
(http://www.isba.org/store)

E-MAIL: 
Contact Janice at  
jishmael@isba.org

PHONE: 
Call Janice at 217-525-1760 
or 800-252-8908.

________________________

For a complete list 
of titles, visit http:// 
www.isba.org/store

       GUIDE TO ILLINOIS STATUTES OF LIMITATION - 2011 EDITION 

The new 2011 Guide contains Illinois civil statutes of limitation enacted and amended through September 2011, 
with annotations. Designed as a quick reference for busy practicing attorneys, it provides deadlines and court 
interpretations and a handy index listing statutes by Act, Code, or subject. It brings together provisions 
otherwise scattered throughout the Code of Civil Procedure and other chapters of the Illinois Compiled 
Statutes. Initially prepared by Hon. Adrienne W. Albrecht and updated by Hon. Gordon L. Lustfeldt. 
$35.00 mbr./$45.00 nonmbr.

       ISBA FAMILY LAW HANDBOOK 2011 EDITION 

This comprehensive, must-have practice handbook covers nearly everything for general practitioners who handle family 
law matters. Written by 36 authors who concentrate in the field and edited by John Marshall Professor Cynthia D. Bond, the handbook 
is a complete update of an ISBA bestseller from the mid-90s. Topics include jurisdiction, pre-marital agreements, settlement agreements, 
modification of judgments, mediation, custody and visitation, assisted reproductive technology, grandparent visitation, guardians ad litem, 
property, support and finances, maintenance, child support, civil unions, immigration law, discovery, appeals, insurance matters, property 
valuation, adoption, paternity and much more. Includes some forms, a detailed table of contents, and an alphabetical list of cases with page 
numbers at the end of each chapter. Add it to your collection today!  $60.00 mbr./$90.00 nonmbr.
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Is your pu zzle
  incompl ete?

Advertise your product, 
service, or job opening 
in an ISBA newsletter 
and reach thousands 
of legal professionals. 
You could find just the 
piece you’re missing.

Contact Nancy Vonnahmen at 
nvonnahmen@isba.org or  
800-252-8908 to learn more.


