847.291.1333
847.291.1190 Fax
www.ecsfinancial.com

financial services

October 15,2013

Mr. Jim Kearns, Supervisor
Board of Trustees

Grafton Township

10109 Vine Street

Huntley, IL. 60142

Dear Supervisor Kearns,

I am providing this report of findings based on my forensic investigation of Grafton Township. The
election of the current Supervisor and Trusteés took place on April 9, 2013. The new Board took office
on May 20, 2013 and held their first special meeting on May 23, 2013. As of the date the new Board took
office, the engagement letter between ECS Financial Services and Grafton Township expired. The new
Board subsequently approved a new engagement letter with ECS Financial Services, Inc. to complete the
forensic report, however the scope of the new engagement was restricted to the completion of a report
based solely on forensic work performed to date, and did not provide for the completion of our forensic
investigation as originally planned. The report was to be completed based solely on the results of our
limited investigation procedures already completed.

During the course of my investigation I was not able to obtain access to the original, signed and dated
warrant lists for any time period during the previous Board’s term. I was able to utilize bank statements
provided by BMO Harris Bank and backup copies of the Quickbooks program. However the lack of
access to original approved warrants prevented me from tracing bills approved to the payments actually
made.

Scope of Investigation

On November 8, 2012 the Grafton Trustees voted in the majority to engage ECS Financial Services, Inc.
to provide a forensic investigation to identify irregularities in the financial process within Grafton
Township and the Road District.

This report does not speak to the matters regarding the legality of the new town hall or the hiring of Pam
Fender as the Administrator. These matters were dealt with in separate complaints and the findings of the
Court are not within the scope of my forensic investigation. I have only utilized opinions of the Court in
those complaints which have relevance in matters outside these specific court actions.
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Summary of Findings

In my opinion, based on the limited information provided, I believe Supervisor Linda Moore did prevent
the duly elected Trustees from fulfilling their duties to Grafton Township.

Basis of Opinion

Dillon’s Rule

In 1886, Judge John F. Dillon, a member of the Iowa Supreme Court, made a decision which became
known as “Dillon’s Rule”. According to the National Association of Counties newsletter dated January
2004 Volume 2 Number 1, Dillon’s Rule is defined as follows:

“It is a general and undisputed proposition of law that a municipal corporation possesses and can
exercise the following powers, and no others: first, those granted in express words; second, those
necessarily or fairly implied in or incident to the powers expressly granted; third, those essential
to the accomplishment of the declared objects and purposes of the corporation — not simply
convenient, but indispensable. Any fair, reasonable, substantial doubt concerning the existence of
power is resolved by the courts against the corporation, and the power is denied.”

In the Township Officials of Illinois Laws & Duties Handbook Revised 2011 on page 1, the definition of
Dillon’s Rule is as follows:

“Townships and other units of local government are regulated by provisions of Article VII, Sec. 8
of the 1970 Illinois Constitution which states in part, these governments “shall have only powers
granted by law.” In the late 1800’s, John F. Dillon, a Supreme Court Justice in lowa, developed
this legal principal, which is known as Dillon’s Rule. In plain language it means that if there is
no statute permitting a township or road district (or official) to perform a function or service, the
government or official may not carry out that function regardless of how much it’s needed or
wanted. If statutes are silent (do not mention) regarding a particular power or function, it does
not exist. If the power doesn’t exist, the government (or official) may not perform the service.”

The Constitution of the State of Illinois, Article VII, Local Government, Section 8, Powers and officers of
School Districts and Units of Local Government Other than Counties and Municipalities states as follows:

“Townships, school districts, special districts and units, designated by law as units of local
government, which exercise limited governmental powers or powers in respect to limited
governmental subjects shall have only powers granted by law.”
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Simply stated, these sources support the notion that any individual official within the Township does not
have unfettered ability to act outside the Statues defining their roles and responsibilities unless the action
is specifically mentioned as part of the law.

Role of Supervisor

Through the course of my investigation there was a reoccurring theme that Supervisor Moore was the
Chief Executive Officer of Grafton Township. In researching how this definition is applied I found the
best method is to rely on the definition given by Judge Michael A. Caldwell in his ruling on December
10, 2010 in the case of Linda I. Moore in her capacity as Grafton Township Supervisor v. Grafton
Township Board of Trustees, Betty Zirk, Gerald McMahon, Rob LaPorta, Barbara Murphy, in their
official capacity and Keri-Lynn Krafthefer, of Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, DiCanni & Krafthefer, in
her official capacity as acting Grafton Township Attorney and Grafton Township, Case No. 10CH684, in
the Circuit Court of the Twenty-Second Judicial Circuit, McHenry County, Illinois. (December 2010
case)

On page 30 of the Memorandum Opinion and Order (Memorandum), Judge Caldwell discusses the
Township Supervisor as Chief Executive Officer and states the following:

“Relying on these rules, the township supervisor, as the chief executive officer of the township,
has full power and authority over all of the day-to-day affairs of the township. This includes, but
is not limited to the authority to determine the organization of the township work force and work
place, the authority to hire and discharge all personnel, set the hours of operation, determine who
sits where and in what office, whether office doors are to be open or closed and at what times and
to be the person responsible for all of the books and records and business of the township. In this
regard, the township supervisor is much like a city manager under the managerial form of
government, a strong mayor or a village president, analogy to another statutory governmental
position being a common method of interpretation and frequently relied upon by courts Waste
Management of lllinois, Inc. v. lllinois Pollution Control Board, 145 1ll. 2d 345, 351, 165 Ill Dec
875, 385 N.E.2d 606 (1991). Any act of the board of trustees interfering with this authority is
unlawful.” ’

Judge Caldwell then goes on to apply the above definition and case to the December 2010 case based on
the matters at hand.

Within the analysis in his Memorandum at the top of page 30, Judge Caldwell speaks directly to the
contractual authority of the Supervisor and the Trustees as follows:

“Moore has specifically requested that she be declared to be the only authorized official with the
power to contract on behalf of the township. That simply is not the case. The township board has
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the power to expend funds and enter into contracts for goods and services for the purpose of the
township (60 ILCS 1/85-13). Contracts for services, materials, equipment or supplies in excess
of $20,000 must be let by contract awarded to the lowest responsible bidder after advertising for
bids (60 ILCS 1/85-30). But it is the board, not the supervisor that has the power to contract.
Moore, in her capacity as supervisor, may be the authorized signatory on all contracts, with the
attestation by the Township Clerk, but that does not mean that she is the only official with the
power to contract on behalf of the township.

“Moore also does not have the discretion to refuse to sign contracts with which she personally
disagrees as supervisor. The signing of a contract, duly approved by a vote of the Township
board of trustees, is a ministerial act that she must perform, regardless of her personal beliefs on
the wisdom or propriety of the contract. But the obligation to sign all contracts on behalf of the
township does not carry with it the exclusive right to be the sole source of township contracts.

“Moore’s authority to enter into contracts is limited to those necessary for the day to day, routine
running of the township offices. Major contracts are the sole province of the township board of
trustees.”

In essence while Supervisor Moore had a belief that she had, as Chief Executive Officer, a higher lever of
authority and control over the workings of the Township, Judge Caldwell laid out a clear and concise
interpretation of the roles and responsibilities.

One of the ongoing issues was the Supervisor’s failure to pay bills after a majority of the Board of
Trustees approved the payments. According to the Illinois Compiled Statutes, Local Government (50
ILCS 505/) Local Government Prompt Payment Act, Section 4:

“Any bill approved for payment pursuant to Section 3 shall be paid within 30 days after the date
of approval. If payment is not made within a 30 day period, an interest penalty of 1% of any
amount approved and unpaid shall be added for each month or fraction thereof after the
expiration of such 30 day period, until final payment is made.”

One of the concerns which continually arose was that of the payment of invoices which were approved by
the Board of Trustees, yet were not paid by the Supervisor. There are many instances in which the Board,
in a majority vote, approved the payment of invoices yet the Supervisor chose to exercise her own
judgment and not make the payments.
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Role of Trustees

The Compiled Illinois Statutes, Townships, (60/ILCS 1/80-5) states as follows:

“(a) In each township, the township board shall consist of the supervisor and 4 other members
elected at large from the township under section 50-5. The township clerk shall be the clerk of
the township board but not a voting member, except that in the case of a tie vote to fill a vacancy
in a township office, the clerk shall be entitled to cast one vote. Each person on the township
board shall cast but one vote. The supervisor shall be the chairman of the board.”

This Statute does not stipulate that the title of Chairman of the Board given to the Supervisor provides
any additional powers to the Supervisor other than the Supervisor’s one vote on issues brought by the
Board. This relates back to Dillon’s Rule as stated earlier “it is a general undisputed proposition that a
municipal corporation possesses and can exercise the following powers and no others: first, those granted
in express words: second, those necessarily or fairly implied in or incident to the powers expressly
granted: third, those essential to the accomplishment of the declared objects and purposes of the
corporation-not simply convenient, but indispensable. Any fair, reasonable, sustainable doubt concerning
the existence of power is resolved by the courts against the corporation, and the power is denied.”

Additionally 60 ILCS 1/80-50 states as follows:

“(a) Accounts audited shall be paid by the supervisor within 20 days after presentation of a
certificate of the township clerk stating the amount and to whom it is allowed, the account, and
the date the account the account was audited. The certificate shall be countersigned by the
supervisor before the payment of the amount.”

“(c) Failure by the supervisor to pay the accounts audited as provided in this Section, if the
necessary funds are available and the account is a proper expenditure, shall be grounds for the
forfeiture of his or her bond.”

The relevance of this Statute lies in the ongoing issues of the Trustees auditing bills to Grafton Township
and after the bills were approved by a majority of the votes, not being paid by the Supervisor in a timely
manner in accordance with this Statute.

Examples of Invoices Approved By the Board Not Paid By the Supervisor
ECS Financial Services, Inc. engagement letter and retainer:

While there are a variety of bills which were approved by the Trustees though the course of the last term
which were not paid, [ will focus on a few examples which provide the best evidence of the Supervisor’s
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disregard of her responsibilities per this statue to the extent that the Township was forced to incur legal
fees in order to receive a court ruling to have the properly approved bills paid.

In October 2012, ECS was contacted by Trustee Rob LaPorta expressing interest in our bidding on a
forensic investigation of the books of Grafton Township. Trustee LaPorta stated the trustees were
concerned about several issues regarding the accuracy of the accounting records. We were also informed
that he was talking with other firms with a background in forensic work so that the Board could make an
informed selection. On November 8, 2012 I attended the monthly Grafton Township board meeting with
an engagement letter and copy of my qualifications and discussed, along with another firm, our
backgrounds, approach and pricing of this engagement. The Board, in a 4 to 1 vote (the lone vote against
the engagement was Supervisor Moore) approved the hiring of ECS Financial Services, Inc. (ECS) and
also approved the payment of the $10,000 retainer which was stipulated in the engagement letter. After
accepting our engagement, the Board instructed the Supervisor to make the retainer check available the
next day so that we could proceed with the forensic investigation. I spoke with Supervisor Moore after the
meeting to set up a time to pick up the check and was told she would have to consult with her attorney.

On November 30, 2012, the Board of Trustees filed suit against supervisor Moore as follows:

Linda I. Moore, in her official capacity as Grafton Township Supervisor. Plaintiff, Counter-Defendant vs.
Grafton Township Board of Trustees, Betty Zirk, Gerald McMahon, Rob LaPorta, Barbara Murphy, in
their official capacity, and Keri-Lyn Krafthefer of Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, DiaCianni and
Krafthefer, P.C., in her official capacity as acting Grafton Township Attorney, and Grafton Township.
Defendants, Counter-Plaintiffs. Case No. 10 CH 684 State of Illinois in the Circuit Court of the 2oM
Judicial Circuit McHenry County. The purpose of this filing was “Defendant Trustees’ Petition for Rule
to Show Cause.”

The essence of the case involved the Supervisor’s refusal to sign the contract with ECS and make
payment of the monies approved by the Board within 20-days of the approval. Additionally, the
Supervisor’s conduct was a violation of the December 10, 2010 order of this Court, finding that the
Supervisor “does not have the discretion to refuse to sign contracts with which she personally disagrees as
supervisor. The signing of a contract, duly approved by a vote of the Township board of trustees, is a
ministerial act that she must perform, regardless of her personal beliefs on the wisdom or propriety of the
contract.” (Dec, 10, 2010, at 30.)

After several delays and motions on the case, on February 14, 2013, Judge Caldwell entered an Order
finding Linda Moore in direct civil contempt of its injunctive order of December 10, 2010. Following
this order supervisor Moore did sign the engagement letter and make the payment to ECS of the $10,000
retainer resulting in the Order being vacated.
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The issue that arose from this process was the cost to the taxpayers of Grafton Township who paid the
legal fees for both the Supervisor and the Trustees. The statute clearly defines the responsibility of the
Trustees and the Supervisor in matters relating to the approval of bills and the payment of them, and the
December 2010 order of the Court further indicated the delineation and opinion of the Court, yet the
Supervisor continued to make decisions regarding payment of Board approved bills.

Forensicon

Another example of the Supervisor making decisions which were separate from the vote of the duly
elected board related to Forensicon Computer Forensics Specialists (Forensicon). Forensicon was
engaged on March 11, 2010 to provide computer forensic services to investigate whether files were
removed from specific computers. Their preliminary draft report indicated that an eraser program was
installed on a trucking dispatch computer and that “’the apparent use of this scrub software on February
15, 2010 resulted in the creation of over 69,500 file entries, each with an altered name and each reporting
a logical size of zero (0). Altered file names and altered metadata are common with some secure data
destruction software tools.”

The invoicing for the work performed by Forensicon began in March 2010, with the work completed and
final balance due by April 30, 2010, in the amount of $19,880.31. Again the Board had approved the
payment of the invoices and the payments were not made by the Supervisor. On April 12, 2012 Judge
Caldwell allowed the defendants petition for the payment in the amount of $19,880.31 citing the
preliminary injunction from the December 10, 2010 case and also ordered that the preliminary injunction
be made permanent.

Road District Commissioner Role

Another issue relates to the role and authority of the Road District Commissioner. As with the payments
of bills approved by the Board and not paid, there were a number of bills incurred by the Road District
Commissioner which had been audited by the Board and approved, however the Supervisor took it upon
herself not to pay. According the Illinois Compiled Statues, Road and Bridges (605 ILCS 5/6-107) (from
Ch. 121, par. 6-107):

“Road districts have the corporate capacity to exercise the powers granted thereto, or necessarily
implied and not others. They have the power: (1) to sue and be sued, (2) to acquire by purchase,
gift or legacy, and to hold property, both real and personal, for the use of its inhabitants, and
again to sell and convey the same, (3) to make all contracts as may be necessary in the exercise of
the powers of the district.”
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According to 605 ILCS 5/6-114 (from Ch. 121, par 6-114):

“In each road district comprised of a single township, the supervisor of such township shall be the
ex-officio treasurer for the road district.”

“Each such treasurer before becoming entitled to act as treasurer and within 10 days after his
election or selection, shall execute a bond in double the amount of monies likely to come into his
hands by virtue of such office, if individuals act as sureties on such bond, or in the amount only
of such moneys is a surety company authorized to do business in this State acts as surety of such
bond, conditioned that he will faithfully discharge his duties as such treasurer, that he will
honestly and faithfully account for and pay over, upon the proper orders, all moneys coming into
his hands as treasurer, and the balance, if any, to his successor in office. Such bond shall be
payable to the district, and shall be in such sum as the highway commissioner shall determine.
Such bond shall be approved by the highway commissioner and shall be filed in the office of the
county clerk with such approval endorsed thereon. The highway commissioner shall have the
power to require the giving of additional bond, to increase or decrease the amount of such bond,
or require the giving of a new bond whenever in his opinion such action is desirable. The
highway commissioner shall have power to bring suit upon such bond for any loss or damage
accruing to the district by reason of any non-performance of duty, or defalcation on the part of the
treasurer.”

Essentially, while the Supervisor is the ex-officio Treasurer of the Road District, the Road District
Commissioner is an elected position who is responsible for their own budget and the spending and receipt
of funds associated with the Road District. Both the budgets and all bills to be paid must be approved by
the Board and after approval, the Treasurer of the road district, the Supervisor in Grafton Township’s
case, is to pay the bills as they have been approved. However this was not the case.

To this point there is a letter addressed to Linda Moore in her capacity as Grafton Township Road District
Treasurer on January 12, 2012 from Patrick D. Coen of Zanck, Coen & Wright, P.C., the attorney for the
road district, in which he states “Your further attempt to obtain original phone records of the Road
District, beyond the billing information contained in the summary page and any original yard tickets for
construction material is also not required for your completion of your task as Road District Treasurer and
is an attempt to usurp the authority of the Road District Commissioner to carry out his duties. The Clerk
of the Road District is in charge of keeping the records of the Road District, not the Treasurer. You are
not entitled to original documents and cannot refuse to pay legitimate expenses as requested by the Road
District Commissioner and as approved after audit by the Town Board based on the ridiculous notion that
only original documents will suffice for payment of the bills.” He went on to say “This will also confirm
that the Road District Commissioner has been advised by the agent for the bondholders of the Road
District bonds that you, as Treasurer of the Road District, have not paid the legitimate expense of the
Road District due the bondholders at the beginning of January 2012 despite the fact that the expense was
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presented to the Road District Commissioner for payment and approved, after audit, by the Town Board
at the last meeting. This willful failure to pay the required amount could lead to a default by the Road
District on the bond obligation due and cause irreparable damage to the Road District. The bond
obligation is of the Road District and you have no authority as the Road District Treasurer in withholding
these payments after presentation by the Road District Commissioner and approval by the Town Board.
Your actions again are willful and will cause injury to the Road District and will be dealt with
accordingly.” He ended with the following, “The Road District Commissioner will have no alternative
but to amend his complaint and proceed to seek damages for your willful refusal to carry out your duties
as Road District Treasurer.”

In this situation there were suits filed to bring this and other issues to a conclusion in the Courts, again
leaving the taxpayers of Grafton Township to pay for legal representation for both sides. The overall cost
of the litigation exceeded tens of thousands of dollars.

Other Items

Check Analysis

While I did get copies of the bank statements from BMO Harris Bank for all of the accounts associated
with Grafton Township and the Road District, I was unable to get copies of the approved warrant list for
each month to compare to the checks written based on the approved expenses. In order to test the
endorsements of checks based on the payee I randomly selected 4 months for each of 2010, 2011 and
2012 and also randomly selected 4 checks for each of the months chosen. I then documented the date,
payee and amount of the check and traced the date the check cleared the bank, if the endorsement
matched the name on the check and if the amount matched the amount of the check. All of the checks
passed this test other than check number 19571 to Wright Express FSC in the amount of $73.53 dated
November 16, 2010 which cleared the bank on November 26, 2010. The endorsement was Fleet Fueling
which is a DBA for Wright Express.

There was one check in the sample written to Linda I. Moore, check number 20065 on July 16, 2011 in
the amount of $15.00. This check cleared for the appropriate amount and the endorsement appeared
correct. There were three checks written to Cash. On August 18, 2010, check number 19375 in the
amount of $140.00. The check was signed by Linda Moore and countersigned by Trudy Jurs, check
number 19877 was written on April 18, 2011 in the amount of $100.00 and endorsed by Trudy Jurs, and
check number 20682 was written on October 14, 2012 in the amount of $100.95 and was also endorsed
by Trudy Jurs.

Since I could not acquire copies of the original signed warrant lists I could not expand my testing.
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Quickbooks Files

I received copies of two Quickbooks files from Supervisor Moore in March 2013. The initial copy, which
was supposed to be a complete backup of Quickbooks on March 5, 2013, did not contain any transactions
for the Township Fund after December 31, 2012, while the Road District file contained transactions into
March 2013. When I contacted Supervisor Moore regarding the problem with the missing or lack of data
for the Township File, I was provided a second backup dated March 14, 2013 which included the missing
data for the Township Fund. My conclusion on this issue is that it appears that the Quickbooks was
installed on 2 separate computers and one was current while the other was not. I wonder why the
program would be held at separate locations since the Supervisor would likely be accessing this program
on a daily basis.

P.O. Box

General Assistance check number 1158 was used to pay the United States Postal Service for Post Office
Box 37 (P.O. Box) on February 15, 2013. This check cleared the bank on February 19, 2013. However,
the bill for the P. O. Box was presented as a Township bill due February 25, 2013 and coded to account
5611 - maintenance supplies-building, as shown in Exhibit II in the March 26, 2013 special meeting
minutes. This bill was specifically noted as a bill not to be paid in Item 5 of the regular meeting minutes
of March 14, 2013. When asked about the payment Supervisor Moore stated this is a General Assistance
mailbox.

The idea of having a P.O. Box for General Assistance is one that would make sense based on the
confidentiality of items received from the community from those that need assistance however, this P.O.
Box was used on many mailings for the township and also all the bank statements were sent to this P.O.
Box making this more of a general Township expense rather than one related to just General Assistance.
Of more concern is the fact that the fee was paid prior to presentation to the Board for approval and was
held out as an item for which the Board did not approve payment.

Another concern related to this item relates to its posting in Quickbooks. The check was written on
February 15, 2013 and cleared the bank on February 19, 2013, yet in the Quickbooks file we were
provided the transaction audit trail indicates that this transaction was deleted from the system on March
13, 2013, the day before the March 14, 2013 regular meeting.

The issue that arises out of this event goes to the question of when bills are paid, are they paid accurately
and are any bills paid prior to approval by the Board. Unfortunately, as I have mentioned, our lack of
access to the approved warrant lists during the past term made it impossible for me to trace the date of
approval and the date of payment.
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Conclusion

Based on the limited information I had access to and in reading over the minutes of many meeting from
the last term, I noted many concerns regarding the accuracy of the posting of transactions and the impact
the postings had on the financial presentation of the Township accounting records. These issues may be
caused by many factors, however [ was not able to obtain enough information to fully understand the
transactions in question or the overall impact.

I do believe that the greater issue at hand relates to the Supervisor continuing to assert more authority for
her position than was created in the Statues or allowed through Court rulings. Even after Judge Caldwell
clearly defined the role and authority of the Supervisor, Ms. Moore disregarded his findings and
continued to challenge the authority of the Board which resulted in multiple lawsuits. The overall impact
to the taxpayers was the cost of legal fees which were unnecessary given the nature of the suits and the
opinion of Judge Caldwell on December 10, 2010. ’

Mitchell M. Cohen, CPA,CFE, FCPA
Principal
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DILLON’S RULE

Townships and other units of local government are regulated by
provisions of Article VII, Sec. 8 of the 1970 Illinois Constitution which
states in part, these governments “shall have only powers granted by law.”
In the late 1800s, John F. Dillon, a Supreme Court Justice in lowa,
developed this legal principle, which is known as Dillon’s Rule. In plain
language it means that if there is no statute permitting a township or road
district (or official) to perform a function or service, the government or
official may not carry out that function regardless of how much it’s
needed or wanted. If the statutes are silent (do not mention) regarding a
particular power or function, it does not exist. If the power doesn’t exist,
the government (or official) may not perform the service.
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Illinois Constitution - Article VII

Constitution of the State of Illinois
ARTICLE VII

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

SECTION 1. MUNICIPALITIES AND UNITS OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT
"Municipalities" means cities, villages and incorporated
towns. "Units of local government" means counties,
municipalities, townships, special districts, and units,
designated as units of local government by law, which
exercise limited governmental powers or powers in respect to
limited governmental subjects, but does not include school
districts.
(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 2. COUNTY TERRITORY, BOUNDARIES AND SEATS

(a) The General Assembly shall provide by law for the
formation, consolidation, merger, division, and dissolution
of counties, and for the transfer of territory between
counties. . : '

(b): County boundaries shall not be changed unless
approved by referendum in each county affected.

(c} County seats shall not be changed unless approved by
three-fifths of those voting on the question in a county-wide
referendum. '

(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 3. COUNTY BOARDS

{a) A county board shall be elected in each county. The
number of members of the county board shall be fixed by
ordinance in each county within limitations provided by law.

"~ (b) ' The General Assembly by law shall provide methods
available to all counties for the election of county board
members. No county, other than Cook County, may change its
method of electing board members except as approved by
county-wide referendum.

(c): Members of the Cook County Board shall be elected
from two districts, Chicago and that part of Cook County
outside Chicago, unless (1) a different method of election is
approved by a majority of votes cast in each of the two
districts in a county-wide referendum or (2) the Cook County
Board by ordinance divides the county into single member
districts from which members of the County Board resident in
each district are elected. If a different method of election
is adopted pursuant to option (1) the method of election may
thereafter be altered only pursuant to option (2) or by
county-wide referendum. A different method of election may be
adopted pursuant to option (2) only once and the method of
election may thereafter be altered only by county-wide
referendum.

(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 4. COUNTY OFFICERS
(a) Any county may elect a chief executive officer as
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provided by law. He shall have those duties and powers
provided by law and those provided by county ordinance.

{b) The President of the Cook County Board shall be
elected from the County at large and shall be the chief
executive officer of the County. If authorized by county
ordinance, a person seeking election as President of the Cook
County Board may also seek election as a member of the Board.

(c) Each county shall elect a sheriff, county clerk and
treasurer and may elect or appoint a coroner, recorder,
assessor, auditor and such other officers as provided by law
or by county ordinance. Except as changed pursuant to this
Section, elected county officers shall be elected for terms
of four years at general elections as provided by law. Any
office may be created or eliminated and the terms of office
and manner of selection changed by county-wide referendum.
Offices other than sheriff, county clerk and treasurer may be
eliminated and the terms of office and manner of selection
changed by law., Offices other than sheriff, county clerk,
treasurer, coroner, recorder, assessor and auditor may be
eliminated and the terms of office and manner of selection
changed by county ordinance.

(d) County officers shall have those duties, powers and
functions provided by law and those provided by county.
ordinance. County officers shall have the duties, powers or
functions derived from common law or historical precedent
unless ‘altered by law or county ordinance.

(e} The county treasurer or the person designated to
perform his functions may act as treasurer of any unit of
local government and any school district in his county when
requested by any such unit or school district and shall so
act when required to do so by law.

(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 5. TOWNSHIPS

The General Assembly shall provide by law for the
formation of townships in any county when approved by.
county-wide referendum. Townships may be consolidated or
merged, and one or more townships may be dissolved or
divided, when approved by referendum in each township
affected. All townships in a county may be dissolved when
approved by -a referendum in the total area in which township
officers are elected.
(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 6. POWERS OF HOME RULE UNITS

(a) A County which has a chief executive officer elected
by the electors of the county and any municipality which has
a population of more than 25,000 are home rule units. Other
municipalities may elect by referendum to become home rule
units. Except as limited by this Section, a home rule unit
may exercise any power and perform any function pertaining to
its government and affairs including, but not limited to, the
power to regulate for the protection of the public health,
safety, morals and welfare; to license; to tax; and to incur
debt.

{b) A home rule unit by referendum may elect not to be a
home rule unit.

(c) TIf a home rule county ordinance conflicts with an
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ordinance of a municipality, the municipal ordinance shall
prevail within its jurisdiction.

(d) A home rule unit does not have the power (1) to
incur debt payable from ad valorem property tax receipts
maturing more than 40 years from the time it is incurred or
(2) to define and provide for the punishment of a felony.

(e) A home rule unit shall have only the power that the
General' Assembly may provide by law (1) to punish by
imprisonment for more than six months or (2) to license for
revenue. or impose taxes upon or measured by income or
earnings or upon occupations.

(f)' A home rule unit shall have the power subject to
approval by referendum to adopt, alter or repeal a form of
government provided by law, except that the form of
government of Cook County shall be subject to the provisions
of Section 3 of this Article. A home rule municipality shall
have the power to provide for its officers, their manner of
selection and terms of office only as approved by referendum
or as otherwise authorized by law. A home rule county shall
have the power to provide for its officers, their manner of
selection and terms of office in the manner set forth in
Section 4 of this Article. .

(g)] The General Assembly by a law approved by the vote
of three-fifths of the members elected to each house may deny
oxr limﬁt the power to tax and any other power or function of
a home jrule unit not exercised or performed by the State
other than a power or function specified in subsection (1) of
this section.

(h) The General Assembly may provide specifically by law
for the exclusive exercise by the State of any power or
function of a home rule unit other than a taxing power or a
power or function specified in subsection (1) of this
Section.

(i) Home rule units may exercise and perform
concurrently with the State any power or function of a home
rule unit to the extent that the General Assembly by law does
not specifically limit the concurrent exercise or
specifically declare the State's exercise to be exclusive.

(7) The General Assembly may limit by law the amount of
debt which home rule counties may incur and may limit by law
approved by three-fifths of the members elected to each house
the amount of debt, other than debt payable from ad valorem
property tax receipts, which home rule municipalities may
incur.

(k) The General Assembly may limit by law the amount and
require referendum approval of debt to be incurred by home
rule municipalities, payable from ad valorem property tax
receipts, only in excess of the following percentages of the
assessed value of its taxable property: (1) 1f its population
is 500,000 or more, an aggregate of three percent; (2) if its
population is more than 25,000 and less than 500,000, an
aggregate of one percent; and (3) if its population is 25,000
or less, an aggregate of one~half percent. Indebtedness which
is outstanding on the effective date of this Constitution or
which is thereafter approved by referendum or assumed from
another unit of local government shall not be included in the
foregoing percentage amounts.

{1) The General Assembly may not deny or limit the power
of home rule units (1) to make local improvements by special
assessment and to exercise this power jointly with other
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counties and municipalities, and other classes of units of
local government having that power on the effective date of
this Constitution unless that power is subsequently denied by
law to any such other units of local government or (2) to
levy or impose additional taxes upon areas within their
boundaries in the manner provided by law for the provision of
special services to those areas and for the payment of debt
incurred in order to provide those special services.

(m) Powers and functions of home rule units shall be
construed liberally.
(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 7. COUNTIES AND MUNICIPALITIES OTHER
THAN HOME RULE UNITS

Counties and municipalities which are not home rule units
shall have only powers granted to them by law and the powers
(1) to make local improvements by special assessment and to
exercise this power jointly with other counties and
municipalities, and other classes of units of local
government having that power on the effective date of this
Constitution unless that power is subsequently denied by law
to any such other units of local government; (2) by
referendum, to adopt, alter or repeal their forms of
government provided by law; (3) in the case of
municipalities, to provide by referendum for their officers,
manner of selection and terms of office; (4) in the case of
counties, to provide for their officers, manner of selection
and terms of office as provided in Section 4 of this Article;
(5) to incur debt except as limited by law and except that
debt payable from ad valorem property tax receipts shall
mature within 40 years from the time it is incurred; and (6)
to levy or impose additional taxes upon areas within their
boundaries in the manner provided by law for the provision of
special services to those areas and for the payment of debt
incurred in order to provide those special services.
(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 8. POWERS AND OFFICERS OF SCHOCL

DISTRICTS AND UNITS OF LOCAL

GOVERNMENT OTHER THAN COUNTIES

AND MUNICIPALITIES

Townships, school districts, special districts and units,

designated by law as units of local government, which
exercise limited governmental powers or powers in respect to
limited governmental subjects shall have only powers granted
by law. No law shall grant the power (1) to any of the
foregoing units to incur debt payable from ad valorem
property tax receipts maturing more than 40 years from the
time it is incurred, or (2) to make improvements by special
assessments to any of the foregoing classes of units which do
not have that power on the effective date of this
Constitution. The General Assembly shall provide by law for
the selection of officers of the foregoing units, but the
officers shall not be appointed by any person in the Judicial
Branch.
(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

http://www.ilga.gov/commission/Irb/con7 htm 10/9/2013



Illinois Constitution - Article VII

SECTION 9. SALARIES AND FEES

(a) Compensation of officers and employees and the
office expenses of units of local government shall not be
paid from fees collected. Fees may be collected as provided
by law and by ordinance and shall be deposited upon receipt
with the treasurer of the unit. Fees shall not be based upon
funds disbursed or collected, nor upon the levy or extension
of taxes.

(b) An increase or decrease in the salary of an elected
officer of any unit of local government shall not take effect
during the term for which that officer is elected.

(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 10. INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATION

(a) Units of local government and school districts may
contract or otherwise associate among themselves, with the
State, with other states and their units of local government
and school districts, and with the United States to obtain or
share services and to exercise, combine, or transfer any
power or function, in any manner not prohibited by law or by
ordinance. Units of local government and school districts may
contract and otherwise associate with individuals,
associations, and corporations in any manner not prohibited
by law or by ordinance. Participating units of government may
use their credit, revenues, and other resources to pay costs
and to service debt related to intergovernmental activities.

(b) Officers and employees of units of local government
and school districts may participate in intergovernmental
activities authorized by their units of government without
relinquishing their offices or positions.

(c) The State shall encourage intergovernmental
cooperation and use its technical and financiall resources to
assist intergovernmental activities.

(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 11. INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM

(a) Proposals for actions which are authorized by this
Article or by law and which require approval by referendum
may be initiated and submitted to the electors by resolution
of the governing board of a unit of local government or by
petition of electors in the manner provided by law.

(b} Referenda required by this Article shall be held at
general elections, except as otherwise provided by law.
Questions submitted to referendum shall be adopted if
approved by a majority of those voting on the question unless
a different requirement is specified in this Article.
(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

SECTION 12. IMPLEMENTATION OF GOVERNMENTAL CHANGES

The General Assembly shall provide by law for the
transfer of assets, powers and functions, and for the payment
of outstanding debt in connection with the formation,
consolidation, merger, division, dissolution and change in
the boundaries of units of local government.
(Source: Illinois Constitution.)

http://www.ilga.gov/commission/lrb/con7.htm

Page 5 of 6

10/9/2013



- Ilinois Constitution - Article VII Page 6 of 6

to preceding Article

to next Article

to main Constitution page

http://www.ilga.gov/commission/lrb/con7.htm 10/9/2013



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT,
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS

LINDA I. MOORE in her official capacity )

as GRAFTON TOWNSHIP ) #y

SUPERVISOR ) L5 B
) OEC J 0 2 '
g M#EI{ZL;Q/NEM 0,0

v ) I0CHG84 g

)

GRAFTON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF )

TRUSTEES, BETTY ZIRK, GERALD )

McMAHON, ROB LaPORTA, BARBARA )

MURPHY, in their official capacity, and )

KERI-LYN KRAFTHEFER, of ANCEL, )

‘GLINK, DIAMOND, BUSH, DiCIANNI & )
- KRAFTHEFER, in her official capacity as )
acting Grafton Township Attorney and )
GRAFTON TOWNSHIP )

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

INTRODUCTION. The dysfunctional relationship between Plaintiff Linda
Moore as Supervisor of Grafton Township and the Defendants Betty Zirk, Gerald
McMahon, Rob LaPorta, Barbara Murphy, in their official capacities as trustees of
Grafton Township is the source of this litigation consisting of complaints and
counterclaims for declaratory judgments and preliminary injunctions. At the heart of this
dispute is the proper relationship between the Township Supervisor and the Board of
Trustees of a township and the appropriate exercise of the powers of each of them.

While the grievances between the parties are many and varied, not all of them can be
resolved through litigation. These are several areas where the disagreements between the
parties simply must be resolved by them personally.

FACTS. Linda Moore (hereinafter referred to as “Moore”) began her
assault on the status quo of Grafton Township with a legal challenge to the township’s
announced plans to issue bonds for the construction of a $3,000,000.00 town hall. She
and other plaintiffs filed a lawsuit to enjoin any action attempting to implement the
construction of the new town hall. In addition, she filed nominating papers for the
Republican nomination to the office of Township Supervisor of Grafton Township,
opposing the incumbent Supervisor John Rossi.

C000283



Moore was successful in both endeavors. This court enjoined the construction of the new
town hall, a result that was affirmed on appeal [Ziller v Rossi, 395 Ill. App.3d [130, 916
N.E.2d 110, 334 Il Dec. 77 (2 Dist., 2009)]. Moore also defeated John Rossi in the
election for the Republican nomination for Grafton Township Supervisor and won an
uncontested election to the office of Supervisor of Grafton Township. That is when the
genesis of this lawsuit began.

Judging from the testimony elicited at the hearings before me, Moore’s term was marked
by controversy, bitterness, conflict and outright hostility from the very outset. She and the
trustees battled over meeting notices, agendas, audits, access to public records and just
about every facet of township government imaginable. Moore attempted to construct
meeting agendas, only to have the board instruct its attorneys to prepare another. The
board would set a time and place for regular and special meetings, only to have Moore
post another notice for another meeting on the same night at a different location. The
trustees changed the passwords on the township’s computers, effectively locking Moore
out of the township’s records. Moore, after regaining access to the township computers,

- erased all of the financial records from the township records and transferred the data to a
. portable disc drive, effectively depriving the trustees of access to township financial
information.

Relations between Moore and the board grew so contentious that the board abrogated its
previous method of doing business and crafted its own set of sui generis rules of
procedure.

In addition, the board created the position of township administrator and appointed
Pamela Fender to be the township administrator. The board then moved Fender into the
town hall, changing offices and office door locks and pushing Moore out of the
traditional supervisor’s office, moving Fender into that office and putting Moore
elsewhere in town hall, After installing Fender in town hall, matters between Fender and
Moore became so heated that they deteriorated into physical conflict, with calls being
made to the local police department. Ultimately, Moore moved her activities as township
supervisor to her home.

All of this contention led Moore to file this lawsuit for a preliminary and permanent
injunction and declaratory judgment. The trustees, individually and on behalf of Grafton
Township, filed a counterclaim against Moore for a declaratory judgment. With that
counter complaint, the defendants also filed a petition for preliminary injunction and an
amended petition for preliminary injunction.

The matter was heard on cross petitions for preliminary injunction and was heard over a
period of five days. The testimony elicited before the court was as follows:

Linda Moore

Linda Moore testified that in 2009 she won the Republican primary, defeating incumbent
supervisor John Rossi and was unopposed in the general election for the office of Grafton
Township Supervisor. Her term began in May 2009.

2 .
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Upon entering into her duties, Moore discovered that the township payroll was due on the
second day after she took office. She contacted Harris Bank and Brown Accounting
regarding the payroll. She discovered that there were direct deposit authorizations already
on file with the township and she proceeded to process the paychecks through Harris
Bank as direct deposits with the employees’ depositories. (Moore was apparently
unaware that the employees had cancelled their direct deposit authorizations, at the
urging of former supervisor John Rossi.)

On May 26, 2009, Moore attended her first township board meeting. After the meeting
Moore met with township trustee Betty Zirk at the Huntley American Legion. In
conversation, Zirk, she told Moore that she was going to be watching Moore for
mistakes. Moore described the conversation as belligerent.

Moore stated that after she began her term, Zirk came regularly to the town hall
ostensively to socialize with the bus dispatchers. Moore testified that the town hall has
three major offices, the supervisot’s office, the township clerk’s office and the township
assessor’s office. She was given keys to the outer office doors and the supervisor’s office
at the beginning of her term. She had no key to the assessor’s office or the office of the
Township Road Commissioner.

Moore’s relationship with the board was poor from the beginning. She related that she
rarely had any telephone contact with or from board members; that she received what she
characterized as hostile e~mails from board members, and on one occasion was ordered
off the property of Trustee Rob LaPorta when she attempted to deliver a packet of board
papers to his residence.

Agendas for the township meetings were an item of concern from the beginning. Moore
prepared agendas for the township trustees meetings. Competing or additional agendas
were prepared by attorneys Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, and DiCianni & Krafthefer
(hereinafter referred to as “Ancel Glink™). The trustees apparently work from the agenda
prepared by Ancel Glink. Since Moore became the township supervisor, meetings have
been held on a weekly basis and usually last three and one-half to four hours per meeting,

In either late January 2010 or early February 2010, the trustees created the position of
Township Administrator. In doing so, they created the Township Administrator’s job
description [Plaintiff’s exhibit no. 1Defendants’ Exhibit No 30], which provides as
follows:

“Grafton Township
Township Administrator
Job Description

“The Grafton Township Administrator is the Chief Administrative Officer of the

Township and is responsible for the administration of Township affairs and for
implementing policies established by the Township Board, which is comprised of the
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Township Supervisor and the Township Trustees. The Administrator shall not perform
any of the duties assigned by law to the Township Supervisor or any other elected
Township official. The Township Administrator’s duties and responszbzlzrzes shall include
but are vot limited to ‘ :

£

‘Board Practices, Pracedures and General Township Administration
“Implementing the policies of the Township Board

“Implementing and enforéing administrative procedures for the Township
“Negotiating contracts as authorized and directed by the Township Board

“Preparing agendas for meetings.

“Preparing the board packets for meetings and putting together packez‘s of information of
various types, including but not limited to, bill and warrant information, correspondence
and action items for Board approval upcoming events and information and minutes of
meetings.

“Establishing recommendations to streamline township board meetings and procedures

“Recommending and evaluating Board meeting locations, programs, program locations
and public events

“Organize and handle details related to the annual Township meeting

“Communicate with the township’s elected officials and staff regarding Township
business and issues :

“Township Administrator “Developing Administrative procedures and for ensuring
adherence to these procedures by all Town employees.

“Advising the Board and general public on the current status of all affairs of the
Township and providing monthly reports to the Township Board and Board meetings

“To attend all Township Board meetings, preparing and providing supporting documents
and information pertinent to agenda items

“Performing such other duties as may be directed by the Township Board which do not
diminish any of the legal functions of the Township s elected officials.

“Personnel

“Acting as Personnel and Human Resources Director for the Town; hiring, firing,
promoting and disciplining (all with the Township Board approval), evaluating and
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directing the Township's employees and staff (not including employees of the highway
commissioner, assessor or any general assistance employee).

“Supervising and coordinating the work of all Township employees, (not including
employees of the highway commissioner, assessor or any general assistance employee),
and handling personnel and personnel policies

“Evaluating and make recommendations regarding Township employees, including
establishing a program for annual reviews of such employees (not including employees of
the highway commissioner, assessor or any general assistance employee).

“Coordinating the activities of various Township employees and departments to achieve
maximum efficiency of Township government

“Developing and administering a sound payroll and personnel system, protecting private
Jinancial information of employees

“Insuring the Township has an effective equal employment opportunity program

“Evaluating and making recommendations regarding the township's various insurance
policies, such as liability insurance, health insurance, etc. and bonds

“Serving as the liaison between the Township Board and personnel.

“Coordinate the use of township consultants and venders, such as the accountants,
auditors, IT personnel and the Township attorney, and make recommendations regarding
the hiring of such consultants and venders to the Township Supervisor and Board,

“Financial

“Working with the Township Board to continually review budget operations, work
programs and the costs of Township services and the general financial situation of the
Township

“Administering the budget once adopted, coding of warrants to budgeted line items

“Overseeing and administering and all township insurance programs, including any
health, medical or dental programs operated by the Township or contracted for with any
insurance company

“Secure appropriate public liability insurance in amounts which shall preserve and

maintain the financial integrity of the Township and protect the Township from suits,
claims and judgments arising out of any legal cause of action for damage to persons
property real property or other claim
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“Overseeing and administering the workers' compensation insurance program, whether
the Township is self-insured or said benefits are contracted with and insurance carrier
(hand written) personnel -~ ‘

“Monitoring the budgét and allfinancial affairs of the Town, works closely with the
Township Board to develop a comprehensive budget and work program

“Making the Township’s ﬁﬁa_ncial records available to the Township Board members,
such as providing viewing only access to the Township Board members on Quick Books
or some other appropriate program

“Administering the yearly operating budget and capital improvement budgets, submitting
regular reporis to the Township Board on the status of the Township's budget.

“Serving as the approval agé}it'j’or Township purchasing, establishing a purchase order
system

“Building, Grounds, Equipment and Technology

“Recommending office assignments and locations for staff and officials

“Reporting on condition of, and recommending purchase, lease or sale of computers,
Pphones technology equipment

“Establishing, maintain and supervising the Township's websites, and evaluating,
recommending and establishing various social networking sites or pages (such as
- Facebook, etc.) I

“Establishing a Township e-mail address and e-mail accounts for staff and elected

officials.

“Evaluating and making recommendations about the use and improvement of the
Township offices and space, and regarding the use, purchase and sale of Township
property and equipment

“Recommending and evaluating future land/building’ location options for the Township

“Day-to-Day Administration

“Answering the Township telephones

“Greeting people who come to the Township offices, providing them with appropriate
information, assistance or directing them to the appropriate department or official

“Establishing appropriate office hours for the Township building to be open
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“Working on the computer, Internet or printer to accomplish township business or
programs

“Make phone calls,
“Sending and receiving sorting and delivering incoming faxes,

“Receiving, sorting and distributing incoming mail to the Townsh8ip or Township
officials, sending and receive e-mails

“Township Programs

“Compiling grant information and submitting grants for township systems, projects,
programs and events

“Investigating, evaluating, recommending and coordinating Township services and

programs, such as health services, senior programs, youth programs, and other services
traditionally provided by z.‘qymgk;’ps '

“Coordinating and running the Township's transportation program, handle calls Jfor
services, address issues and supervise drivers

“Public Relations

. “Promoting the Township, Township programs, Township services and Township
government '’ ‘

“Publicize Township events and functions
“Issuing press releases about the activities of the Township

“Attending various informational and training meetings and conventions and
representing the Township at such meetings

“Communicating with various Township organizations, such as the Township Officials of

{llinois (TOI) and the Township Officials of Nllinois Risk Management Association on
behalf of the Township

“Aeting in such capacity as the Township Board may direct in township municipal, state,
Jederal and other policy issues affecting the Township.

“Maintaining sound positive public relations between the Township and its citizens
between the Town and other units of local government and governmental agencies and
between the various officials and departments
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“Serving as liaison between the township Board and various public and private agencies
and businesses and the Township citizens.

“Representing the Township to a variety of outside organizations,”

After the adoption of the job description, Pamela Fender was hired by the township board
of trustees as the township administrator. She began work in February 2010. Moore
complained that, from the time Fender began her employment with Grafton Township,
she acted as if she was Moore’s superior. The board did not delineate any areas of
coopetration or scope of duties for Moore and Fender in their respective positions.

One evening, shortly after Fender was hired, Moore was working late at town hall.
Trustee Zirk and Fender entered township offices with a locksmith. The following week,
the township board voted to change the locks on the supervisor’s office, remove the
supervisor’s files from the existing supervisor’s office and move them elsewhere in the
township building and move the supervisor to the office space occupied by the township
clerk. The township clerk was moved into a back room behind the former supervisor’s
office. Moore’s assistant Trudy Jurs was moved into the conference room. Locks on all
the doors were changed by order of the board. Moore did not get keys to her old office
space. The township administrator was moved into the Moore’s former office.!

From the inception, the relationship between Fender and Moore was difficult and
contentious. Once ensconced in Moore’s former office, Fender started answering all of
the oncoming telephone calls to the township, including calls for general assistance.
When advised that she had no authority to deal with general assistance clients, Fender
disagreed and continued to field all incoming township telephone calls. In one
particularly contentious confrontation, Moore demanded certain files from F ender, who
threw them on the floor, rather than hand them to Moore.

In another confrontation between Moore and Fender, physical contact occurred between
them and the Huntley police department was called to town hall.

In addition, Fender intercepted all of the township mail, including that which was
originally intended for Moore. Moore complained that some mail intended for her
actually wound up in packets of the trustees without ever being given to her.

One of Moore’s first acts upon taking office was to discharge township attorney, James
Kelly. Kelly had been hired by Supervisor Rossi and the township board to represent the
township in litigation filed by Moore and others to enjoin the construction of a new
township hall. Kelly was hired after the previous township attorneys, Ancel Glink, had
been discharged. When the trial court proceedings were decided adversely to the
township, the trustees retained Kelly to prosecute an appeal. The trial court’s order
enjoining additional actions in furtherance of the construction of a new township hall was

! This action was reversed by the court during the preliminary injunction phase of the proceeding to
preserve the status quo.
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affirmed on appeal [Ziller v Rossi, 395 Il App.3d 130, 916 N.E.2d 110, 334 Il Dec. 77(2
Dist., 2009)].

After the Kelly firing, Moore unsuccessfully contacted several attorneys to act as
township attorney before hiring Attorney Joseph Gottemoller to represent the township.
Gottemoller resigned the position shortly after his appointment. Moore thereafter hired
Scott Puma to be the township attorney. Puma is a member of the Ancel Glink law firm,
the attorneys representing the defendants in this case. Puma attended a few of the
township meetings. Later, however, Puma stopped attending meetings. Instead, Keri
Krafthefer, and occasionally by Thomas DiCianni and sometimes both of them attended
the board meeting.

Moore later attempted to discharge the Ancel, Clink law firm, but to date has been
unsuccessful in doing so, The firm continues to represent the township trustees. In
Moore’s opinion, Ancel, Glink refuses to be terminated. Moore contends the trustees are
taking the position that they must approve the discharge of the township’s attorneys. She
noted that when Rossi discharged Ancel Glink after they gave the board advice it did not
want to hear, that the board took no action whatsoever on the discharge. Rossi made the
move without any approval or confirmation by the board.

The township had seven employees prior to the time that Moore took office. Two of those
employees were terminated by former supervisor Rossi before he left office. One of those
employees is Trudy Jurs. Jurs has been rehired and assists Moore with her township
duties, takes and makes telephone calls on Moore’s behalf, enters bills and invoices into
the financial program on the township computer and assists with the administration of the
general assistance fund, Moore says that she needs no other assistance in her duties other
than that provided by Jurs.

The township maintains its own bus service for senior citizens. There are two buses to
ferry senior citizens to various places in the Huntley area. Upon entry into office, Moore
felt that the bus service was overstaffed and reduced the number of part time drivers to
three. She purchased GPS systems for each bus and revised the bus schedules and routes.

Grafton Township had four computers when Moore commenced her term. Moore
purchased an additional computer, and with the help of a computer professional recreated
all of the existing information in the new computer. She also updated the Quick Books
program running the township financial records.

Shortly after the start of Fender as Township Administrator, all computer passwords were
overridden by a computer professional and replaced. The computers were moved and the
server was removed from the township offices. Moore later discovered that all of the data
on the township computers had been removed, including the general assistance records.
Later, the computer server reappeared at the township offices and the general assistance
data was restored. The server later also reappeared.
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At the March 2010 board of trustees’ meeting, one of the board members complained
about the way Moore was running her office and complained that the township had no
obligation to provide the supervisor with an office in the town hall. It was suggested that
she perform her duties from her home.

Moore later removed all of the township financial records and the general assistance files
from the township computers and has been doing all of the financial work of the
township work at her home on a township computer.

Moore stated she had been requested by the township board to turn over all of the
township’s financial records to the board for review. She has refused to do so. She is
willing to sit down with the board and review the township’s financial information with
the trustees, but not to turn over the financial records to the board.

More complains that her relations with the board are contentious, On one occasion,
Trustee LaPorta made an e-mail request to Moore regarding the audit. When she inquired
as to what he specifically wanted, she received no reply. On another occasion, Moore
received a question from the board of trustees, who then adjourned the meeting. At the
ensuing board meeting, Moore contended that she was ready to answer the board’s
previous question, but the board did not want to hear the answer.

Moore began preparing board agendas after she assumed her duties. The board, however,
passed a rule authorizing Keri Krafthefer to prepare the board’s agendas. Board agendas
have since been prepared by Pam Fender. Moore denied trying to exclude the board from
the agenda process and denied refusing to place items requested by the board on the
agenda.

The Grafton Township Food Pantry is a non-for-profit- corporation that was, until the
election of Moore as Township Supervisor, housed in the Grafton township offices. Some
of the functions of the food pantry were handled by township employees, allegedly on
their “own time.” Other food pantry functions were handled by volunteers.

When Moore was elected Township Supervisor, she was initially surprised to discover
that the food pantry was not under her jurisdiction. She believed that it was a township
function. Before her election she stated that food of the food pantry was stored in the old
highway commissioner’s office and other offices and hallways of the township offices.
Shortly after Moore’s election, the food pantry moved out of the township hall and
relocated to space in Rutland Township, where it exists today. Moore’s only continuing
involvement with the food pantry is to refer general assistance applicants to it.

When the food pantry moved, it filed a change of address notice with the Huntley post
office. All mail directed to the township was redirected to the food pantry’s new address.
When Moore discovered this, she reversed the order insofar as the township was

% The trial court’s previous order to preserve the status quo restored Moore to the traditional supervisor’s
office. There was no indication that Moore had actually returned to the township hall to perform any
township duties.
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concerned. The post office apparently had difficulty separating the food pantry and
township mail and continued to send food pantry mail to the township offices. The
problems have since been solved.

It is Moore’s opinion that the board of trustees has no authority to hire and fire
employees; hire an adminjstrator and no authority over the management of the township
offices. She has asked this court to terminate attorneys Ancel Glink, terminate the
township administrator, bar the trustees from hiring any employees; bar the trustees from
spending any money directly from the audit; bar the trustees from changing locks in
township offices; declare that the township supervisor is the manager of the town hall;
limit the access of the township attorneys to township records; declare that the making of
the agenda for town board meetings is the responsibility of the township supervisor and
to confirm the appointment of John Nelson as the township attorney.

John Rossi

John Rossi, the former Grafton Township Supervisor, testified that he was defeated for
re-election in 2009. Between the election and the start of Moore’s term, Rossi met with
Moore at the township offices. Robert LaPorta was present at the time. LaPorta was in
the office conferring with Rossi about the status of a Freedom of Information Act request
when Moore arrived. Rossi stated that when Moore arrived and discovered what Rossi
and LaPorta were discussing she became upset and left. Rossi had no further contact with
here prior to the end of his term. He simply left the keys to the town hall on his desk and
left. Moore’s term began the following Monday. Rossi described the meeting with Moore
as abrasive and contentious.

Under Rossi’s regime, the township computer server was in the supervisor’s office and
contained all of the township data. The computer information was password protected.
The only time Rossi removed computer information from the township hall was when he
copied township information to a disk drive and brought it to the board meetings. He
denied removing any other computer data from the township computer. He believed that
creating "read-only" access to the township financial records is possible. (Moore does not
share this belief.)

Under a prior supervisor, the Grafton Township Food Pantry operated from the Township
hall with the acquiescence of the board of trustees. The food pantry was not, and is not
now, a township activity, Under the prior supervisor, it was a permitted activity operating
within the town hall. Under Rossi, the Grafton Township Food Pantry became
incorporated as a not-for-profit corporation. It still operated out of the township offices
with the acquiescence of the supervisor and the town board. Rossi became the president
of the food pantry in 2006. After he was defeated, the food pantry moved its operation to
a location in Rutland Township. When the food pantry moved, Rossi removed all of the
food pantry records from the township computer. Food pantry records had been stored on
the township computer in a separate account or file. He denies removing any other
records or data from the township computer.
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Rossi stated as trustee he was the chief executive officer of the township. He hired and
fired most employees without board approval. He did discharge Ancel Glick as township
attorneys at the direction of the board. Ancel Glink was replaced with attorney James
Kelly (who was later terminated by Moore).

It was Rossi who instructed the township employees to revoke their direct deposit
authorizations. He did so out of a concern over the policies of a new regime.

Rossi stated that, as supervisor, he was primarily concerned with the General Assistance
account.

William Ottley.

William Ottley testified that he is the Grafton Township Assessor, an elective office. As
the township assessor, Ottley maintained a computer web site containing assessment
information for Grafton Township real estate. The web site was accessible by the general
public, as well as real estate appraisers.

In April 2010, Ottley personally received a letter from Moore (Defendants’ Exhibit No.
40) that read:

“Pursuant to Judge Caldwell’s order on May 30™, I am requesting access
to the website passwords. The passwords I request should allow me to
directly alter (sic?)) the content of the website with the address

graftontownship.us. If you require a copy of the court order, please let me
know.

“Please notice the website no longer has a button and page for the
Supervisor, which it has had for a number of years now. Could you
explain the reason for this in writing to me?

“T have a ’bill’ for a domain name that is addressed to Grafton Township. I
am not sure if it is a solicitation or a legitimate (sic) bill. I did notice that
the “bill’ is not directed to the assessor’s office. If you control the website,
and it is the assessor’s website, then this potential bill should be charged
from the assessor’s budget. Please clarify this issue for me.

“As the Township Supervisor it is my understanding that I am to
administer and manage the day to day functions of the township.
Furthermore, managing the township website should fall under my
statutory duties,

& b2 ]
‘e

Ottley stated that Moore was correct in that the website had formerly had a supervisor’s
button on it. However, Ottley, based upon a tip from a member of the general public,
discovered that the website button for the supervisor had been linked to the office of the
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Township Officials of Illinois and then linked to tapes of the meetings of the township
board. Since he had not authorized the link to the board tapes by any means, Ottley
terminated the link and removed the supervisor’s button from the website.

Ottley outlined the direct deposit problem that developed after Moore took office. Former
Supervisor John Rossi had set up a direct deposit system for the payroll of the township.
According to Ottley, Rossi returned all of the direct deposit forms to the employees and
he and Trustee Zirk cancelled all direct deposits with Harris Bank. Paper checks were cut
for the employees from April 24, 2009 through May 21, 2009.

After Moore took office, Ottley complained that his next two paychecks were delivered
to his account by direct deposit. Ottley objected, claiming that Harris Bank had
compromised the confidentiality of his personal bank records. After the error was called
to Moore’s attention, she gave all township employees a choice of having either direct
deposit or paper payroll checks.

Harris responded to a complaint by Ottley, denying that any of his personal information
had been released by the bank. Direct deposit is made by way of instructions given by the
. employee to his/her employer. (See: Defendant’s Exhibit No. 44)

Ottley also testified that Moore cancelled his employees’ gasoline credit cards. The cards
were not regularly used and incurred a monthly charge of $2.00 per month per card.
Moore cancelled them because the cards appeared to be inactive, Employees who were
out of town attending a seminar had to use their own credit cards to charge gas to for
township business and were reimbursed. The cards have since been reinstated.

Chad Smith

Chad Smith testified that he is the Deputy Township Assessor and I.T administrator.
Schmidt testified that he had cancelled his direct deposit authorization. He thereafter
received three paper payroll checks and then reinstated his direct deposit authorization.
His pay was never interrupted.

He complains that Moore has kept her office door closed, thereby forcing the general
public into the assessor’s office. The assessor’s staff then has to redirect the pubic to
Moore’s office.

It was after Moore asked for a link to the assessor’s website that Schmidt discovered the
link that led to the tapes of the township board meetings. It was Schmidt who personally
dismantled the link to the board meeting tapes through the Illinois Township Officials
Association.

Mark Peloquin

Mark Peloquin testified that he is the owner of Leading 1.T. Solutions. Prior to Linda
Moore’s term he did general computer support work for the township supervisor and the
township road district. He was terminated by Moore after her installation.
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Peloquin testified that the Grafton Township computer system consisted of five (5)
personal computers and one (1) server. The server contained multiple hard drives. Access
to the server and drives was limited.

Peloquin testified that he secured all township data immediately after Moore’s election.
In March 2010 Peloquin was called back to the town hall to move the computers to new
locations He also had to back out and recover all of the computer passwords. After doing
this, Peloquin acquired access to the computers. Upon entry into the system, he
discovered that the only records left on the township computers were the road district
records. All of the transportation or bus records and the records of the General Assistance
fund had been removed.

Mary Lou Hardy

Mary Lou Hardy testified that she was the former Village Clerk of the Village of Huntley
and that she worked for Grafton Township from May 2008 to June 2009, She performed
general office duties, among them preparation of accounts payable, entered invoices into
the Quick Books program and dispatched buses as part of the township’s senior citizen
bus program. She denied any duties or activities concerning the general assistance fund.

From the time Hardy commenced her employment, she was paid by direct deposit to her
personal account. In April 2009, Hardy revoked her direct deposit authorization. The
direct deposit revocation took effect two days after Moore was installed as Township
Supervisor. The cancellation notwithstanding, Hardy continued to be paid by direct
deposit without her authorization for a time. In her last bank statement following her
separation from Grafton Township, Hardy noticed that there was a strange deposit on her
bank statement, which was followed by a correction withdrawal later in the same
statement,

Donald Kruto

Donald Kruto testified that he is a regular user of the Grafton township bus service. The
service is a dial-a-ride service. Under Supervisor Rossi, Kruto would call the township
office and request a ride for a specific date and time. He was usually asked when he
would be available. After Moore became the township supervisor, she changed the
schedule, making Monday trips to the Jewel parking lot unavailable. In Kruto’s opinion,
the bus service “...no longer works.”

Pamela Fender

Pamela Fender testified that she is a trustee of the Village of Huntley and has been hired
as the Grafton Township Administrator. She has been employed in that position from
February 16, 2010 until the present. She was hired by the board of trustees after she
submitted an application to the board. Trustee Robert LaPorta suggested to Fender that
she apply for the position. Fender stated that she had originally been interested in the
position of Town Clerk, She was not hired by the Township Supervisor, but rather was
hired by a 4 — 1 vote of the Township Board of Trustees.
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In her job of Township Administrator, Fender answers incoming telephone calls, handles
all communications, receives and handles all incoming mail, initiates new township
programs, assembles board packets for the board meetings and handles all incoming bills
and invoices.

On February 16, 2010, Fender arrived at the township hall to start work. She was met
there by Trustee Zirk. The doors to the township offices were locked. Trudy Jurs was
inside, but did not come to the door when they knocked.

Finally, Linda Moore came to the door and inquired what Fender and Zirk wanted.
Fender stated that she was reporting to work at the township offices, but Moore refused
her entry. Fender finally gained access to the town hall behind one of the bus drivers.
There was a standoff of sorts between Moore and Fender. Fender stated that she finally
left the township offices without performing any work.

At the board meeting on February 22, 2010, the board ordered Moore to provide Fender
with keys to the outer doors of the supervisor’s offices.

The following day, Fender was still refused entry by Moore. She was refused entry into
the supervisor’s office for purposes of using the photocopier located there. Fender
ultimately used the photocopier located in the assessor’s office. Moore and Fender later
had a confrontation over the use of a stapler that culminated in Moore pushing Fender out
of her office with the door. Physical contact occurred between the two resulting in a call
to the Huntley police department. ‘

Fender was later assigned to Moore’s office by vote of the board of trustees.” Fender was
moved into the supervisor’s office, the supervisor was moved the town clerk’s office and
all of the locks on the township offices were ordered changed.

On March 2, 2010, the board of trustees voted to move the offices of the township
administrator and township supervisor. Fender was to move into the supervisor’s office
and the supervisor was to move the town clerk’s office. The general assistance files
moved with the supervisor, The board appointed Fender to supervise the move.

On March 3, 2010, Fender and Zierk were at town hall to effectuate the move. Moore and
her assistant Jurs were also present. The information technology consultant was also
briefly present. He was unable to secure access to the dial-a-ride records. Fender was
forced to recreate the dial-a-ride bus schedule by calling known bus riders and getting
their scheduled ride information from them. From those phone calls, Fender was able to
recreate the dial-a-ride bus service schedule.

* The court restored Moore to the offices she occupied before suit was filed as a means of preserving the
status quo. Fender was working out of the conference room as a result of that order. Moore was working
from her home at the time of the entry of the preliminary injunction. It is unknown whether or not she ever
returned to the township hall to do her work.
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The locksmith was also present. He switched the tumbler from the supervisor’s office
lock and switched it over to the door for the clerk’s office.

Through it all, David Moore, Linda Moore’s husband, was at the town hall with a video
camera, videotaping the move. This antic resulted in Fender posting a sign that prohibited
videotaping on Township premises.

The information technology consultant returned on March 4, 2010 and worked on the
computers for several hours. It was then that it was discovered that all of the financial
data on the computers had been removed. Fender denied removing anything from the
township computers, but specifically denied removing a computer program titled “Virtual
General Assistance,”

Also at the March 3, 2010 board meeting, the board ordered a special audit. Fender was
appointed by the board to contact the accountant to facilitate this decision. In the
computer work on March 4, 2010, it was then discovered that all of the financial data had
been removed from the township computers.

On March 23, 2010, Fender called Forensicom to work on the computers, pursuant to a
board request. The consultant was at town hall all day. Fender denied knowing what the
result of Forensicom’s work was.

At some point, the board directed Fender to take part in an area wide transportation
initiative. As such, Fender attended county board meetings and met with other townships
- regarding transportation concerns in the county. She also participated in a job fair at the

- local library and explored joint programming options with the park district, explored the
idea of the township hosting a spelling bee and explored the development of senior
citizen programs.

As a result of these activities, Fender received a complaint that Fender was doing
Moore’s work. Fender denied that she was doing the supervisor’s work and specifically
denied doing any general assistance work.

Mail was an ongoing source of friction and controversy. Fender was opening all of the
mail received at the township offices. She acknowledged that she opened mail addressed
to the township supervisor. When Fender was employed, mail was received in a mail box
outside of the township hall. Later, because of the controversy over the opening of mail,
the mail was routed to a post office box, where apparently Moore retrieves it. Fender has
not handled the mail since March 2010,

At one point, Moore discharged Fender from her employment with the township. She
remains working there because the discharge was not confirmed by the township board.

Fender described her relationship with Moore as contentious, disruptive, confrontational,
argumentative and harassing,.
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Robert LaPorta _
Robert LaPorta testified that he has been a Grafton Township Trustee for six years.

 LaPorta testified that his first meeting with Linda Moore was at the township hall shortly
after she had been elected but before she was sworn in. He was in Supervisor John
Rossi’s office at the time.

Moore gave LaPorta an envelope that had his name on it. He read the letter but did not
have the answer to the question that Moore raised about the letter, The letter pertained to
the costs related to the construction of the new township hall, which had been thwarted.
LaPorta gave the envelope to John Rossi believing that Rossi would be the one to have
the answer to Moore’s concerns. Moore became irate at the suggestion. The meeting
deteriorated and Rossi ended the meeting, saying that meeting further was futile.

After Moore took office, the doors at the town hall were locked and the glass in the doors
was papered over. A door bell was installed. This represented a marked change from the
way the open-door policy at township offices under the Rossi regime. According to
LaPorta, the issue of the how open township offices should be came up at a trustees’

- meeting but there was no face-to-face meeting with Moore on the subject,

LaPorta objected to Moore’s handling of the township bus service. He disagreed with the
conclusions that Moore reached about bus usage in a memo that she circulated to bus
users.

LaPorta identified a group exhibit containing letters and e-mails pertaining to the creation
and posting of board meeting agendas (Defendant’s Exhibit No 15), The exchange started
because LaPorta objected to Moore’s handling of board agendas.

At LaPorta’s request, attorney Keri Krafthefer of Ancel Glink sent a letter to Moore
requesting that certain items be placed on the board agenda for the next meeting. The
letter was prompted by an e-mail from LaPorta to both Moore and Krafthefer making the
same request. The November 12, 209 agenda prepared by Moore had none of the items
LaPorta requested on it Evidence is lacking on what, if anything, transpired on
November 12, 2009,

E-mails were then exchanged in which the board threatened to boycott a November 16,
2009 meeting that had been scheduled by Moore. Instead, the board planned to meet on
November 18, 2009. Moore countered with a threat to hold a special meeting on the same
night at a different location after the board earlier special meeting. This also happened in
December 2009. Krafthefer’s e-mails to the township clerk contained instructions to
leave any agenda postings by Moore alone.

In addition to the Moore’s handling of board agendas, LaPorta objected to her
management of the meetings. He complained that Moore inserted a public comment
period after each agenda item that unduly lengthened the meetings. As a result, Moore
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seemed to him the favor certain poiuts of view, giving them time to be aired. It wasas a
- result of this that the board passed its own meeting rules.

In February 2010, there was a question regarding the proper accounting for $40,000.00 in
legal fees. Moore slotted in the township general fund, LaPorta wanted them charged
against the capitol improvement fund because the fees were related to the proposed
construction of a new township building. Moore had been requested to move the item at
one meeting. By the February 22, 2010 meeting the adjustment had not been made.
LaPorta asserted that the township’s auditors had approved the charge against the capital
* improvement fund. He was upset with Moore that the requested change had not been
- made.

LaPorta also criticized Moore over a draft audit. The previous administration had
employed Brown & co as auditors. Moore did not wish to retain Brown & Co for the
2008- 2009 audit. Eder, Casella & Co was ultimately selected. The board had asked for
interim reports on the status of the audit.

1t was during this time that Township Clerk Frigo resigned.

;" At a March 2, 2010 meeting of the board, previous questions asked of Moore regarding
* township finances went unanswered. It was at this meeting that a motion was made and
passed for the performance of a special audit of township accounts. The audit was not
done because it was determined that the financial records had been erased from the
township computers.

In response to this discovery, LaPorta and trustee Zirk retained Forensicom to perform an
investigation of township computers (Defendant’s Exhibit No 25). The inspection has
- been done, but the final report has not been delivered. The bill has not been paid. Moore
refuses to place the bill on a warrant for approval and will not pay it.

It was at the March 2, 2010 meeting that the trustees resolved to change the location of

the supervisor’s office and move the township administrator into the supervisor’s former
office/

At the March 9, 2009 meeting, the auditor was present to discuss the audit. LaPorta
complained that the board did not have copies of the audit. Moore did have a copy of the
audit, as, he contended, did several members of the audience. The draft of the audit was
delivered to the trustees after the meeting,.

LaPorta stated he favored the creation of the position of township administrator and the
hiring of Pam Fender in order to smooth over the operations of the township and in the

hope to speed up the presentation and payment of township bills. His hope was to make
township operations “...nice....”

Yaniv Schiff
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Yaniv Schiff testified that he is a senior forensic examiner for Forensicom, Inc. He has
been certified in this position by an industry trade association. Schiff identified a printout
of a computer scan he performed on March 5, 2010 (Defendants’ Exhibit No. 87) at
Grafton township hall. He stated that the exhibit was a valid forensic of the Grafton
Township computer and is an exact copy of the hard drive of the computer on the date the
scan was done.

Based on what the scan showed, Schiff concluded that eraser software had been manually
installed on the computer. This program completely and permanently deleted all
information and data that was stored on the computer. He stated that this is the type of
software used to securely clean a hard drive. There was no further examination of the
computer because of non-payment of Forensicom’s invoices by the township.

Schiff identified a transfer form (Defendants’ Exhibit No. 88) which showed that, upon
an examination of the computer hard drive that all of the Quick Books information had
been moved to another location. Initially, all information had been moved in the
computer’s recycle bin for deletion. Then, on February 9, 201 two external hard drives or
“flash drives” were attached to the computer and all of the information was transferred
“from the hard drive to the flash drive .

Schiff’s and Forensicom’s examination did not go further because non-payment of
invoices led to a stoppage of work.

Dina Frigo

Dina Frigo testified that she was the Grafton township Clerk from 2005-2010. She was
elected to 2 first term in 2005 and re-elected to a second term in 2009. She resigned her
position in February 2010,

Frigo stated that she was the official record keeper for the township and as such kept all
of the Grafton Township records in her office. Her office doors were usually kept locked.
Frigo was usually in her office only on Tuesdays, but stated she was available on an “as-
needed” basis.

Frigo identified that she usually occupied office number 2, as shown on Defendants’ floor
plan of the township offices. The lock to Frigo’s office was changed without her
knowledge or consent. She later received a key to the new lock.

Frigo stated that she usually kept township records under lock and key for security
purposes. She testified to a couple of occasions when she came to her office to find a box
of financial records stuffed with copies of old board minutes. The box was placed in a
corner of her office. She also found minute book binders located in an unlocked file
cabinet. On another occasion, Frigo came to her office to find that a broken Xerox
machine had been moved into it. All of this occurred notwithstanding the fact that Frigo
usually kept her office locked. There was no evidence of who had committed these acts.

19
_GCooosg,



Frigo complained of her relationship with Moore while she was the township clerk. Frigo
stated that Moore’s interference with incoming mail prevented Frigo from getting
necessary archiving information from the State of Illinois Archiving Department in a
timely fashion. She also complained that Moore’s interference with the mail diverted
FOIA requests past the due date for the production of the documents.

Frigo stated that a meeting’s notice and the correction notice that were published over her
name as Township Clerk had not been prepared by her. They had been prepared by
Moore (Defendant’s Exhibit No 48). Frigo also identified competing meeting notices for
a September 3, 2009 meeting. One notice had been prepared by her (Defendant's Exhibit
No 54). The other was prepared by Moore (Defendant’s Exhibit No 55).

In addition to competition over who had authority to publish notice of the trustees
meetings, Frigo complained that Moore tried to correct drafts of the minutes of the
meetings of the board and accused her of violating the Freedom of Information Act.

Frigo stated that she resigned her position as Grafton Township Clerk because of frequent
stress caused by and harassment from Linda Moore. She could give no concrete examples
of either claim and, on cross examination, admitted that her resignation may have been
prompted by securing full-time employment.

Mary Ford
Mary Ford testified that she is the current Township Clerk of Grafton Township. Ford

identified two sets of minutes dealing with the question of the question of the post of
township administrator. The minutes of the budget meeting of the board of trustees of
February 22, 2010 were identified (Defendants’ Exhibit No. 3). Also identified were the
minutes of a special meeting held on the same date (Defendants’ Exhibit No.4). The
minutes disclose that, despite Moore’s suggestion of a meeting between the attorneys for
the board and Moore’s attorney to discuss the creation of the township administrator’s
position, the board passed the motion creating the position.

Betty Zirk

Betty Zirk testified that she has been a Grafton township trustee for twelve years. Zirk
spent a good deal of her time on the witness stand describing the differences between the
regime of Supervisor Moore and the regimes of prior Supervisors Rossi and Ruth. It is
not repeated here because the history of Grafton Township is unnecessary to the
resolution of the current disputes between the Supervisor and the Trustees. It should
suffice to say that they are different.

Zirk’s first disagreement with Moore stemmed from Moore’s policy of closing and
locking the supervisor’s door. Zirk favored an open-door policy, employed by prior
supervisors.

Zirk also complained about the handling of incoming mail by Moore. On one occasion,
Moore simply inquired about who the sender of a letter was without disclosing the
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contents of the correspondence. A letter had been received at the town hall from attorney
Steven Greeley of the law firm of Franks, McKenna & Gerkin. The letter was not shared
with the trustees. On another occasion, a letter from the law firm of Roth & Melei was
delayed for two weeks. Zirk found both of these events unsatisfactory.

Zirk also claimed that Moore withheld bills from the board of trustees. Zirk gave no
examples of the bills that Moore deliberately withheld from the board..

Zirk also complained that Moore simply placed items on the board agenda for discussion
when the items should have been on the agenda for not only discussion but also for
action, passage or consideration, not just discussion.

Zirk also complained that Moore raised the bus fares from $1.00 to $3.00. She indicated
that the $1.00 fare was the result of an agreement with the Village of Huntley that
extended bus service into the village and Rutland Township. Since the raise in fares, Zirk
contends that bus ridership has declined.

Access to the township financial records is a major source of controversy for Zirk. She
complains that none of the trustees have access to the township’s financial records. She
believes the read-only computer financial records are possible. Zirk denied any recall of
an audit deficiency of $380,000.00.

Zirk was a supporter of the construction of a new township hall. Moore’s lawsuit against
the trustees nullified the project. At the last meeting of the trustees, the item regarding the
construction of a new town hall was simply removed from the agenda without a vote.

The township is indebted to the township road district for $700,000.00 for the new town
hall building. The township road district purchased the land for the construction of the
new town hall.

The township expended $88,000.00 in attorneys’ fees defending the new town hall
project in court. Half of that amount was spent on trial court proceedings. The other half
was expended in prosecuting the appeal [Ziller v Rossi, 395 Ill.App.3d [130, 916 N.E.2d
110, 33 Nl. Dec. (2d. Dist., 2009)]. ‘

The current township levy is $1,000,000.00. Official salaries account for approximately
$100,000.00. The township assessor has requested a budget of $500,000.00. Attorneys’
fees for the first quarter of this fiscal year were estimated by Zirk to be $75,000.00. It was
her expectation that the budget will be in the red.

Zirk identified the bill of Forensicom Inc. (Defendant's Exhibit No. 18 — withdrawn) in
the sum of $15,000.00. Forensicom was apparently hired by trustees Zirk and LaPorta. It
was unclear from Zirk’s testimony whether the hiring of Forensicom ever was approved
by the board of trustees,
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Zirk confirmed that she voted to abandon Robert’s Rules of Order for the meetings of the
board of trustees and substitute the boards own rules of procedure. She also voted with
the majority of the board to remove Moore from her original office at the town hall,
contending that this decision was a “policy” decision of the board of trustees.

Keri Krafthefer

Keri Krafthefer testified that she is an attorney and a partner in the Ancel Glink law firm.
She has been a licensed attorney for 22 years. She is Township attorney for
approximately 25 — 30 different townships.

After Moore was sworn in as township supervisor, Krafthefer stated that she began
getting multiple e-mails per day from the township requesting attorney services on a
variety of matters. She was asked by trustees to prepare trustees meeting agendas,
assemble board packets for the board meetings and implement board actions. Based upon
these demands for service, it was Krafthefer’s recommendation that the board provide for
a township administrator, She stated that many of the townships she represents have
township administrators.

Krafthefer stated that it was her opinion that the township should not attempt to build a
new town hall because the township had not adequately followed prescribed legal
procedures.

As aresult of her decision, Ancel Glink was removed as township attorneys. Later, after

James Kelly was removed as Township Attorney, Scott Puma of Ancel Glink was hired

as township attorney. After a time, Krafthefer was the attorney actually representing the

township. She attended the board of trustees meetings and directly responded to questions

directed to the attorneys on behalf of the township. Moore has unsuccessfully attempted

to fire Ancel Glink as the current township attorney and replace them with attorney John
Nelson.

- John Heisler

John Heisler, the Nunda Township Supervisor, was called as a rebuttal witness by Moore.
Heisler testified to the ordinary and usual way in which Nunda Township operates.
Department heads submit the bills that they receive to him with approval for payment. He
prepares vouchers for the bills, which are then inspected by the trustees three to four days
prior to the regular meeting at the township hall. The vouchers are then approved at the
board’s meeting.

- As Supervisor, Heisler considers himself responsible for the presentation of the
township’s budget and tax levy ordinance

Heisler testified that on one occasion he discharged he township attorney. He simply
asked for the attorney’s resignation. He did not seek approval, confirmation or ratification
of his action from his board of trustees.
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It was Heisler’s opinion that the board does not have the authority to hire lawyers or
accountants. That is the responsibility of the supervisor.

Heisler is the President of the McHenry County Township Supervisors Association. He
has occupied this post for four years. He is familiar with the operations of the townships
that are members of the association. It was Heisler’s opinion that the way Nunda
Township operates is the norm for townships in McHenry County. Most regular township
meetings are less than an hour long. None of the townships in McHenry County employ a
township administrator.

ISSUES Both the plaintiff and the defendant have filed complaints
against one another claiming infringement of rights by the other and the existence of a
justiciable controversy and asking for a declaration of rights with a concomitant
injunctions enforcing those rights.

Plaintiff’s two-count complaint requests:

1.) the issuance of a declaratory judgment stating that she is the duly elected chief
executive office, chief financial officer and administrator in charge of any and all of the
- day to day operation of Grafton Township as well as all of her duties outlined in the
statutes of the State of Illinois and inferences of authority drawn therefrom,;

2.) for a mandatory injunction prohibiting the defendants from interfering attempting to
interfere or conspiring to interfere with her operation of the office of Supervisor of
Grafton Township;

3.) for an order restoring her to all of the computers, software, telephone lines, offices
and supervision of township and mail delivery;

4.) for an order from the court directing the defendants to treat her in a civil manner,
refrain from and avoid calling her incompetent and requiring that she be addressed with
respect and in a normal tone of voice;

5.) that plaintiff’s firing of Pam Fender and Ancel Glink be confirmed by the court;

6.) in addition, in the brief filed at the conclusion of the testimony in the case, Moore
requests she be given the right to make the agenda and set deadlines for the making of the
agenda for board meetings;

- 7.) that she has the right to hire and fire all township employees;

8.) that she is the only authorized official with the power to contract on behalf of the
township;
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9.) that bills incurred individually by certain trustees be declared the responsibility of the
individuals who made the contract and that those bills are not obligations of the township
(specifically referring to the bills for locksmith services and computer services).

The defendants Grafton Township and the individual trustees filed a counterclaim
requesting and injunction and declaratory relief against Linda Moore. With that
complaint the defendants also filed a petition for preliminary injunction and an amended
petition for preliminary injunction that was taken with the case. The defendants
requested:

1.) an order of mandamus compelling the return of all of the township’s computer disc
drives;

2.) an order allowing the trustees access to township information as necessary to perform
their duties; '

- 3.) an order enjoining Moore from the destruction, removal, defacement, alteration
removal or concealment of public records or property;

| 4.) for a finding that Moore willfully caused the destruction, removal, defacement,
alteration removal or concealment of public records or property;

5.) for an injunction requiring Moore to timely present and pay audited accounts; or,
6.) in the alternative, give the trustees the authority to do so;

7.) for an order prohibiting Moore from personally retaining possession of township
records;

8.) for an order compelling Moore to comply with the board’s rules;

9.) for an order prohibiting Moore from exercising or attempting to exercise exclusive
possession or control of township offices, supplies or telephones or to move or relocate
the township hall or offices without approval of the board of trustees; and,

10.) for an order enjoining her from hiring any non-general assistance employees of the
township without approval of the township board.

LAW A preliminary injunction acts to preserve the status quo
pending a decision on the merits [Callis, Papa, Jackstad:t & Halloran, P.C. v. Norfolk &
Western Ry. Co., 195 Il1.2d 356, 365, 254 Ill. Dec. 707, 748 N.E.2d 153 (2001)]. To
obtain a preliminary injunction, the movant must establish: (1) a clear right or interest
that needs protection; (2) no adequate remedy at law; (3) that irreparable harm will result
without the injunction; and (4) a reasonable likelihood of success on the merits [ Callis,
Papa, Jackstadt & Halloran, P.C. v. Norfolk & Western Ry. Co.195 Il 2d at 365-66, 254
lll.Dec. 707, 748 N.E.2d 153). The trial court must also consider whether the balance of
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hardships to the parties supports granting the injunction [Bollweg v. Richard Marker
Associates, Inc., 353 Ill.App.3d 560, 572, 288 1ll. Dec. 938, 818 N.E.2d 873 (2004)]. The
party seeking injunctive relief does not carry the same burden of proof that is required to
prevail on the ultimate issue [Bollweg v Richard Marker Associates, Inc. 353 Ill. App.3d
at 572, 288 Ill. Dec. 938, 8§18 N.E.2d 873]. Instead, the movant must make a prima facie
showing that there is a fair question about the existence of the claimed right and that the
circumstances lead to a reasonable belief that the movant will be entitled to the relief
sought [Bollweg v Richard Marker Associates, Inc.353 lll. App.3d at 572, 288 1ll. Dec.
938, 818 N.E.2d 873].

At issue in the case are interpretations of various statutes pertaining to township
government, Principle among them are the following:

§ 70-15. Chief executive officer; fiscal duties; penalty for neglect.
(a) The supervisor is the chief executive officer of the township.

(b) The supervisor shall receive and pay out all moneys raised in the township for
defraying township charges, except those raised for the support of highways and bridges,
and for township library purposes.

(c) The supervisor shall, within 30 days before the annual township meeting, prepare and
file with the township clerk a full statement of the financial affairs of the township,
showing (i) the balance (if any) received by the supervisor from his or her predecessor in
office or from any other source; (ii) the amount of tax levied the preceding year for the
payment of township indebtedness and charges; (iii) the amount collected and paid over
to the supervisor as supervisor; (iv) the amount paid out by the supervisor and on what
account, including any amount paid out on township indebtedness, specifying the nature
and amount of the township indebtedness, the amount paid on the indebtedness, the
amount paid on principal, and the amount paid on interest account; and (v) the amount
and kind of all outstanding indebtedness due and unpaid, the amount and kind of
indebtedness not yet due, and when the indebtedness not yet due will mature. The
township clerk shall record the statement in the record book of the township as soon as it
is filed and shall post a copy of the statement at the place of holding the annual township
meeting 2 days before the meeting is held. The clerk shall also read aloud the statement
to the electors at the annual township meeting.

(d) Any supervisor or township clerk who wilfully neglects to comply with this Section
shall forfeit and pay to the township the sum of not less than $50 nor more than $200.
The amount forfeited shall be sued for and recovered by the township in its corporate
name and shall be appropriated to repairs of highways and bridges in the township.

§ 70-37. Township attorney. The supervisor, with the advice and consent of the
township board, may appoint a township attorney. The township attorney's compensation
shall be fixed as provided in Section 100-5.
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§ 85-10. Township corporate powers.

(a) Every township has the corporate capacity to exercise the powers granted to it, or
necessarily implied, and no others. Every township has the powers specified in this
Section.

(b) A township may sue and be sued.

(c) A township may acquire (by purchase, gift, or legacy) and hold property, both real
and personal, for the use of its inhabitants and may sell and convey that property. A
township may purchase any real estate or personal property for public purposes under
contracts providing for payment in installments over a period of time of not more than 20
years in the case of real estate and not more than 10 years in the case of personal
property. A township may finance the purchase of any real estate or personal property for
public purpose under finance contracts providing for payment in installments over a
period of time of not more than 20 years in the case of real estate and not more than 10
years in the case of personal property. A township may construct a township hall under
contracts providing for payment over a period of time of not more than 10 years. The

interest on the unpaid balance shall not exceed that permitted in the Bond Authorization
Act.

(d) A township may make all contracts necessary in the exercise of the township's
powers.

(e) A township may expend or contract for the expenditure of any federal funds made
available to the township by law for any purpose for which taxes imposed upon township
- property or property within the township may be expended. ’

(f) A township may acquire (singly or jointly with a municipality or municipalities) land
or any interest in land located within its township limits. The township may acquire the
land or interest by gift, purchase, or otherwise, but not by condemnation. A township may
(singly or jointly) improve or arrange for the improvement of the land for industrial or
commercial purposes and may donate and convey the land or interest in land so acquired
and so improved to the Illinois Finance Authority.

(g) (Blank)

(b) It is the policy of this State that all powers granted either expressly or by necessary
implication by this Code, any other Illinois statute, or the Illinois Constitution to
townships may be exercised by those townships notwithstanding effects on competition.
- It is the intention of the General Assembly that the “State action exemption” to the
application of federal antitrust statutes be fully available to townships to the extent their
activities are authorized by law as stated in this Code.
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(i) A township may receive funds under the federal Housing and Community
Development Act of 1974 and may expend or contract for the expenditure of those funds
and other township funds for the activities specified in Section 105 of that Act. The
powers granted under this subsection (i) are in addition to powers otherwise possessed by
a township and shall not be construed as a limitation of those other powers.

() A township may establish reasonable fees for recreation and instructional programs
sponsored by the township.

§ 85-30. Purchases; bids. Any purchase by a township for services, materials,
equipment, or supplies in excess of $20,000 (other than professional services) shall be
contracted for in one of the following ways:

(1) By a contract let to the lowest responsible bidder after advertising for bids at least
once (i) in a newspaper published within the township, or (if) if no newspaper is
published within the township, then in one published within the county, or (iii) if no
newspaper is published within the county, then in a newspaper having general circulation
within the township.

(2) By a contract let without advertising for bids in the case of an emergency if
authorized by the township board.

This Section does not apply to contracts by a township with the federal government.

§ 100-5. Township attorney and other employees; compensation.

(a) The township board may employ and fix the compensation of township employees
that the board deems necessary, excluding the employees of the offices of supervisor of
general assistance, township collector, and township assessor. The township board shall
fix the compensation of a township attorney appointed by the township supervisor under
Section 70-37. The township attorney shall not be considered a township employee for
purposes of the first sentence of this subsection.

(b) The board shall set and adopt rules concerning all benefits available to employees of
the board if the board employs 5 or more employees. The rules shall include, without
limitation, the following benefits to the extent they are applicable: insurance coverage,
compensation, overtime pay, compensatory time off, holidays, vacations, sick leave, and
maternity leave. The rules shall be adopted and filed with the township clerk within 6
months after July 1, 1992. Amendments to the rules shall be filed with the township clerk
on or before their effective date.

() Unless otherwise provided and if approved by the highway commissioner, the
township board of trustees may employ and fix the compensation of a separate township
attorney who shall represent the highway commissioner. Such compensation shall be paid
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out of the township road fund.

ANALYSIS That there is an all-out, political and personal war between
the Township Supervisor and the Board of Trustees of Grafton Township is readily
apparent from the evidence. Not only do these parties intensely dislike one another, but
both sides of this controversy seem dedicated to all out conflict, all of the time, regardless
of its effect on township government or its programs. Nothing else can explain this
lawsuit of cross complaints for mandatory and prohibitory injunctions and declaratory
judgments to define, construe or restrain conduct that rational and reasonable adults
should otherwise be able to regulate without judicial intervention,

At the outset, I must comment on the evidence produced over the five days of these
proceedings. There was voluminous evidence of cancelled gasoline credit cards
belonging to a department of the township, the failure to halt direct deposit of employees’
paychecks, Moore’s attempts to put the meetings of the township board on the internet
via the assessor’s website and the Illinois Township Officials Association, misdirected
mail, the changes in the bus schedule (labeled as a .. .complete failure...” by a single
resident), the complete history of the Grafton Township Food Pantry, the history of the
terms of Supervisors Ruth and Rossi and an evidentiary comparison of the workings of
Nunda Township with Grafton Township.

None of this has any relevance to these proceedings. It may be interesting, even
entertaining for some, but on the whole it is immaterial and irrelevant. It is certainly no
evidence of any right, the infringement of or damage to any right or irreparable harm. It is
nothing more than evidence of simple mistakes, poor judgment and a past that is over and
not about to return any time soon. As such, none of this has any relevance to nor does it
contribute to any decision that I must make regarding the state of affairs in Grafton
‘Township. -

At the heart of these proceedings is the toxic relationship between the township board and
the supervisor. But for the need to declare the rights and duties of each to the other in
certain specific areas, there would be no need for judicial intervention in the business of
Grafton Township. For the most part, the deleterious relationship between the board and
supervisor does not infringe upon, affect or injure any right. Any ruling I make can affect
some aspects of the relationship but not all of them. I cannot judicially regulate impolite,
abusive, or course discourse between parties. [t may be rude and hurtful, but the harm is
not irrevocable and no one has the “right” to compel others to be polite. Someone far
wiser than I once said, when commenting on the First Amendment, “Tt takes a thick skin
to be an American citizen.” Additionally, politics has always been a rough and tumble
pursuit. Apparently in Grafton Township, it has been elevated to the level of a blood
sport.

That being said, there is nothing this court can do to compel these parties to be

“...nice...” to one another, as was requested in one of the prayers for relief, The only
thing I can offer is the advice of the late President Harry Truman who said, “If you can’t
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stand the heat, get out of the kitchen.” Beyond that there is little I can do to remedy the
situation in which the supervisor and the board have embroiled themselves. To the extent
that the court must rule on the relationship, the supervisor/board relationship will be
addressed first generally and then specifically,

The Township Supervisor, in addition to being the chief executive office of the township
[60 ILCS 1/70-15], is also a member of the township board. The township board consists
of four trustees and the supervisor [60 ILCS 1/60-5]. As such, the township supervisor
serves a chair of the township meetings.

It is, however, the township board of trustees as a whole that controls the times, and
presumably the places, of its meetings [60 JLCS 1/80-10]. Thus, when the township board
sets a place and time for its regular meetings, any notice of any meeting, regular or
special, must, except in cases of a true emergency, be for the established time and at the
designated place. Any notice to the contrary by anyone calling a special meeting is
flawed. Thus, the practice of Moore in calling any special meeting of the board at a place
or time other than that set by resolution of the board must stop. Moore does not have the
right or authority to overrule the established order of the board regarding the times and

. places of its meetings.

If, as has been the case in the past, the supervisor and the board post conflicting notices
of meeting, neither one will cancel out the other. A notice of meeting published over
either the authority of the board or supervisor, that otherwise complies with the time and
place of the meeting requirements, is a valid notice. The practice of taking down the
notice of one or the other of these parties must stop. The notices are valid and, if posted
in compliance with the Open Meetings Act, must be allowed to stand. If two notices are
posted for the same date but different times, one by the supervisor and one by the board,
two meetings must be held, since both two trustees or the supervisor have the right to call
special meetings of the trustees.

Another source of friction between the board and the supervisor has been the making of
the agenda for the board’s meetings. The supervisor, as the chief executive officer, has
authority to call meeting of the board in his/her discretion. Implicit in the right to call
meetings and the role of the supervisor, as chief executive officer, is the authority to
make and prepare an agenda for the consideration of the board at its regular and special
meetings. The board, likewise, has the authority to determine its own agenda for its
meetings. To the extent that there remains competition and conflict between the board
and the supervisor over the making of the board’s agenda, both agendas can be created
and posted. One does not cancel the other out. In the event this continues to happen, and
there are two conflicting agendas for a board meeting, it is incumbent upon the board to
vote on the adoption of the agenda it intends to follow at the meeting as the first order of
business. Both the board’s agenda and the supervisor’s agenda should be voted on. Both
should be considered for approval and voted upon. Upon a negative majority vote, the
unapproved agenda will stand rejected.
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Moore has specifically requested that she be declared to be the only authorized official
with the power to contract on behalf of the township. That simply is not the case. The
township board has the power to expend funds and enter into contracts for goods and
services for the purposes of the township [60 ILCS 1/85-13]. Contracts for services,
materials, equipment or supplies in excess of $20,000.00 must be let by contract awarded
to the lowest responsible bidder after advertising for bids [60 ILCS 1/85-30]. But it is the
board, not the supervisor that has the power to contract. Moore, in her capacity as
supervisor, may be the authorized signatory on all contracts, with an attestation by the
Township Clerk, but that does not mean that she is the only official with the power to
contract on behalf of the township.

Moore also does not have the discretion to refuse to sign contracts with which she
personally disagrees as supervisor. The signing of a contract, duly approved by a vote of
the Township board of trustees, is a ministerial act that she must perform, regardless of
her personal beliefs on the wisdom or propriety of the contract. But the obligation to sign
all contracts on behalf of the township does not carry with it the exclusive right to be the
sole source of township contracts.

Moore’s authority to enter into contracts is limited to those necessary for the day to day,
routine running of the township offices. Major contracts are the sole province of the
township board of trustees.

Township Supervisor
The Township Code provides that the supervisor is “...the chief executive officer...” of

the township [60 ILC 1/70-15]. In order to determine the scope of this authority, reliance
must be placed on the rules of statutory construction.

The primary rule of statutory construction is to ascertain and give effect to the true intent
of the legislature. dugustus v, Estate of Somers, 278 11l.App.3d 90, 97 (1996). In
determining legislative intent, a court should consider the statutory language first, giving
the terms of the statute their ordinary meaning. MQ Construction Co. v. Intercargo
Insurance Co., 318 I1L.App.3d 673, 681 (2000). Where the language of the statute is clear,
it will be given effect without resort to other aids for construction. Augustus, 278

L App.3d at 97. Legislative intent is determined by examining the language of the

- statute, which is the most reliable indicator of the legislature's objectives in enacting a
particular law. Michigan Avenue National Bank, 191 111.2d at 504, 247 1ll.Dec. 473, 732
N.E.2d 528; see also Inre D.L., 191 Ji1.2d 1.9, 245 Ill.Dec. 256, 727 N.E.2d 990 (2000);
Nottage v. Jeka, 172 111.2d 386, 392, 217 1ll.Dec. 298, 667 N.E.2d 91 (1996). The
statutory language is to be given its plain, ordinary and popularly understood meaning
(Union Electric Co. v. Department of Revenue, 136 111.2d 385, 397, 144 [11.Dec. 769, 556
N.E.2d 236 (1990)), and the statutory language is afforded the fullest, rather than
narrowest, possible meaning to which it is susceptible (Lake County Board of Review v.
Property Tax Appeal Bogrd, 119 111.2d 419, 423, 116 Ill.Dec. 567, 519 N.E.2d 459

(1988)
Relying on these rules, the township supervisor, as the chief executive officers of the

township, has full power and authority over all of the day-to-day affairs of the township.
This includes, but is not limited to the authority to determine the organization of the
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township work force and work place, the authority to hire and discharge all personnel, set
the hours of operation, determine who sits where and in what office, whether office doors
are to be open or closed and at what times and to be the person responsible for all of the
books, records and business of the township. In this regard, the township supervisor is
much like a city manager under the managetial form of government, a strong mayor or a
village president, analogy to another statutory governmental position being a common
method of interpretation and frequently relied upon by courts Waste Management of
Hlinois, Inc. v. Illinois Pollution Control Board. 145 111.2d 345, 351, 165 1ll.Dec. 875,
585 N.E.2d 606 (1991). Any act of the board of trustees interfering with this authority is
unlawful.

Based on the foregoing, the acts of the trustees in changing the passwords and entry
codes to the township computers, designating others as the official answering the
telephones, and receiving mail delivery to the township, effectively freezing Moore out of
the office computer system and the day-to-day operation of the township, are unlawful
acts. As supervisor, Moore has the right of free and unlimited access to all township
records, the right to receive all incoming telephone calls and mail deliveries in order to
discharge her responsibility as chief executive officer. For its part, the board attempts to
defend its actions by labeling them as “Policies.” What was done here by this board to
this supervisor was not a policy but rather a deliberate usurpation of the supervisor’s
authority and a clear case of unnecessary meddling and illegal micromanaging.

The statute also provides that the supervisor has the authority to appoint a township
attorney with the “...advice and consent...” of the township board [60 ILCS 1/70-35].
The statute is silent on the supervisor’s authority in discharging the township attorney.
This distinction is important in this case because of the unusual situation regarding Ancel
Glink and their role as township attorneys.

Ancel Glink was previously the township attorneys. The firm was fired by Supervisor
John Rossi when they rendered legal advice regarding the construction of a new township
building with which the supervisor and trustees disagreed. The trustees hired another
attorney, who in turn was fired my Moore when she came into office. Thereafter, after
another lawyer was appointed and quickly resigned, Attorney Scott Puma of Ancel Glink
was appointed as the township attorney by Moore. His tenure at township meetings and
advising the township gave way to Keri Krafthefer of the same firm. Moore has
attempted to fire Ancel Glink as township attorneys, but the board insists that it has the
right to advise and consent on the discharge of the township attorney and refuses to do so
in the case of Ancel Glink.*

The only place in the Township Code where the term “...advice and consent...” is used
in reference to the supervisor’s powers is in reference to the appointment of township
attorney. The term is used nowhere else in the code. If the legislature had intended to
limit the authority of the supervisor over the township attorney and other employees by
requiring advice and consent upon firing or discharge, it would have plainly said so.
Moreover, by the very fact that the legislature mentions “...advice and consent...” only
in connection with appointment and not discharge leads one to the conclusion that it

* Ancel Glink also represents the trustees and the township in this litigation, which presents an entirely
different question than whether they have been discharged as township attorneys.
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simply did not intend to add this requirement to firing or discharge of employees or the
township attorney.

The maxim expressio unius est exclusio alterius means the expression of one thing is the
exclusion of another. [Metzger v DeRosa, 209 1ll.2d at 44, 282 Ill. Dec. 148, 805 N.E.2d
1165, quoting Black's Law Dictionary 581 (6th ed.1990)). This maxim is an aid of
statutory construction, not a rule of law, and is subordinate to the primary rule that the
legislative intent controls in interpreting a statute [n re Detention of Lieberman, 201
1l1.2d 300, 319, 267 lll. Dec. 81, 776 N.E.2d 218 (2002), Bridgestone/Firestone, 179 Ill.2d
at 153, 227 Ill. Dec. 753, 688 N.E.2d 90]. This maxim is applicable only to help ascertain
the intent of the legislature when that intent is not clear from the plain language of the
statute [Bridgesione/Firestone, 179 Ill.2d at 153, 227 lll. Dec. 753, 688 N.E.2d 90).

Plainly, the legislature intended the township board to have the right to advise and
consent to the appointment of the township attorney, but did not vest the board with
either the authority or discretion to advise and consent to the discharge of that officer
when that occurs. Applied to the current situation, this means that Ancel Glink has been
discharged as the attorneys for Grafton Township.

In addition, any rule or requirement by the board of trustees attempting to engraft the

- requirement of advice and consent upon the hiring and discharge of other employees is
likewise invalid. As the chief executive officer, the supervisor has all of the power and
authority normally accorded the chief executive of any organization, public or private.
Such a rule infringes upon the right of the supervisor to function freely as that chief
executive officer and is an illegal restraint upon the supervisor’s express and implied
statutory authority.

To be sure, the board of trustees has the authority to “...employ and fix the compensation
of township employees...” [60 ILCS 1/100-5]. Read in conjunction with the supervisor’s
right to act as the chief executive of the township, this provision means that the township
board of trustees has the authority to create the jobs within the township, define their
duties and responsibilities, fix their compensation, and determine their benefits and their

- working conditions. The actual hiring of such persons to fill those jobs is the
responsibility of the township supervisor, acting as the chief executive. It is the only way
to read both of these statutory provisions together and give full meaning both.

Which brings us to the question of Pamela Fender. Fender was hired by the board of
trustees as township administrator after they created the position. From the outset, the
relationship between Moore and Fender was contentious and bitter. Fender appears, from
the evidence in this case, to have acted as if she was Moore’s superior and may have been
encouraged to do so by the trustees. But in creating this position, the trustees lost sight of
a simple fact. Even if the creation of the township administrator was lawful, as such that
position must be subordinate and inferior to that of the township supervisor. “Chief”
executive officer means the head, leader, the principal [Merriam-Webster’s Collegiate
Dictionary, 11" edition, Merriam-Webster, Inc, Springfield, MA, USA,2003]. The Board
of trustees has no authority to create a position that is superior to that of the township
supervisor.
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As a subordinate to Moore, Fender could have been fired for simple insubordination on
more than one occasion., Having been fired by Moore, as supervisor and chief executive
officer, Fender is no longer entitled to employment in or by the township. Fender is not a
party to these proceedings and the court cannot enter any injunctive order against her.
The court is limited to the entry of orders restraining and enjoining the trustees from
employing or attempting to employ Fender further in any capacity within the township/

Township Adminijstrator

Because of the contention between the board and Moore and in an attempt to make
township operations run more smoothly, the board of trustees created the position of
Township Administrator [Plaintiff’s exhibit no. 1Defendants’ Exhibit No 30)° The
description of this position is a complete compendium of all of the rights, duties,
privileges, honors and perquisites that would normally inure to the supervisor, either as
supervisor or as chief executive officer. Regardless of any assumed benign intent
expressed in the hearing of this cause, this document completely, totally and absolutely
abrogates, usurps, confiscates and nullifies the position of township supervisor and
transfers those duties and privileges to an appointed employee, In effect, it does two
things; 1.) marginalizes the position of supervisor and creates a position superior to that
of the supervisor, and 2.) effectively nullifies the election of Moore as supervisor. As
such, this is an illegal exercise of legislative power and it is null and void ab initio.

Township records

There was evidence at the hearing of an attempt by the trustees to lock Moore out of the
office computers. There was also evidence that all of the financial records of the
township were copied to a disc drive and the in-office records erased. This occurred in
context of Moore moving the operations of the supervisor from the township hall to her
home. There was also considerable evidence of discord between Moore and the trustees
over their access to the financial information of the township.

There is one simple rule by which the parties must both abide: All township business
must occur in the township hall. This means that all of the books, records and other
information of, relating to or pertaining to the business of Grafton Township must be
maintained in the town hall. This means that Moore must restore all of the financial
information that she maintains under her direction and control to the town hall without
delay.

Additionally, the trustees may not enact or create any barrier or impediment to Moore’s
access to any township information. By the same measure, Moore may not bar or impede
reasonable access of the trustees to the financial information of the township.

Access to the financial information of the township has been a primary source of
contention between the parties. There does not appear to be any evidentiary measure of
agreement on whether the Quick Books records of the township financial records is
capable of being created in a “Read Only” format. If that can be done, it must be done

? This exhibit appears in full on pages 4-8 of this opinion.
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without delay. If it cannot be done within that software program, Moore is obhgated to
find a software program that with that capability.

Attorneys Fees
Counsel for both parties is entitled to be paid from the funds of the township upon a bill
or warrant submitted to the township in the ordinary course,

Ancel Glink occupies a unique position in this case. They have been discharged as the
township attorneys. However, they appear in this case, in effect, as special counsel to the
trustees in their official capacity and for the township in reference to this litigation only.
As such, they are entitled to be compensated from township funds because their
representation bears entirely on the duties of the trustees as trustees and not as
individuals.

Likewise, Attorney Nelson is entitled to be compensated from township funds for the
services he has rendered on behalf of Linda Moore. His representation of Moore
pertained only to her duties and responsibilities as supervisor of Grafton Township and
not individually. As such, those services relate only to Moore’s official capacity and are
payable from township funds upon the rendition of a statement or bill.

/

FINDINGS Based upon the foregoing, I find the following:

1.) That a justiciable controversy exists between Linda Moore and the Township
Trustees of Grafton over the creation of the position of Township Administrator,
the hiring of Pamela Fender as the Township Administrator and the delegation by
the trustees of the duties of the Township Supervisor to the Township
Administrator.

2.) Plaintiff Linda Moore is likely to prevail on the merits of her complaint against
the trustees of Grafton Township regarding the creation of the post of township
administrator and the appointment and employment of Pamela Fender as
Township Administrator.

3.) That a justiciable controversy exists between Plaintiff Linda Moore and the
Defendants Betty Zirk, Gerald McMahon, Rob LaPorta, Barbara Murphy, in their
official capacities as trustees of Grafton Township over the duties, powers,
authority and discretion of Linda Moore as Township Supervisor and the de facto
and de jure chief executive officer of Grafton Township in the hiring and firing of
all township employees, the discharge of the township attorneys, the calling of
meetings, posting of notices for regular and special meetings, the creation of
agendas for meetings, the power to contract for township expenses and her
authority to control the day-to-day operations of the township.

4.) Plaintiff Linda Moore is likely to prevail on the merits of her complaint against
the Defendants Betty Zirk, Gerald McMahon, Rob LaPorta, Barbara Murphy, in
their official capacities as trustees of Grafton Township over the duties, powers,
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anthority and discretion of Linda Moore as Township Supervisor and the de facto
and de jure chief executive officer of Grafton Township in the hiring and firing of
all township employees, the discharge of the township attorneys, the calling of
meetings, posting of notices for regular and special meetings, the creation of
agendas for meetings and the power to contract for township expenses and her
authority to control the day-to-day operations of the township.

5.) There is a justiciable controversy between the Counter Plaintiffs Betty Zirk,
Gerald McMahon, Rob LaPorta, Barbara Murphy, in their official capacities as
trustees of Grafton Township and the Counter Defendant Linda Moore over the
removal of computer records from township offices, the presentment of bills and
debts of the township to the trustees for action and access to township financial
records and information.

6.) The Counter Plaintiffs Betty Zirk, Gerald McMahon, Rob LaPorta, Barbara
Murphy, in their official capacities as trustees of Grafton Township are likely to
succeed on their counterclaim agsintst the Counter Defendant Linda Moore over
the removal of computer records from township offices, the presentment of bills
and debts of the township to the trustees for action and access to township
financial records and information.

7.) That there is no adequate remedy at law and the harm to the plaintiff and counter
defendants is irreparable without an injunction.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED as follows:

A.) Defendants Betty Zirk, Gerald McMahon, Rob LaPorta, Barbara Murphy, in their
official capacities as trustees of Grafton Township and Grafton Township be and
they are hereby restrained and enjoined from the following actions until further
order of this court:

a. From implementing or attempting to implement the position of township
Administrator, as the same is described in Plaintiff’s Exhibit no. 1,
Defendants’ Exhibit No 30;

b. From employing or attempting to employ Pamela Fender in the position of
Township Administrator;

¢. From employing or attempting to employ Pamela Fender in any capacity
with the township;

d. From employing or attempting to employ attorneys Ancel, Glink,
Diamond, Bush, and DiCianni & Krafthefer as township attorneys;

e. From requiring or attempting to require that the Township Supervisor
secure the advice and consent or approval of the board of trustees before

35
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Distribution:

John M. Nelson Thomas DiCianni
1318 East State Street Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, and DiCianni & Krafthefer
Rockford, Illinois 61104 140 South Dearborn Street, 6" Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60603
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT,
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS

&
LINDA L. MOORE in her official capacity ) Y6 g @
as GRAFTON TOWNSHIP ) Ok 7
SUPERVISOR ) -~ 0 29
)
\ ) 10CH684

)

)
GRAFTON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF )
TRUSTEES, BETTY ZIRK, GERALD )
McMAHON, ROB LaPORTA, BARBARA )
MURPHY, in their official capacity, and )
KERI-LYN KRAFTHEFER, of ANCEL, )
GLINK, DIAMOND, BUSH, DiCIANNI & )
KRAFTHEFER, in her official capacity as )
acting Grafton Township Attorney and )
GRAFTON TOWNSHIP )

SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

The court previously filed its memorandum opinion and order in the above entitled cause. In that
order the court entered the following temporary restraining order:

C.) Defendants Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, and DiCianni & Krafthefer are hereby
restrained and enjoined from acting or attempting to act as the township attorneys until
further order of this court. Noting contained in this preliminary injunction order shall be
construed or interpreted to limit the authority of said attorneys to continue their
representation of the trustees of Grafton Township in this litigation only.

At the last status date, it was suggested to the court that the above order restraining the law firm
of Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, and DiCianni & Krafthefer was inappropriate because the law
firm was not a party to the suit. Upon examination of the pleadings and the service of summons
the court has determined that only Keri-Lyn Krafthefer is a party to this suit and that the law firm

is not a party.

Accordingly, the temporary restraining order is hereby ordered to read as follows:

C.) Defendant Keri-Lyn Krafthefer is hereby restrained and enjoined from acting or
attempting to act as the township attorney until further order of this court. Nothing

_Gobo3e2n
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contained in this preliminary injunction order shall be construed or interpreted to limit the

authority of said attorney to continue her representation of the trustees of Grafton
Township in this litigation only,

D.) The Board of Trustees of Grafton Township are hereby restrained and enjoined from

employing or attempting employ any attorney or firm of attorneys to act as township
attorneys who have not previously been appointed by the Township Supervisor.

>y
Dated: December 10, 2010 EIW%Z/ @@M%

JUDGE
Distribution:
John M. Nelson Thomas DiCianni
1318 East State Street Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, and DiCianni & Krafthefer

Rockford, Illinois 61104 140 South Dearborn Street, 6™ Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60603
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lllinois Compiled Statutes

Information maintained by the Legislative Reference Bureau

Updating the database of the lllinois Compiled Statutes (ILCS) is an ongoing process. Recent laws
may not yet be included in the ILCS database, but they are found on this site as Public Acts soon
after they become law. For information concerning the relationship between statutes and Public
Acts, refer to the Guide.

Because the statute database is maintained primarily for legislative drafting purposes, statutory
changes are sometimes included in the statute database before they take effect. If the source note
at the end of a Section of the statutes includes a Public Act that has not yet taken effect, the version
of the law that is currently in effect may have already been removed from the database and you
should refer to that Public Act to see the changes made to the current law.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
(50 ILCS 505/) Local Government Prompt Payment Act.

(50 ILCS 505/1) (from Ch. 85, par. 5601)

Sec. 1. This Act shall be known and may be cited as the
"Local Government Prompt Payment Act".
(Source: P.A. 84-731.)

(50 ILCS 505/2) (from Ch. 85, par. 5602)

Sec. 2. This Act shall apply to every county, township,
municipality, municipal corporation, school district, school
board, forest preserve district, park district, fire
protection district, sanitary district and all other local
governmental units. It shall not apply to the State or any
office, officer, department, division, bureau, board,
commission, university or similar agency of the State, except
as provided in Section 7.

(Source: P.A. 85-1159.)

(50 ILCS 505/3) (from Ch. 85, par. 5603)

Sec. 3. The appropriate local governmental official or
agency receiving goods or services must approve or disapprove
a bill from a vendor or contractor for goods or services
furnished the local governmental agency within 30 days after
the receipt of such bill or within 30 days after the date on
which the goods or services were received, whichever is later.
If one or more items on a construction related bill or invoice
are disapproved, but not the entire bill or invoice, then the
portion that is not disapproved shall be paid. When safety or
gquality assurance testing of goods by the local governmental
agency 1is necessary before the approval or disapproval of a
bill and such testing cannot be completed within 30 days after
receipt of the goods, approval or disapproval of the bill must
be made immediately upon completion of the testing or within
60 days after receipt of the goods, whichever occurs first.
Written notice shall be mailed to the vendor or contractor
immediately if a bill is disapproved.

(Source: P.A. 94-972, eff, 7-1-07.)

(50 ILCS 505/4) (from Ch. 85, par. 5604)
Sec. 4. Any bill approved for payment pursuant to Section

http://www.ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs3.asp?ActID=725& ChapterID=11 10/9/2013
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3 shall be paid within 30 days after the date of approval. If
payment 1s not made within such 30 day period, an interest
penalty of 1% of any amount approved and unpaid shall be added
for each month or fraction thereof after the expiration of
such 30 day period, until final payment is made.

(Source: P.A. 84-731.)

(50 ILCS 505/5) (from Ch. 85, par. 5605)

Sec. 5. If the local governmental official or agency whose
approval 1is required for any bill fails to approve or
disapprove that bill within the period provided for approval
by Section 3, the penalty for late payment of that bill shall
be computed from the date 60 days after the receipt of that
bill or the date 60 days after the goods or services are
received, whichever is later.

(Source: P.A., 84-731.)

(50 ILCS 505/6) (from Ch. 85, par. 5606)

Sec. 6. The time periods specified in Sections 3, 4 and 5,
as they pertain to particular goods or services, are
superseded by any greater time periods as agreed to by the
local government agency and the particular vendor or
contractor.

(Source: P.A. 87-773.)

(50 ILCS 505/7) (from Ch. 85, par. 5607)

Sec. 7. If the funds from which the local governmental
official or agency is to pay for goods or services are funds
appropriated or controlled by the State, then the local
governmental official or agency may certify to the State
Treasurer, Comptroller and State agency responsible for
administering such funds that a specified amount is
anticipated to be necessary within 45 days after certification
to pay for specified goods or services and that such amount is
not currently available to the local governmental official or
agency. The State Treasurer, Comptroller and State agency
shall than expedite distribution of funds to the local
governmental wunit to make such payments. The certification
shall be mailed on the date of certification by certified U.
S. mail, return receipt requested. Any interest penalty
incurred by the local governmental unit under Section 3 or 4
because of the failure of funds to be distributed from the
State to the local governmental unit within the 45 day period
shall be reimbursed by the State to the local governmental
unit as an amount in addition to the funds to be otherwise
distributed from the State.

(Source: P.A. 85-1159.)

(50 ILCS 505/9) (from Ch. 85, par. 5609)

Sec. 9. Payments to subcontractors and material suppliers;
failure to make timely payments; additional amount due. When a
contractor receives any payment, the contractor shall pay each
subcontractor and material supplier in proportion to the work
completed by each subcontractor and material supplier their
application less any retention. If the contractor receives
less than the full payment due under the public construction
contract, the contractor shall be obligated to disburse on a
pro rata basis those funds received, with the contractor,
subcontractors and material suppliers each receiving a

http://www.ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs3.asp? ActID=725& ChapterID=11 10/9/2013
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prorated portion based on the amount of payment. All interest
payments received pursuant to Section 4 also shall be
disbursed to subcontractors and material suppliers to whom
payment has been delayed, on a pro rata basis. When, however,
the public owner does not release the full payment due under
the contract because there are specific areas of work or
materials the contractor 1is rejecting or ©because the
contractor has otherwise determined such areas are not
suitable for payment, then those specific subcontractors or
suppliers involved shall not be paid for that portion of the
work rejected or deemed not suitable for payment and all other
subcontractors and suppliers shall be paid in full.

If the contractor, without reasonable cause, fails to make
any payment to his subcontractors and material suppliers
within 15 days after receipt of payment under the public
construction contract, the contractor shall pay to his
subcontractors and material suppliers, in addition to the
payment due them, interest in the amount of 2% per month,
calculated from the expiration of the 15-day period until
fully paid. This Section shall also apply to any payments made
by subcontractors and material suppliers to their
subcontractors and material suppliers and to all payments made
to lower tier subcontractors and material suppliers throughout
the contracting chain. '

(Source: P.A. 94-972, eff. 7-1-07.)

Top
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STATE OF ILLINOIS
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22" JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
McHENRY COUNTY

LINDA I, MOORE, in her official
capacity as GRAFTON TOWNSHIP
SUPERVISOR,

)
)
)
)
Plaintiff, )
Counter-Defendant, )
)
vS. ) NO. 10 CH 684
)
GRAFTON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF )
TRUSTEES, BETTY ZIRK, GERALD )
McMAHON, ROB LaPORTA , BARBARA)
MURPHY, in their official capacity, and )
KERI-LYN KRAFTHEFER of ANCEL, )
GLINK, DIAMOND, BUSH, DiCIANNI )
& KRAFTHEFER P.C., in her official )
)
)
)
)
)

capacity as acting Grafton Township
Attorney, and GRAFTON TOWNSHIP

Defendants,
Counter-Plaintiffs

NOTICE OF MOTION

TO: John M. Nelson
John M. Nelson Law Offices
1318 E. State Street
Rockford, IL 61104

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that on Thursday, December 6, 2012, at 9:00 a.m.,
or as soon thereafter as Counsel may be heard, I shall appear before the Honorable Judge
Michael T. Caldwell in Room 204 of the McHenry County Courthouse, 2200 N. Seminary,
Woodstock, Illinois, or in his absence, before any other judge that may be presiding in said
Courtroom, and shall then and there present Defendant Trustees’ Petition For Rule To Show
Cause, a true and correct copy of same is attached hereto and served upon you.

Respectfully submltted -

e

/
By: /J/**

L
w ndanté/Counter Plaintiffs’
" Attorneys // —



Robert K. Bush

Daniel J. Bolin

Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, DiCianni & Krafthefer, P.C.
140 South Dearborn, 6™ Floor

Chicago, Illinois 60603

(312) 782-7606

Fax: (312) 782-0943

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Cynthia Vilaro-Perez, a non-attorney, on oath state that a copy of the above and
foregoing Notice of Motion and Defendant Trustees’ Petition For Rule To Show Cause was
served on the attorney of record by facsimile transmission to (815) 965-4573 and by e-mailing a
copy to jmnconst1318/yahoo.com on November 30, 2012,

SN

(ol 2

/ '/)

i &

Subscribed and Sworn to
before me this 30th day
of November, 2012.

%/‘«é s / %—%%A/%

Notary Public ./~

g OFFICIAL SEAL
SHARON J. STABRA!

NOTARY PUBLIC. STATE OF ILLINOIS
My Commission Expires 04/05/2015

wW



‘ STATE OF ILLINOIS
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22™° JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
McHENRY COUNTY

LINDA L. MOORE, in her official
capacity as GRAFTON TOWNSHIP
SUPERVISOR,

)
)
)
)
Plaintiff, )
Counter-Defendant, )
)
Vs. ) NO. 10 CH 684
)
GRAFTON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF )
TRUSTEES, BETTY ZIRK, GERALD )
McMAHON, ROB LaPORTA , BARBARA)
MURPHY, in their official capacity, and )
KERI-LYN KRAFTHEFER of ANCEL, )
GLINK, DIAMOND, BUSH, DiCIANNI )
& KRAFTHEFER P.C., in her official )
capacity as acting Grafton Township )
Attorney, and GRAFTON TOWNSHIP )
)
)
)

Defendants,
Counter-Plaintiffs

DEFENDANT TRUSTEES’ PETITION FOR RULE TO SHOW CAUSE

The Defendants/Counter-Plaintiffs, GRAFTON TOWNSHIP, an Illinois public entity,
ROBERT LAPORTA, GERALD MCMAHON, BARBARA MURPHY, and BETTY ZIRK. in
their official capacities as GRAFTON TOWNSHIP TRUSTEES (“Trustees™), by and through
their attorneys, Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, DiCianni & Krafthefer, P.C., move this Court for
a' rule to show cause against Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, LINDA MOQRE. in her official
capacity as GRAFTON TOWNSHIP SUPERVISOR (“Supervisor”). In support thereof.
Defendants/Counter-Plaintiffs state as follows:

1. On or about November 8, 2012, the Trustees lawfully approved the hiring of
Mitch Cohen and ECS Financial Services, a forensic auditing firm to review Township finances.

2. In approving the forensic auditing firm, the Trustees voted and directed the



Supervisor to sign a contract with the forensic auditing firm. and make payment to the firm
within 20 days.

3. The Supervisor has refused to sign the contract, or make payment of this
Township bill approved by the Trustees. (A frue and correct copy of the November 8. 2012
engagement letter from ECS Financial Services, yet to be signed by the Supervisor, is attached
hereto as Exhibit A.)

4. The Supervisor’s conduct is in violation of her mandatory duty to pay out all
moneys raised in the township for defraying township charges, except those raised for the

ﬂ support of highways and bridges, and for township library purposes. 60 ILCS 1/70-15(b).

5. The Supervisor’s conduct violates the December 10, 2010 order of this Court,
finding that the Supervisor “does not have the discretion to refuse to sign contracts with which
she personally disagrees as supervisor. The signing of a contract, duly approved by a vote of the
Township board of trustees, is a ministerial act that she must perform, regardless of her personal
beliefs on the wisdom or brOpriety of the contract.” (Dec. 10, 2010 Order, at 30.)

6. Additionally, by interfering with the forensic audit of Township finances. the
Supervisor is directly violating the December 10, 2010 order of this Court, enjoining the
Supervisor from “hindering, obstructing, or preventing or attempting to hinder, obstruct or
prevent access of [the Trustees] . . . to official records of Grafton township under her [the
Supervisor’s] dominion and control, including but not limited to, all financial information
regarding the business and operations of the township . .. .” (Dec. 10. 2010 Order, at 36.)

7. On April 12, 2012, the Court ordered the December 10, 2010 preliminary
injunction to be a permanent injunction, and found no just reason to delay the enforcement of

this order. (Apr. 12, 2012 Order.)



8. Upon the failure of a respondent to comply with a duly entered order of this
Court, or after hearing testimony on an unverified Petition for a Rule to Show Cause, due notice
beivng given to the respondent, the Court may issue a Rule which includes the date, time, and
location for hearing.. If the respondent appears in response to the notice and the Court issues a
Rule, a hearing on the Rule may be held on that date, or scheduled for another time. (22”". Cir.
Ct.R. 15.04)

9. The Trustees hereby request that a Rule to Show Cause be issued, requiring the
Supervisor to appear before this Court and show cause why she should not be held in civil
contempt of court for her failure to sign the contract with the forensic auditing firm. and to make
the related payments approved by the Trustees.

WHEREFORE, the Defendants/Counter-Plaintiffs, GRAFTON TOWNSHIP, ROBERT
LAPORTA, GERALD MCMAHON, BARBARA MURPHY and BETTY ZIRK, respectfully

request that this Court issue a Rule to Show Cause against Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant LINDA MOORE,
and for all other relief this Court finds just and proper.
Respectfully submitted,

By:

Ofe ofthe Def: %nts’ Auémeys

Robert K. Bush
Daniel J. Bolin
Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, DiCianni & Krafthefer, P.C.
140 South Dearborn, 6™ Floor

Chicago, Illinois 60603

(312) 782-7606
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! | ) 847.291.1333
b 847.291.1190 Fax
L www,ecsfinanclal.com

financial services

November 8, 2012

Mr. Rob LaPorta
Board of Trustees
Grafton Township
10109 Vine Street
Huntley, IL 60142

Dear Mr, LaPorta:

This letter confirms our understanding of Grafton Township Board of Trustees intention
10 engage ECS Financial Services, Inc. to assist you witha forensic audit/investigation
for Grafton Township.

Our examination will be conducted in accordance with lawful fraud examination
techniques which include, but are not limited to: examination of books and records;
voluntary interviews of appropriate personnel; and other such evidence-gathering
procedures as necessary under the circumstances. We cannot provide assurances that
fraud, if it exists, will be uncovered as a result of our examination. Once engaged we will
provide a list of preliminary information we will need to begin our investigation and may
need additional information as the investigation progresses,

In addition to the investigation we will provide the following services:

)

4)

Complete a forensic Audit/Investigation of the financial records and processes
of Grafton Township,

Prepare a forensic audit/investigation report detailing my findings,

Attend any necessary depositions or other meetings related to the case, if
needed; :

Testify at trial, if needed.

Our engagement is limited to the specific services referred to in the preceding paragraphs.
All testimony in the depositions and at trial will be given only by the undersigned. All
other services on this engagement, except routine clerical work, will be performed by the
undersigned, unless you provide advance authorization for the other professionals in this
firm to work on this engagement,

EXHIBIT

Exceptional Customer Service
ECS Financial Services, inc. + 3400 Pundee Road - Suite 180 « Northbrook, IL 60062




Mr. Rob LaPorta

Board of Trustees

Grafton Township

November 8, 2012 Page 2 of 3

During the course of our engagement, it will be necessary for us to prepare written
reports presenting our findings. These reports are to be used only in connection with the
matters discussed in the above paragraphs and may not be published or used in any other
manner. Additionally, upon our review of the documentation provided, our findings may
not coincide with your expected outcome. If this occurs we understand your right to
cancel this engagement, but in any case, you agree to compensate us for all time
expended to date.

If anyone requests or subpoenas any information or materials related to this engagement,
which is in our custody or control, we will inform you. Should you request us to take any
legal action to seek protection against disclosure of such information or materials you
agree to either retain counsel for us, or indemnify us for all costs and expenses, including
attorney’s fees and expenses.

It is understood that Grafton Township Board of Trustees accepts responsibility for
payment of our fees, and it is agreed that our fee is not contingent on the results of the
audit/investigation.,

My billing rate is $185 per hour for services, travel time and court appearances, which
will not be increased without notice to you. Other individuals in our firm may be needed
during the course of the audit/investigation and in finalizing and assembling the final
report at rates from $85 per hour to $250 per hour,

We will require a retainer of $10,000 to be paid prior to beginning our work. The retainer
will be used to pay for any costs in the final invoice and any overage will be refunded to
you when our engagement is completed.

We will submit bills to you monthly, payable within 30 days, which will be based on our
standard hourly rate for this type of service, plus out of pocket expenses. We reserve the
right to defer rendering further services until payment is received on past due invoices.
We also reserve the right to charge 1 % % interest on all overdue invoices. Should
information become known that makes our involvement in this engagement inappropriate
or should the attorneys or parties involved in the matter change, we reserve the right to
withdraw from this engagement.



Mr. Rob LaPorta

Board of Trustees

Grafton Township

November 8, 2012 Page 3 of 3

This agreement will become effective as soon as you sign and date this letter and return a
signed copy to us with the retainer. If circumstances change, our agreement with you
may need to be revised.

Thank you for allowing ECS Financial Services, Inc, the opportunity to work with you on
this engagement,.

Sincerely,

EC ANCIAL SER INC.

itghell M. Cohen, CPA, CFE, FCPA

This letter correctly sets forth the understanding of Grafton Township.

Accepted y: -
Rob La Betty Zirk

Trustee Trustee

Gerry McMahon arbara Murphy

Trustee ‘ Trustee

Linda Moore
Supervisor
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November 30, 2012

V1A FEDERAL EXPRESS — PRIORITY OVERNIGHT

Judge Michael T. Caldwell

McHenry County Government Center
2200 North Seminary Avenue, Room 204
Woodstock, Itlinois 60098

Re: - Moore v, Grafton Township, et al.
No. 10 CH 684

Dear Judge Caldwell:

Enclosed please find a courtesy copy of Defendant Trustees’ Petition For Rule To
Show Cause. This matter is scheduled before you on Thursday, December 6, 2012 al

9:00 a.m.

Sincerel_)\h
Y/
Daniel J. Bolin

Enclosure

ce: John M. Nelson

CHICAGO o VILRNON HILLS ® NAPERVILLE o CRYSTAL LAKL

140 South Dearborn Street. Swite 600

Dantel J Bolin
dbolmd ancelghnk com
(P) 312 604 9178

(F) 312782 0943

o BLOOMINGTON



STATE OF ILLINOIS
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22™° JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
McHENRY COUNTY

LINDA 1, MOORE. in her official
capacity as GRAFTON TOWNSHIP
SUPERVISOR.

Plaintiff,
vs.

GRAFTON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF
TRUSTEES, BETTY ZIRK, GERALD
McMAHON, ROB LaPORTA . BARBARA
MURPHY, in their official capacity. and
KERI-LYN KRAFTHEFER of ANCEL.
GLINK, DIAMOND, BUSH, DiCIANNI

& KRAFTHEFER P.C.. in her official
capacity as acting Grafton Township
Attorney, and GRAFTON TOWNSHIP

Defendants

TO Robert Bush

NO. 10 CH 684

s

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
;
) NOTICE OF MOTION
)

Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, DiCianni & Krafthefer, P.C.

140 South Dearborn Street, 6™ Floor

Chicago, IL 60603

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED, that on the 14th day of March, 2013 at 9:00 a.m., or as
soon thereafter as Counsel may be heard, 1 shall appear before the Honorable Judge Michael E.
Caldwell in Room 204 of the McHenry County Courthouse, 2200 N. Seminary. Woodstock,
Ilinois, or in his absence, before any other Judge that may be presiding in said Courtroom, and then

and there:

Present a Motion to Vacate Finding of Contempt, a copy of which is attached hereto.

At which time and place you may appear.

Dated: March 13, 2013.

LINDA I. MOORE. in her official capacity
as GRAFTON TOWNSHIP SUPERVISOR,

PlaintifT,

JOHN M. NELSON - her attorney

By:




PROOF OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a copy of the foregoing document was served upon:

Robert Bush

Ancel, Glink, Diamond, Bush, DiCianni & Krafthefer, P.C.
140 South Dearborn Street, 6® Floor

Chicago. IL 60603

By fax: 312-782-3958 on March 13, 2013 and

by enclosing the same in an envelope addressed to such person at the address as disclosed by the

pleadings filed herein, postage prepaid and by depositing said envelope in a U. S. Post Office Mail
Box, at Rockford, Illinois on March 13, 2013.

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this /3 day of7lctla 42013,

No%ary Publ::z' ; ;

JOHN M. NELSON
Attorney at Law

1318 E. State Street
Rockford, IL 61104
815-964-8800
815-965-4573 - fax
jmnconst1318@yahoo.com

OFFICIAL SEAL

JUDY RUPPRECHT
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINOIS
MY SOMIMISSION EXP-RES:08/22/16



o FILED
N STATE OF ILLINOIS |
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22" JUDICIAL CIRCUIT-  MAR 13 2013
McHENRY COUNTY
| oo
LINDA I. MOORE, in her official )
capacity as GRAFTON TOWNSHIP )
SUPERVISOR. : ) NO. 10 CH 684 g
L «ta )
Plaintiff» )
- Counterdefendant )
s )
o )
GRAFTON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF )
TRUSTEES, BETTY ZIRK, GERALD )
McM'AHON ROB LaPOR:FA BARBARA) T
MURPHY . in their official capacity, -aidifiy.. ' -
KERI-LYN KRAFTHEFER of ANCEL, ,

)
" GLINK. DIAMOND,; BUSH, DiCIANNT )
& KRAFTHEFER P.C., in her official )
capacity as acting Grafton Township )
Attomey, and GRAFTON TOWNSHIP )
) MOTION TO VACATE FINDING
Defendams- ) OF CONTEMPT

' Counterplaintiffs )

‘N’OW"COMES the ‘}ﬂamnﬂ'. LINDA 1. MOORE, by her atomey. JOHN M. NELSON,

and moves t}us Court to vacatc its ﬁndmg of contempt in the case. stating as grounds. therefore.

asfollows. RO :
. RE S | PR YRTT

£ Tl'ns court, on Fcb“ruary 14, 2013 entered an Order finding Linda Moore in indirect

civil comemp\ ot‘ its mjunCtIVC order of December 10, 2010,

2. Linda Moore was giv}:n thc opportunity (o purge hersell from the contempt order by

cxecuting a contract with ECS f{inancial by signing a writlen contract with (hat company. The

conn_-act-was'Siémd' immediately after the count hearing on February 14, 2013.
e L:‘rid:; Moore was further required 1o purge by issuing a Grafton Township check in
the amount ofu'lfcn Thousand Daollars ($10,000.00) to ECS Financial. This has also been done.,

An ¢-mail acknowledgement of the receipt of said payment is attached as Exhibit “A™ hercto.

gd peZ6-689-LV8 N inedng diysumo] uojeID) dgL.zogi el sen



4. Linda Moore sceks a finding that she has purged herself of this court”s conterpt order

und vacate its finding of contempt and dismiss the contempt order and the Petition for O rder 10

Show Cause agamst her.

it

WH'E’tiEFOﬁE. for 1he reasons stated heein, Linda Moore respectiully prays for the

relief requested hercin,

LINDA I. MOORE, in her official capacity

- .+ asGRAFTON TOWNSHIP SUPERVISOR.
o Plaintiff,

. NELSON - her attorney

vy

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
WINNEBAGO'COUNTY ) :

N LINDAI MOORE. being first duly swom upon oath, deposes and states that ske is the
plaimtiff in the above-entitled cause; that she has read the foregoing Motion by her subsc ribed
and that the matiers and facts set forth therein are trug and correct.

Sl Novo—

Lindg J. Moore

Subscnt;*ed and swom to before me
this day of March, 2013.
MAR 13 2013

-

Official Seal

e o ‘
JOHN M. NELSON #12 Notary Psbic State o Iinois
Attorney at'Law -~ My Commission Expires 09/09/2015
1318 E. State Street
Rockford, IL 61104 - .
815-964-8800 . - -
815-963-4573 - fax
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Priri " e - . Page 1 of |
Sublect: FW: Relainer Check

From:  Linda Moore (lindamogregt@hotmail.com)

To: jmnconst1318@yshoa.com; “

Date: Thursday, March 7, 2013 11:50 AM

Here is the email cosfirming trat ECS reccived the $10,000 cheek. -

A

e v e ——— —— oy,  —— —— — .- o - e - e b e

From: MCohen@ecslinancial.com

To: lindamooreGT@hotmail.com

CC: robertlaporta@gmail.com; smurphmedical@yahoo.com; geraldmemahon@comeast.net;
rbush@anceiglink.com ‘

Date: Thu, 21 Feb 2013 14:24:58 -0600 <0

Subject: Retainer Chegk ., - - -

[ Rieceived the retaingfeheck today'atdd Wil be sending out a list of the information 1 will nced in cither woday or
tomorrtow, -

Thank you,

Mitch

Mitchell M. Cohen, CPA, CFE‘ FbPA

Principal

St ST ‘!? Fag "‘a\‘»\.'é' .-

ECS Financial S_olzvicqs,'lnic.\ 4
212 Crystal Stroot: Su;ta C
Cary, IL. 60013

Office: (847) 829-1853

Fax: (847) 825-1839

E-Mail: mcohen@ecsfinancial.com

= EXHIBIT

Wob: www.ecsfinancial.com g g‘

-

e v rmmm 4 A — 4 b S A——— i d— —— o — f— O W—y i e w4 G ime s e g e — ot ¢ —

This email discialmar s subjoct (o Inlamal Revenue Codo Circviar 230 as mandated by fedaral law. Unless oxprogsly Staied otherwite above, nothing conmtained n,
{orwaidod with, or )lachoo o Ihis e-mall whs Inlencad or witten by ECS Financlal Servicas, Inc. 10 De used, and caanol be uied, Dy any persoa lar tha purpose of (3}
avolding any poaalties Ihat may bo Imposed under the thiems! Revenue Code, of (2) promoting, marketing of racommenging any ladoral lax trandaciion of matlar
3ddressod hetein,

This emalt ia Mmtondod soioly for mve person or entty to which il is 3ddressed and may coniain confidontial and/or priviieged information. Any réview, dlasominaticn,
copying, pantng or other use of this e-mall By persons of sntilos oiher than the 2 cdresses |3 prohibited, If you hava recaived this e~miall in emor, plea ss contact tho
sandef IMMeAAEly ang Jesiroy s messape.

http://us-mg(i.maiLynﬁo,o.com/nco/ launch?.rand=e19p6aljniNng . 3/12/2013
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Computer Forensms Specrahsts

{nternal !nvesmgaticn se Trade Secréts v Erbployiment Litigation

Btatementﬁz

The following statements are not designed to be a final fore ic analysis or submitted to a court
of law as signed test;meny The statements hergin aré des@ned to provide counsel with an
overall view of certain specific observations made-thus far Yafijv Schiff, Sr. Forensic Examiner.

If requested and authorxzed by our chent, a mor detarle ‘complete analysis process can be
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1. Item002 forensic image data'strongly supports the installation of Eraser version 5.8 (a
known secure data purging software tool) on 2/15/2010 at approximately 13:23. This
software tool generally does not come standard as part of a Microsoft Windows
installation; it must normally be installed by a user.

Hesdguarters: 226 5, Wabash Ave., Suite 340, Chicago, 1t 60604

phone: BSE-427-5667 T2 fax; 312:427-5668 2 wwmfarensi’rammhr
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2. The file “ile_id.diz” {See Figure One and Figure Two 3 } containg text reporting that

Fraser 5.8 is designed to erase data permanently

0 res Ited in the reported creation of
name and edch reporting a logical size of
ata are comimon with some secure data

3. The apparent use of scrub software on 2/1
over 69,500 file entries, each with an alter
zero {0). Alteréd file names and altered me
destruction software tools.

4. The purging appears to have been successful nAct determine at this tme the
o | aseron 2/15/2010.

Trem 007 Sezjge

5. On 2/9/2010at appmxxmatety 18 04
the USB storage device "Ut163 USE;
the connection of this device to the,

istry setting related to the use of
was updated Thi’s stm’ngiy saggést’s

afo de named “QuickBooks” (originally focated
.1 8@0ks"- as spe!led in oﬁginai s@ﬁf’ce} was

y data related to file entries sent to the
Recycie Bin for de!etxcn o

JYable One o
Hame & Bridige. ad & Bridge. GBW.N Road & Bridge QBW
DU Fie, Recycisd, Resd Only | File, Recyd File, Recycled, Read Only
Last ] : T ! ey i .
Accessed | | wisge oy 329 | /432010 15:29
Original Esterz ey : CcommoniRoad and Bidge | C\commoni\Read and Bidge
vath B Gk FundiQuickBooks\QrickBooks | Fund\QuickBooks\CuickBonks

8. On3/2/2010 at ,appmﬁmate’iy 13:16, Windows registry éettings related to the uSage of
attached USB storage devices report as updated. The devices logged in the Windows
registry are @ WD 3200BEV Bxternal USB hard drive. Later that same day at about 16:31, a
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second 888 storage device was logged, That devige '
USR hard drive as well: Its serial number differed | Swﬁ%ﬁthe 1
‘thee day via USB. These two hard drives also’ repdif?’ ha
002 computer,

drive connected earl ier in
 been connected to the Ttem



Linda Moore v. Grafton Twp. Trustees
(LMOOREGRAFTN)

ltem#: 001 Type: Desktop Make: Dell Model: Inspiron 596 Onsite 03/25/10 Yes Yes Yes Yes No
One S/N: 5SWYYKK1 Custodian:[Pam] Size: 596 GB

ltem#: 002 Type: Desktop Make: eMachines Model: 149 Onsite 03/25/10 Yes Yes No Yes Yes
T5062 S/N: GC475 100 17187 Custodian:[Trucking
Dispatch PC] Size: 149 GB

ltem#: 003 Type: Desktop Make: HP Compaq Model: 37 Onsite 03/25/10 Yes Yes No No No
dx2000 MT S/N: MX052305F2 Custodian:[Jack
Freund] Size: 37 GB

ltem#: 004 Type: Server Make: HP Compaq Model: 1,000 Onsite 03/25/10 Yes No No No No
Proliant ML350 S/N: MXQ80900VW Custodian:
[Grafton Server] Size: 1000 GB

ltem#: 005 Type: USB / Flash Drive Make: Toshiba 320 Onsite 03/26/10 Yes No No No No
Model: HDDR320E04X S/N: 10K3F60JS Custodian:
[Server Backup] Size: 320 GB

ltemit: 006 Type: Server Make: HP Compaq Model: 1,600 Lab 03/31/10 No No No No No
Proliant ML350 G5 S/N: MXQ80900VW Custodian:

[Proliant ML350] Size: 1500 GB — First Acquisition

wasn'f easily readable due to RAID — CLIENT NOT

CHARGED IMAGING CHARGES

ltem#: 007 Type: Server Make: HP Compaq Model: 1,000 Lab 03/31/10No . Yes Yes Yes Yes
Proliant ML350 G5 S/N: MXQ80900VW Custodian:

[Proliant ML350] Size: 1000 GB — Second Acquisition

using RAID Controller — CLIENT NOT CHARGED

IMAGING CHARGES

Total Gigabytes Collected 4,602
Data Collection Anticipated in Initial Scope | 450
Percentage Increase in Actual Data Collected 922.67%

Initial scope was for three 150 GB hard drives = 450 Gigabytes of data total
Scope of data collected was ten times original scope of work in letter of agreement.
Forensicon never charged Imaging Charges for ltems 006 and 007 which would have been an additional $5,000 imaging charge



Forensicon, Inc. - www.forensicon.com Letter of Agreement - 03/11/10 - Page 1

* un

.22 Forensicon

Computer Forensics Specialists

Case Matter: Linda Moore v. Grafton Township Board of Trustees
Retaining Client(s): Grafton Township
Financially Responsible Party(s): Grafton Township

This letter confirms that Forensicon, Inc. [“Forensicon”] has been retained by Grafton Township
["Retaining Client"(s)] for consulting services in connection with the above referenced matter.
Grafton Township is (are) the ["Financially Responsible Party"(s)] for any and all financial
responsibilities related to this engagement. Where more than one entity exists as either the
Retaining Client or Financially Responsible Party, the singular form [Retaining Client or Financially
Responsible Party] shall refer to each entity listed with any responsibilities of each entity held jointly
and severally for the category of the designated entity. The Financially Responsible Party and
Retaining Client are collectively referred to as the ["Parties"] and if both the Retaining Client and
Financial Responsible Party are one and the same, then the Parties as referenced within this
agreement shall refer exclusively to the single entity. This letter serves as the sole Engagement
Agreement [“Agreement”] made between Forensicon, the Retaining Client and the Financially
Responsible Party for this case matter and is entered into upon receipt of this signed agreement and
retainer funds. ’

Terms of Agreement

Forensicon agrees to provide services related to case matter as requested by Retaining Client at the
rates quoted within Appendix A of this agreement. Specific consulting, reporting, analysis or
production requests may be communicated to Forensicon by Retaining Client's designated
representatives in the form of an email, fax, written letter, verbal request, or as ordered by the
courts. The Financially Responsible Party agrees to pay Forensicon for any work performed that was
requested or legally required by order of the court in connection to any work performed with regard
to engagement with the Retaining Client. The Financially Responsible Party agrees to be financially
bound to any work requests made by the Retaining Client or any designated representatives of the
Retaining Client. Upon termination of this agreement, or whenever Forensicon has ceased work on
the case or project for a period of six months, storage fees of $50 per month per item held by
Forensicon will apply. If the invoices for media storage remain unpaid after thirty (30) days written
notice to the parties, Forensicon reserves the right to dispose of the media in question with the
Parties indemnifying Forensicon from any and all liability resulting from disposition of media
provided that Forensicon has given the Parties ten (10) business days advance notice before
disposing of media. The Financially Responsible Party shall pay Forensicon a retainer for the services
to be rendered as discussed and shall provide the minimum or agreed upon retainer amount before
Forensicon begins any work. All invoices are due upon receipt by the Financially Responsible Party,
and shall be considered delinquent if unpaid more than thirty (30) days after their date of issuance.
Interest shall accrue to any delinquent balance at the lower rate of 2% per month or the maximum
permitted by law. Changes to the request scope of work beyond that initially discussed may require
additional retainer and replenishment prior to additional work being performed. Forensicon shall
have the right to discontinue any and all future work should the Financially Responsible Party default
on terms of payment or should retainer funds become exhausted. Payment in full is required prior to
signing any affidavit, appearing for a deposition, testifying in court, or disposing of case media. The
Financially Responsible Party agrees to compensate Forensicon for any customary and reasonable
expenses incurred in connection with this project.

Parties' Initials:

Forensicon, Inc. 226 S. Wabash Ave., Suite 300 Chicago, IL 60604 t, 888-427-5667 f. 312-427-5668



Forensicon, Inc. - www.forensicon.com Letter of Agreement - 03/11/10 - Page 2

Forensicon's [*including its owners, affiliates, stockholders, employees and agents] entire liability to
the Parties for any breach of this Agreement or any damages arising in connection with this
Agreement shall be strictly limited to and shall not exceed, in the aggregate, the amounts actually
paid by the Financially Responsible Party to Forensicon. Furthermore, the Parties accept and
understand that hard drive failure may occur during the course of our engagement and hereby
release Forensicon* from any and all liability relating to any hard disk drive failure or loss of data
from such drive associated with normal use. The Parties hereby release, indemnify, hold harmless,
and forever discharge Forensicon* from any and all such claims, demands, losses, liabilities, and
expenses of any third party, arising out of or in relation to the Retaining Client's engagement with
Forensicon under this Agreement or related in anyway to this engagement. Forensicon agrees to
treat all information received from the Parties that is not in the public domain as confidential and
agrees that such information will be used solely for the purpose of this project in relation to the
performance of this Agreement. Forensicon will take all necessary and appropriate steps to keep
confidential and protect the Parties' information from disclosure to any third party, including, but not
limited to, restricting access to all confidential information received from the Parties to only those
employees and support vendors who have a “need to know” and who are made aware of and agree
to be bound by the obligations contained herein.

The Parties agree to provide Forensicon with a complete list of named parties involved in the
litigation as well as the associated law firms, individuals, and related testifying expert(s). In the
event that a conflict is discovered after work has been performed in connection with this matter and
the parties did not disclose the conflict as requested, the Financially Responsible Party understands
that payment for any work performed by Forensicon will still be owed, regardless of Forensicon's
ability or inability to testify to that work in court.

In the event any provision of this Agreement is deemed invalid or inoperable under applicable law,
the remaining provisions of this Agreement shall continue in full force and effect for the duration of
this Agreement. In the event of a change in ownership formation of Forensicon, Inc. or acquisition of
other businesses by Forensicon, the parties agree that the engagement letter will be transferred to
the new combined or transferred business entity without any right to claim breach of contract. This
Agreement shall be governed by and construed under the laws of the State of Illinois, within the
jurisdiction of Cook County. In the event any dispute should arise out of this Agreement, the parties
agree to have any and all disputes subject to binding arbitration via the American Arbitration
Association (AAA).

This Agreement, along with any signed amendments or addendum hereto, contains the entire
agreement of the Parties and Forensicon, and supersedes any and all previous agreements they have
made, whether orally or in writing. Furthermore, the signers of this Agreement represent that they
are authorized to engage in such contracts on behalf of their representative legal entity to this
engagement. We further agree that signatures transmitted electronically through facsimile or e-mail
will be acknowledged as an authorized signature that is legally valid and binding to all for the
obligations stated herein.

Grafton Township

SIGNATURE PRINT NAME PRINT TITLE DATE
Retaining Client and

Financially Responsible Party

Lee Neubecker President

Forensicon, Inc.
SIGNATURE PRINT NAME PRINT TITLE DATE

Generated by (Sean Hendricks on March 11, 2010 5:15 PM)

Forensicon, Inc. 226 S. Wabash Ave., Suite 300 Chicago, IL. 60604 t. 888-427-5667 f. 312-427-5668
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Appendix A. - Rate Schedule & Initial Scope Estimate
|

(1.) Travel onsite to client location and image computer media.
(IL.) Perform basic recovery of deleted file/folder entries on the imaged media as well as file hashing, signature
analysis and production of the file/folder entry listing.
(IIL.) Generation of System Activity Reports.
(1v.) Preliminary Forensic Computer Activity Reporting & Analysis in preparation for a joint discussion with client.
(Follow on work TBD after conference with client following the com pletion of the initial scope.)
NOTE: Client communications, meetings, document review, and additional consulting time if requested or
required (billed hourly at $350/hr) not included in scope estimate below.
COLLECTION SERVICES Unit Rate Type Amount
~ 3| Forensic Imaging or Collection of a Single Hard Drive *1 | $300.60 ]  Ttem'$  900.00
| Forensic Imaging or Collection of Disk/USB Standard Storage Media *2/  200.00 | CItem| ]
_ e Collection Each Staff Day Per Site - 50 Miles < Chicago | Office '  300.00 | _Dayi $  300.00
| Onsite Collection Each Staff Day Per Site - > 50 Miles (InUSA) | 750,00  Day
| Travel or Onsite Pickup of Evidence for Imagmg at Forensncon . Hour
ESI Collection from Network, Servers, Cell Phones and Other Media *3; Hour
FORENSICS & CONSULTING
350.00 | Hour
475.00 ¢ Hour
. . )...400.00  Itemi . ..
Inc/uded /n Flat Rate Report Sys tem Act/wty Reports _____________________ | 60000 Item
i...Included in Flat Rate Report: Summary Analysis Report *6 ' 1,650.00 \  Itemi . . ...
Data Carve or Search Charge per Type of Carve or Search x7 500.00 Item
EDISCOVERY PROCESSING & PRODUCTION
ESI Flat Rate Cull *8 (Max 100GB Active Data) *9 | 2,500.00 Data source
| ESI Flat Rate Cull (Max 100GB) w/ Recovery & Data Carvmg , '3,500.00 iData Source
ESI Litigation Processing *10 (Native only) @ i i 250,00 ..GB
[ ESI Litigation Processing &TIFF Production *11 (at once) 75000 . GBf
ESI TIFF Production (Follow on) 750.00 GB
Total Foreqsmon Fee Estimate $ 3,850.00
Total Retainer Required $ 2,500.00

1. A hard drive disk (HDD) media item is a single unencrypted IDE/SATA hard drive < 150GB in size. HDD > 150GB incur
additional charge of $2/GB. Encrypted drives incur additional hourly collection charges. Image charge also applies when
Forensicon receives an image created by an outside party. (Charge relates to our intake, documentation & verification)

2. Standard storage media device <= 5GB in size. E.g. Small USB Thumb Drives, CD or DVD disk media.

3, Network collection of loose files, extraction of PST's from exchange server, conversion of data as well as collection of cell
phones, & other non-standard items billed on hourly basis with a minimum charge of one hour per unique source.

4, Media - Hard drives used by Forensicon not paid for by the Financially Responsible Party remain the property of
Forensicon, Inc. Media shipped outside of Forensicon's office to any party charged at $2/Disk, $100/Hard Drive [=<250GB]
5. Advance data recovery related to lost partitions or decryption may be required in some instances - billed hourly as add'l.
6. Preliminary Analysis Report summarizing the contents of the computer, recent connection of storage device and other key
information including a narrative summary of initial findings and recommendations. Examiner time interacting with client or
obtaining information not supplied on case intake questionnaire by client billed at hourly consulting rates. Examiner time
beyond 5 hours of analysis and report writing billed at hourly analysis and reporting rates if client desires further revisions.
7. Forensic search / processing is charged at $500 per item for each search type elected. E.g., Native files $500 + Email
$500 + Carved webpages $500 = $1,500 plus hourly production time for all three types of Forensic searches.

8. Includes a single pass of Filtering, Deduplication, File type filtering, Known file exclusion, De-NISTing, and keyword
searching of existing native files, and email (pst, nsf, eml, msg). Additional filtering beyond the initial round of filtering
available at hourly production rates if desired. Consulting billed at Consulting Rates.

9. E.g. If a 500GB drive is supplied to Forensicon for eDiscovery cuiling and processing, assuming the native files on the
drive total 350GB, the culling charges would be 4 items charged x $2,500 = $10,000. If the culled data size is 20GB, the
charges would be an additional $5K (Native only $250 x 20GB), or $15K (w/TIFF's $750 x 20GB).

10. Minimum charge of $500 for any ESI Litigation Processing job applies (Native only, Native and TIFF, or follow-on TIFF).
11. TIFF Charges apply to the size of the files TIFF'd only. Database files are excluded from the TIFF process. Spreadsheets
can be TIFF'd if elected, but any requested manipulations of spreadsheets to improve print veiwability are charged hourly.

Parties' Initials:

Forensicon, Inc. 226 S. Wabash Ave., Suite 300 Chicago, IL 60604 t. 888-427-5667 f. 312-427-5668
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605 ILCS 5/ Illinois Highway Code. Page 4 of 70

against such district shall be in its corporate name.
(Source: Laws 1959, p. 196.)

(605 ILCS 5/6~107) (from Ch. 121, par. 6-107)

Sec. 6-107. Road districts have corporate capacity to
exercise the powers granted thereto, or necessarily implied
and no others. They have power: (1) to sue and be sued, (2) to
acquire by purchase, gift or legacy, and to hold property,
both real and personal, for the use of its inhabitants, and
again to sell and convey the same, (3) to make all such
contracts as may be necessary in the exercise of the powers of
the district.

(Source: P.A. 96-996, eff. 1-1-11.)

(605 ILCS 5/6-107.1) (from Ch. 121, par. 6-107.1)

Sec., 6-107.1. Road districts may borrow money from any
bank or other financial institution or, in a township road
district and with the approval of the town board of trustees,
from the town fund, provided such money shall be repaid within
10 years from the time the money 1s borrowed. "Financial
institution" means any bank subject to the Illinois Banking
'Act, any savings and loan association subject to the Illinois
Savings and Loan Act of 1985, and any federally chartered
.commercial bank or savings and loan association organized and
operated in this State pursuant to the laws of the United
States.

(Source: P.A. 93-743, eff. 7-15-04.)

(605 ILCS 5/6-108) (from Ch. 121, par. 6-108)

Sec. 6-108. Any two or more townships in any county under
township organization may be consolidated into a consolidated
township road district for all purposes relating to the
construction, repair, maintenance and supervision of roads in
‘the manner hereinafter provided.

A petition shall be filed with the circuit court for the
county, signed by at least 50 or 5% of the legal voters,
whichever 1is fewer, of each of the townships involved,
requesting the court to order a referendum in such townships,
naming them, for the purpose of voting for or against the
proposition to consolidate such townships into a single road
district for all road purposes.

Upon the filing of such petition, the court shall consider
the petition and enter appropriate orders in accordance with
the general election law. If the court orders a referendum on
such proposition to be held, it shall be held at a regular
election in such townships. Such referendum shall be conducted
and notice given in accordance with the general election law
of the State.

(Source: P.A. 81-1489.)

(605 ILCS 5/6~109) (from Ch. 121, par. 6-109)
Sec. 6-109. The proposition shall be in substantially the
following form:

Shall.... Township and....
Township of.... County, Illinois, YES
be consolidated into a consolidated ~===—r-—mmrm—mmm——m—
township road district for road NO
purposes?

http://www.ilga.gov/legislation/iles/ilcs4.asp?DocName=060500050HArt. +6&ActID=17... 10/12/2013



605 ILCS 5/ Illinois Highway Code. Page 6 of 70

vote in favor of the proposition, and whenever in a county not
under township organization a majority of the voters voting on
such proposition in the entire county vote in favor of the
proposition, a county unit road district shall be established
in such county for all purposes relating to the construction,
repair, maintenance and supervision of district roads in such
county which theretofore had been under the jurisdiction of a
highway commissioner, effective at the time provided in
Section 6-125 of this Act.

Any county unit road district established under this
Section shall be an independent county agency and any taxes
levied for the county unit road district under Section 6-512
of this Act shall be levied and collected as other county
taxes, but the county unit road district taxes shall not be
included in any constitutional or statutory tax limitation for
county purposes, but .shall be in addition thereto and in
excess thereof.

(Source: P.A. 81-1489.)

(605 ILCS 5/6-112) (from Ch. 121, par. 6-112)

Sec. 6-112. In each road district, except in a county unit
road district and except in municipalities that have been
created a road distriet, there shall be elected a highway
commissioner in the manner provided in this Code.

The highway commissioner of each road district comprised
of a single township is an officer of that township.

(Source: Laws 1959, p. 196.)

(605 ILCS 5/6-113) (from Ch. 121, par. 6-113)

Sec. 6-113. In each road district comprised of a single
township, the township clerk shall be ex-officio the clerk for
the highway commissioner.. '

In each consolidated township road district the road
district clerk shall be selected by the highway board of
auditors of such district from its membership.

In each other road -district there shall be elected a road
district clerk except as is provided in this Code for county
unit road districts and for municipalities that have been
created a road district.

(Source: Laws 1959, p. 196.)

(605 ILCS 5/6-114) (from Ch. 121, par. 6-114)

Sec. 6-114. In each road district comprised of a single
township, the supervisor of such township shall be ex-officio
treasurer for the road district. In each consolidated township
road district the treasurer shall be selected by the highway
board of auditors of such district from its membership. In
each other road district the district clerk shall be ex-
officio treasurer for the road district, except as is provided
in this Code for «c¢ounty unit road districts and for
municipalities that are created a road district.

Each such treasurer before becoming entitled to act as
treasurer and within 10 days after his election or selection,
shall execute a bond in double the amount of moneys likely to
come into his hands by virtue of such office, if individuals
act as sureties on such bond, or in the amount only of such
moneys if a surety company authorized to do business in this
State acts as surety on such bond, conditioned that he will
faithfully discharge his duties as such treasurer, that he

http://www.ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs4.asp?DocName=060500050HArt. +6&ActID=17...  10/12/2013



605 ILCS 5/ Illinois Highway Code. Page 7 of 70

will honestly and faithfully account for and pay over, upon
the proper orders, all moneys coming into his hands as
treasurer, and the balance, if any, to his successor in
office. Such bond shall be payable to the district, and shall
be in such sum as the highway commissioner shall determine.
Such bond shall be approved by the highway commissioner and
shall be filed in the office of the county clerk with such
approval endorsed thereon. The highway commissioner shall have
the power to require the giving of additional bond, to
increase or decrease the amount of such bond, or require the
giving of a new bond whenever in his opinion such action is
desirable. The highway commissioner shall have power to bring
suit upon such bond for any loss or damage accruing to the
district by reason of any non-performance of duty, or
defalcation on the part of the treasurer.

(Source: Laws 1959, p. 196.)

(605 ILCS 5/6-115) (from Ch. 121, par. 6-115)

Sec. 6-115. Except as provided in Section 10-20 of the
Township Code, no person shall be eligible to the office of
highway commissioner unless he shall be a legal voter and has
been one year a resident of the district. In road districts
that elect a clerk the same limitation shall apply to the
district clerk.

(Source: P.A. 88-670, eff. 12-2-94.)

(605 ILCS 5/6-116) (from Ch. 121, par. 6-116)

Sec. 6-116. Except as otherwise provided in this Section
with respect to highway commissioners of township and
consolidated township road districts, at the election provided
by the general election law in 1985 and every 4 vyears
thereafter in all counties, other than counties in which a
county unit road district has been established and other than
in Cook County, the highway commissioner of each road district
and the district clerk of each road district having an elected
clerk, shall be elected to hold office for a term of 4 years,
and until his successor is elected and qualified. The highway
commissioner of each road district and the district clerk of
each road district elected in 1979 shall hold office for an
additional 2 years and until his successor is elected and has
qualified.

In each township and consolidated township road district
outside Cook County, highway commissioners shall be elected at
the election provided for such commissioners by the general
election law in 1981 and every 4 vyears thereafter to hold
office for a term of 4 years and until his successor 1is
elected and qualified. The highway commissioner of each road
district in Cook County shall be elected at the election
provided for said commissioner by the general election law in
1981 and every 4 years thereafter for a term of 4 years, and
until his successor is elected and qualified.

Each highway commissioner shall enter upon the duties of
his office on the third Monday in May after his election.

In road districts comprised of a single township, the
highway commissioner shall be elected at the election provided
for said commissioner by the general election law. All
elections as are provided in this Section shall be conducted
in accordance with the general election law.

(Source: P.A. 94-273, eff. 1-1-06; 94-645, eff. 8-22-05.)

http://www.ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs4.asp?DocName=060500050HArt. +6 & ActID=17... 10/12/2013



ZANCK, 08N & WiicHT, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

“SoUBREE

“Thoras €. Zaiick® 40 Brink Streat Catherlnie Kealing Howard

Prtelk I3 Coen. Crystol Lake, Blinols 60014 'jgrmi.fgx 1s Johnsssn
James'L, Wright 815-459-8800 Taare & Marshall
Mark 8, Saladin Tax 815-459-8429 Johiv H. Boyd
Joes G, Militetto 11 Heather B. Kromncke®

4 Ao Teensnd i i¥isconitn

January 12, 2012

V1A FACSIMILE & U.S. MAIL

FAX NO. (847) 66 ]

Ms, Linda Moore

Grafton Township Road District Treasurer
- 10109-Vine Street, Unit D

- Huntley, 11, 60142

RE:  Grallon Township Road Distriot
DearTreagurer Moore:

1 am in receipt of your correspondence dated January 11" to the Road District. Commissiongr
- togarding Road District expenses. You are not a C.P.A. nor the auditor of the Road District. Your
- altemptto dictate to the Road District Commissioner what bills will be. paid for legitimate expenses
that have been presented and approved by the Town Board, and your attempt to dictate Road District
- policy by attempting to punish Road District employees. by attempting 1o increase their reportable
- income withoul consulting or conferring with the Road District’s auditor o its licensed accountant or
- GRA s a violation of your fiduolary duty to the Road Distriet, Your further attempt to obtain
- original phone records of the Road District, beyond the billing information contained in the summary
~‘page and any original yard tickets for construction material is also not required for your completion
of-your-task a3 the Road District Treasurer and is an attempt to usurp the authority of the Road-
District Commissiotier to carry out his duties. The Clerk of the Road District Is in charge of keeping
~ (he records of the Road District, nof the Treasurer, You are not entitled to original documents and -
cannot refuse to pay legitimate expenses as requested by the Road Distriet Commigsioner and as
approved aftet audit by the Town Board based on the ridiculous notion that only original documents
will suffice for payment of the bills,

This will also confivm that the Road District Commissioner has been advised by the agent for the
bondholders of the Road District bonds that you, as Treasurer of the Road District, have net paid the
legitimate expense of the Road District due the bondholders at the beginning of Jamuary of 2012
despite the fact that the expense was presented by the Road District Commissioner for payment and.
apptoved, aller audit, by the Town Board at the last meetiig. This willful failure 1o pay the required
amount could fead to a default by the Road District on the bond obligation due and cause irreparable
damage to the Road District. The bond obligation is of the Road District and you have no authority
a8 the Road District Treasurer in withholding those payments after presentation by the Road District




Ms. Linda Moore
Page 2.
J anuvary 12,2012

me’iam’issian:;v and approval by the Town Board. Your actions again are witiful and will cause injury
to-the Rond Distriot and will be dealt with accordingly.

‘The Road District Commissionor will have no alternative but-to-amend his complaint and proceed to
seek damages for your willful refusal to carry out your duties as Road District Treasurer.

Yours very truly,

-

/72 (é/é Z®

Patrick D. Cogén

ZANQK, COEN & WRIG?IT » P.C

PDChls
e Jolm Nelson :
Jack Fround, Grafton Tawnship Road District




11120472
Re: Road District Expenses
Dear Commissioner Freund,

1. McCog Invoice: I have reviewed your Accountable Plan Provision with the RS
Ag,am who can be contacted For verification. Your report does not meet the:
requiremnents of the plan in that you have fatled to show tangible or measmahle .
business results in item number 4. As a result, this dinner qualifies for additional
taxable earnings to you after the board approves the expense.

Richard P. Reuscher, 36-08710
S&?’F"GE“FSL‘OY?Z%

. 105 South &ith e‘aeef

-~ Mt-Vemon, L. 52864
618-242-0818 (LandLine) -
- B18-242-8419 (FAX)

o B9B-31B-1883 (Cel)

~ 2. Thinkink invoice: 1 have asked you to provide the narnes of the employess who will be
: wearing these “Zip front Hoodies and Sweatshirts” but you have declined to do as'| have
requested, | have again checked with the IRS Agent named in #1 and he has instracted
me to then consider thess umfarms as additional taxable sarnings to you on your next
paycheck after the board approves this invoice.

3. Gurran Contracting Invojee: | have requested the yard ticket for this.invoice, You have
o provided a photacopy of the yard ticket which cannot be read. Please provide the original
yard ticket so that | may release payment on this invoice afier board approval.

4. Hextal lnvoice: | have raquested complete orlginal invoice for this bill. Note that there
are 10 pages to this invoice and you have only provided what appears {o be on pages 3,
4 and 5 of the bill. Please provide the complete original bill so that | can release payment
. after board approval, Complete documentation is needad for any future IRS audits or
- township audits.

~ Thank-you for your cooperation in these matters, If yau have any further questions please
contact me at your garliest convenience.

. Sincerely,

%

; f'fﬂ__, : p
- Linda Moore
-(Grafon Township Supervisar



ZANCK, CorN & WrigHT, P.C.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
Thomas C. Zsnek! . 40 Brink Strest Cathorine Keating Howard
Patrick B, Coniv Crystal Lake, Hlinols 50014 Jennifer 1., Johneon
Jaws &, Wrighy - §18-459:8800 Tamara.A, Marehall
Mark & 5 - Pax BY5-459-8429 Jolin H. Boyd
Jarsed G W{iﬂ}b'm" Heather B, Krowncke*
* Al owruied in Whiconsin
January 5, 2012

YIA FACSIMILE & U.8, MAIL
FAX NO. (847) 669-9256
Ms. Linda Moore.
Grafton Township Supervisor
10109 Vine Street, Unit D
Huntiey, 1L 60142

RE:  Grafton Township Road District
Dear Ms. Moore;

Tt-hags gome to the attention of the Road District Commissioner that requests for bids by the
Supervisor for the demolition of a wall at the town hall to-place a 4 x 4 window has been published,
Pursuant to-the lease between the parties, any remodeling must be pursuant 1o the consent of the
Landlord with provisions made that no mechanic liens will be created by said work. Please provide
the pertinent plans to the Road Distiiot Commissioner for his review prior to any construction,
Failure 1o provide such plans will be deemed a breach of the torms of the lease and will be dealt with
gocordingly,

Yours very truly,

ZANCK, COEN Yf WRIGHT, P.C.
. ‘oh /1
Patrick 1. Coen
PDClels

ce:  John M. Nelson
Jack Freund, Grafion Township Road District




us0Q jed Jod - sevfoidws

3y} 0} SIGEXE] JOU B P IOUISY] peoy By} wﬁ,@maoa BIe SULIOPUN B}
12yy Bugess sepiod woy obed pue (payoene 28s) eys) 8y aseb ap
"S}EXE] IS S} 18yl ples ays g seakodwa sy} 10} susogun papiaold
1SIQ] PEOY BU} JBY] SSN0 ] [SUUOSIS N0 Ul SEM Y Jeu} J3Y Plo} 9

‘paxe} aq

1,UDINCA |1 0S 10day UCISIACIY UB(4 91gejun0ody e 1oy aaeb osyy
"sBunsaw sy} soi Buiked jnege Bugssw yiL ) Bov ays

woiy. sanuny ayj say aaeb %1102 wm:mm,q uioy edog peyoty
puB 00 ﬁ ckém ol sieyst sy} jo Ados e sy 1eaib 03 sn pjo) jed

{op &mﬁm B MO IRG BT L pIUING BAn)
{usny 1B 1od-opew sjjed 2uoyd JO IS BU} PBBU JOU $SB0P ayg) "suoyd
UDBE JO 1500 2y Y paysy sauoyd v syl yiam abed e Auo Jsy saeg

(¢844 Op Sy SOCP O JoUAA)
"18peo| ps 1By pio}

{81018G 191G SHJ} YIM LI BUC PBUIN] JBASU BABY 9A4).

19500 paeh jo Adoo sy saeD

"S{HG SUI YIm Uf paLuUr SEM JBY] SHIG JO ISt el uo i ind am uay pio g

O} PEY 9 08 100 ) Bip 03 Juem
LUDID BUS pies 8ys nmmmgmm sem wmﬁ vﬁwﬁ 10 Ad0O 18y BreD

hmvsmmq‘ :

‘gekoldiua yoes 10} UMOD ¥BaIq B PSJUEAA
£ SUI0I ssay) Buueam 37 1M OUM

Y 10} shed Moer 1aye Z-An se dosyohed uo
G Jitm LOdaY UOISIACIH UBld SiQRIUNOTaY CU

"UMOPNESL] g suouyd DeBN

¢ UG S0P oM sem wawdinbs jo a0ad JeyAs

&1oxon pred si susypa

‘1ie0as By} W} 18] 10U PINOo BUS
‘paseyoind SJoM SWBY JBUYM MOUY O] JUBAA

.mcg Jog pred sy mﬁgéam uofERIsuYIORg posN

Uonsan

{(suopun}
up gy
DIEDISISEW

2000w

epeN

ICIBIDRY BI00ATY
Buporiuc) YBLIND
001S00)

uost g

‘uo STt paucysant epuiT IBLL SIE

10T




: i’agu Lof |
" Grafton Road District

From: - ’ bejoy mathew@bnymelion.com

Sent . Monday, January 08, 2012 218 PM
Tor - highwaycom@graftontownship.ug, pooen@zewlaw,com ‘ ,
S 41 . “Gulnaar. Murthy @bnymellon coni: Michael, Herbergerl@bnymelion.com; shannon.straty@bnymetlon.com

 Subject: 010172012 Past due Debt Service for GRAFREOS [BNYLOANS)
Importance: - High
Attachments: GRAFRBOS (BNYLOANS) 01-01-12 DS, puf
Hidenny,
We'venat received furids fo make payment for GRAETON TOWNSHIP ROAD & BRIDGE DEBT CERTIFICATE 2008, I'm

attaching the past due 01/01/2012 invoice of account GRAFRBOS for your convenience. Please let me know the status of the
‘payment as soon as possible. You can respoad to this email,

Note E"jtv’i,:t}wéée is & potential that a bondholder could claim for compensation due to late payment. We will notify you if.
- such clalm is made.

A you h'ave_‘any gquesbons da not hesitate to, contact me.
Thanks ' ' ‘

Bejoy Mathew, Sr. Corporate Trust Administrator » The Bank of New York Mellon Trust Company, N. A.
Global Corporate Trust - 2001 Bryan Street, Bryan Tower 11th Floor, Dallas TX 75201 «
Tl 214.468.5029 - Fax 214,468.6327 - beioy.mathew@bnymellon.com

Fhe information contained in this e-mail, and-any atachment, is confidential and is intended solely for the use of the
intended recipient, Access. copying or re-use of the e-mail or any attachment, or any information containe therein, by
uny-otlier person is not authorized. If you are not the § ntended recipient please return the e-mail to the sender and delete
it from your computer, Although we attempt to sweep e-mail and attachments for viruses, we do not-guarante that
cither are virus-free and aceept no lability for any damage sustained as a result of viruses.

Please vefer to http//disclaimer. bnymellon.com/eu,hih for certain disclosures relating to European legal entities.

1122012




Grafton Township

Forensic Investigation

Random Check Verification

I

|

!

|
i

Process: | [ I i
Pick 4 Months In the years 2010, 2011 and 2012. Randomly choose 4 Checks {Non Payroll Checks) for each month
h and compare the cancelled check against the payee and amount in quickbooks.
Date Payee Amount
Date Payee Amount Cleared Matches Matches Notes
2010
February
19000 2/11/2010}Karen B. Tock 245.00 2/17/2010}Y Y
19004| 2/17/2010{Tyler Press, inc. 145.65 2/22/2010|Y Y
19022 2/17/2010{CIT Technology Fin Services 312,78 2/18/2010|Y Y
19024 2/17/2010|Cardunal Office Supply 1,342.08 2/18/20101Y Y
June
19248| 6/23/2010|Crystal Lake Associates 250.00 7/1/2010{Y Y
19251| 6/28/2010|Ziegler's Ace Hardware 2.29 6/30/2010|Y Y
19252| 6/28/2010|Township Officials of lilinois 160.00 7/12/2010{Y Y
Debit; 6/21/2010|Bank Service Charge 44,99 6/21/2010}Y N Cleared at 45.00. Pass as insignificnt
August
19355 8/4/2010{Com ED 300.00 8/9/2010|Y Y
19375| 8/18/2010iCash 140.00 8/31/2010|Y \ Signed by Moore counter signed by Trudy Jurs
19380 8/18/2010{Conserv FS 698.71 8/23/2010|Y Y
19398] 8/18/2010|Richard Kaszniak 24,07 9/9/2010}Y Y No endorsement
November
19564| 11/16/2010{AT&T 480.38 | 11/29/2010|Y Y
19571| 11/16/2010{Wright Express FSC 73.53 | 11/26/2010iN Y Made out to Fleet Fueling (this is Wright Express)
19599| 11/23/2010{US Post Office 88.00 | 11/26/2010}Y Y
19601 11/23/2010|Key Equipment Finance 870.83 | 11/29/2010(Y Y
2011
April
19842| 4/14/2011|Com Ed 400,00 4/18/2011{Y Y
19871| 4/18/2011|William Hammerand 560.00 4/26/2011|Y Y Made Payable to "Hammerand"
19881| 4/18/2011|Alarm Detection Systems 179.73 4/21/2011|Y Y
19877| 4/18/2011|Cash 100.00 4/20/2011]Y Y Endorsed by Trudy Jurs
July
20029| 7/13/2011|State Disbursement Unit 404.00 7/19/20111Y Y
20037! 7/16/2011{Cardinul Office Supplies 571.99 7/22/2011}Y Y
20060;  7/16/2011{Printing &then some 93.54 7/26/2011]Y Y
20065, 7/16/2011}Linda { Moore 15.00 7/18/2011|Y Y
September
20118 9/6/2011|State Disbursement Unit 404.00 9/9/2011]Y Y
20126 9/12/2011|Copley Roofing ' 275.00 9/20/2011}Y Y
20145| 9/12/2011|Tiger Direct, Inc. 329.87 9/21/20111Y Y
20147 9/12/2011|Uline Shipping Supplies 76.74 9/14/2011]Y Y
December -
20267| 12/9/2011Ali Star Towing & Transport 190.00 | 12/16/2011|Y Y
202821 12/9/2011{Quill Corporation 60.02 | 12/19/2011lY Y
20286| 12/9/2011|Wright Express FSC 420.23 | 12/14/2011iN A Payee is Fleet Sevices which is Wright Express
20287| 12/9/2011 |Zieglers Ace Hardware 13.98 | 12/13/20111Y Y
2012 N
January
20330| 1/18/2012]Carrot Top Industries 204.02 1/25/2012|Y Y
20346] 1/18/2012|Stakey Laboratories, inc. 56.49 1/25/2012Y Y
20352] 1/18/2012{Wuich Mechanical Services 638.00 1/26/20121Y Y
20343; 1/18/2012Office Max Incorporated 111.82 1/23/20121Y Y
March
20414 3/12/2012|Interact Business Products 119.92 3/14/2012|Y Y
20417| 3/12/2012|0'Conner Electric, Inc. 125.00 3/20/2012|Y Y
20422| 3/12/2012|Verizon Wireless 38.10 3/19/2012|Y Y
20433/  3/29/2012|Grafton Township Town Fund 90.00 3/30/2012|Y Y
July
20563| 7/13/2012|Cardunal Office Supply 766.98 7/16/2012Y Y
20568| 7/13/2012{Huntley Autotive Repair 31.45 7/18/20121Y \
20574| 7/13/2012|Midwest Coach Builders 120.00 7/19/2012}Y Y
20583;  7/13/2012Hlinois Property Assessment Inst 640.00 7/20/2012{Y Y
October
20669| 10/14/2012|Zieglers Ace Hardware 8.99 | 10/23/2012|Y Y
20674| 10/14/2012|Ruperto Herrera 1,800.00 | 10/26/2012}Y Y
20682| 10/14/2012|Cash 110.95 | 11/28/2012{Y Y Endorsed by Trudy jurs
20685| 10/14/2012|Beaver Shredding, inc. 405.00 | 10/19/2012{Y Y




EGULAR BOARD MEETING MINUTES
‘ﬁmh 14,2018

GRAFTON TOWNSHIP

1. Call to Order
Supervisor Moore called the meeting to order at 7:30 pom.

2. Roll Call
Present:  Supervisor Moore, Trustees MrMahon, Zirk, Murphy, Clerk Ford, Road
District Commissioner Freund, Assessor Ottley, Road District Attorney Pat Coen,

Absent-Trustee LaPorta.

4. Pledge of Alleglance
The Pledge of Allegiance was said.

M&gmvai of Agenda
0 by ‘I*mstee Qﬁm'pixy, mc@néed hy ?‘m to

’X*rnstma Zirle, ﬁ&mhy
Supewisar Moore, Trustee MnMahcn
» Tmsm& LaPorta

&, Regular Business
A, Audit and Payment of Bills
!sstai:ian by Trustee Zirk, seconded by Trustee ﬁ&umky, to pay the Road District
19 per suﬁmitteﬁ By the Road Cammissianer‘ {WBI’? I}

ioner's ?ay’* be mﬁuﬁeﬁ {FX
se Zitk, seconded by Truste

Motion by Trustee Zirk, seconded by Trustee Murphy, to pay the Foad District
“Sehedule of Payment fer 28% of Qommi&s;oner’s Pay bﬁarch 14, 2013 thra May

28, 20137

totion by Trustee Zirk, seconded by Trustee Murphy, nmend the motion to p
Road District “Schedule of Payment for 25% of Commissioner’s ]
ok 18, 2013 thru May 28, 2013,

E8: Trostess 2irk, Burphy, MeMahon, Supervisor Moore

Y8 Nong

BT Trustee LaPorta




‘;{teep% changmg'fmm month 20 mgmth Supervisor Mmm dzqi mt Imm&f ami &
would look inte it

Supemmr M{}am aaked ilw Trustees o nga dz; {:ﬁ,tmn on repamng the bus

1 € ' .
$88.00, %upammr M e said it was used to r Job oppo
‘Prustee Murphy stated that all of that information i 5
subiseription should not be renewed. '

Motion by Trustee Zirk, seconded by Trustee Murphy, to amend the motion to
ﬁm Tewu Fund hiﬁs ami the bills aubmitta& ky the Agsessor 5 oﬁ'irm, '

B Approvel of Minutes ,
1. Minutes of Pebruary 14, 2013 Rﬁgular Township ﬁnard
2. Mimutes of February 20, 2013 Special Township Boar
Motion by Trustee Murphy, seconded by Trustee Zirk, to approve the Minutes af
ey 14, 2018 Regular Township Board Meeting and the Minutes of February
3 Special Township Board Mesting,

Trastees Murphy, Zirk, McMahon
&amw&s&r Moore

Aﬁ BT Trustee LaPorta
MOTION PASSED.

font Assessor Ottley stated that there was a5
Trustes Murphy, seconded by Trus
1751 0 1899 for Jensen T
. All ymsent vote AYE. MOTION PASSED.

& ltem error at the last meeting. ’
o gurrect an error aad
43037,

&, Fublic Comment/ Board Members Besponse to Pulidic Commaent
}:391} Kuns

g Old Business

A, Discussion and potential action on status of BCS farﬁ;mm zmdxi

payment of Forensicon bill.

Trustee Zirk reported that they were in court earliey tm:iay but there was no action
taken. Trustee Murphy asked if the unpaid portion and legal fees of the Forensicon hill
had been paid. Supervisor Moore said that it had all been paid,

B, Discussion and potential action on Gralton Township’s fin&i p&yment tes
Grafton Township Road District, per the Intergovernmental Agreement,
Trugtee MceMahon read an opinion by Attorney Rab Bush to Rob LaPorta regarding this

ent. (EXHIBIT IV}, Trustee McMahon said be personally was never in favor of
making the final payment at this time and that the next administration should handle it.
Bupervisor Moore distributed an Account Register. (EXHIBIT V)

2




Motion by Trustes Mmky, seconded by Tmatee Zirk, to table Itemn 78 until the
s'easit: anditis sompleted.

| ’i*ruatse&s Murphy, Zirk, MeMahon

None
m supmvism Mﬁaw

35 Food ?&ntzfsr Lina Ztam.
13 ,Supamsor Moore amé the funﬁi‘s were never p}acezi in Gﬁz ‘i‘msm

:ahcm imd sazgi ,he,f axpiamad a,ﬁ th A%
ds from Sun City Neighborhood 12 that di

ot beiongﬁb the T

Trustees Murphy, MeMehon

Bupervigor Moore

W: Trustee Zirk {she is on the Board of the Grafton Food Pantry)
Trustee LuPorta '

FAILED.
15 Discussion and potential action on confirmation of reversal of funds as
‘velated to Supervisor’s Mastercard,

“Discussion: Trustee Murphy said it appears that the funds were reversed.
B Discussion and potential action on Senior Transportation Committes Bus

8pbnmr‘shxp Guidelines; Determination of Line Item.
amie:l by Tros o wge Line Hem 1085

ety

*

#, New Business '
Discussion and potential action on Annual Meeting: 1) Agenda for the

A
2013 Aunnual Mesting; 2} Registration; 3} S8cund system,

ussion: Clerk Pord veported that the Supervisor had still not completed the rental
e sment from District 158 that was sent on 371713, Trustee Zirk will manage
registration. Clerk Ford will post and publish as required by statute; she has confirmed
videographer at the rate of $250.00, as approved at a previous meeting.. Trustee
that no signs were necessary.,

7m&ma Mmizm smaaéed by Trustee Zirk; to direct Super
' ] &gwamam to School District 3

tem, mm‘wpkxmes as well as any other set-up for the 2013 Annual

:ﬁ*mfstfaas Murphy, Zirk, McMahon, Supervisor Moore

08 LaPorta
tong Draft Agemia was reviewed. (BXHIBIT VY

Motian by Trustee ﬁmhy, seconded by Trustes Zirk, to approve the Agends, as
presented In the draft, and modifying the dovament to read: X. New Business/ A.

Motion to sell surplus Township sguipment valusd ot $100 or more.




ill e-mail Clerk Ford any

X}wcussmxx The S oad District and A

ﬁwiii\}' ?A;ﬁ&m}

B, Discussion and potential action on borrowing of funds to pay the
, Township bills,
Motion by Trustee Zirk, seconded by Trustee Murphy, to table agenda item.

pog Birk, Murphy, MoMahon
ervisor Moore
¢ Trustee LaPorta
i ﬁm PABSED,
o Biscussion and ;}atemzai a{:tmn on Grafton Road District rewmdmg the
’ ;:imt af the bonds. '

?mstees Murphy, Sizk, MoMahon
ﬁuyam%r thm

i?n i)mcussmn and petential adtion on authorizing the Ch
refreshments for election judges for the April 9, 2013 Consolida
. Elgetion.
IHscoussion: Donastlons will be used.
&, Establishment of agenda items for next meeting.
Dionation to Grafton Food Pantry

ees

MG report

0 Assessor/ Absént '
. Road Commissioner- (EXHIBIT VI

10,

secutive Sewsion

cussion and potential action of tems as discussed at Executive Bession,
onmment

vy Trustee Murphy, seconded by Trustee Zick, to adjonrn the meeting.
/Valce Vote/All present voted Aye. MOTION PASSED.

»iiimgetmg adjourned at $:00 p.m

“Grafton Township Clerk




E’XH&&HTQ: Pageo

DO PO# |
ACE 800 Mairit supplies $ 3.99 3
ACE . 811 Maind sipplies $ 447 3
ACE 815 Mamt supplies % 16.99 3
ACE 815 % 500
ACE 817 $ 3.59
ATAT 5 14105
ﬁLUE*{ZR{}SS BLUESHIELD OF 1L _ g $ 2311L%8
BONNELL INDUSTRIES 820 Malint supplies $ 34.44
BOTT'S WELDING gio Maint supplies $ 14289
CHICAGO INTERNATIONAL 808 Maint supplies 2 281
5 ,
OM ED-S R&&’Y LIGHTS L §
808 Fusl $
: 814 Fust 5
9655 C@NS‘&QV F8 816 Fugl 5
8220 6. COMMUNICATIONS 804 Radios for trucks 5
312 O COMMUNICATIONS 818 Maint service $
5952 BRAFTON TWE TOWN FUND-Pay Date 3/7/3 Commissioner's Pay $
3122 HINCKLEY SPRINGS Water ; $
HIVIZING 822 Sign material &
WA DENTA Health Insurance §
6563 ILLINOIS DEPT OF AGRICULTURE  Applicator ticense $
8373 Mi}{: . , Gartiage removal 3
8652 NEXTEL COMM, ‘ - Celt phong service $
” HMICOR GAS o §
NORTH AMERICAN BALY CO BO3 Road salt $
e 603 N $
803 § <
B0B Road salt 5
BOG Road salt 3
808 Road satt ¥
808 Road salt 3
BALT O 806 5
tif;ﬁ.?«é Sﬁéi’f’ co 806 5
] CAN BALT GO 812 ¥
HORTH AMERICAN SALT CO 813 Rond it 10
REAL'S TIRE SERVICE ' B8 Maint servics $
THOMSON SURVEYING LTD. . B24 - Property survey $
TWP HIGHWAY COMM OF 1L - 2013 Duyes 3
- DTTER AND ASSOCIATES Enqmamg service §
:z TER AND ASSOCIATES Snginsering $ 43783
( COEN & WRIGHT gral servic 3
&8 ZANGK, COEN & WRIGHT Lé(}a a&rv&m&;&g&ﬁm &
§ &

NOT been paid from last month thal was APPROVED on 7412112
GHWAY CONM OF 1L"see note™ - Bununer seminer
Total of UNPAID bills

preal

if you have any gquestions, please ¢all me at the office and come in and ses me,

7H912042

B P

.3

mstm& uf $210.00,




With my signature below, | hereby approve of the invoices listed on the following
pages being submitied for payment.

=t

aﬁé‘m&gﬁmmp Trifstee

g fafier% Fewmth Highway Commissioner




|Meeting Date 3714/2013  Grafton Township Road District Vouchers for February

H
i
f

: Budget Line Item - $ Amount

6111 - R&B Maint Supply - Building 22.99

6113 - R&B Maint Supply - Vehicles -

16552 - R&B Telephone

vield of IL 9451 - PHR Health / Life Tnsurance

6112 - R&B Maint Supply - Equipment

ruck Service 6113 - R&B Maint Supply - Vehicles

ional Trucks 6113 - R&B Maint Supply - Vehicles

Com Ed 16371 - R&R Utilities

Com Ed - Street Lights 19519 - PHR Street Lights

Consery F& 19655 - PHR Fuel & Ol

&, ﬁammumm?sws 16312 - R&AB Maint Service - Equipment

, : 16820 - Capital Asset Outlay

é:«:::ngmf; Town Fund-Pay Date 3/7/13 6952 - R&B Intergovernmental Agmt.

Hinckley Spring 6122 - R&B Operating Supplies

Hi-Viz Tne. 9520 - PHR Road Sign & Materials

Humana Dental Insurance 19451 - PHR Health / Life Insurance

Tltinois Dept of i%gz*iw%tum ' 6563 - RAB Training & Education

MBC Environmental Servi 6373 - RAB Garbage Disposal

Nexctel Communications 5552 - RAB Telephone:

'N;car é‘:zas | 16371 - RAB Utilities

North Americon Salt Co, 9656 - PHR Salt, Calcium, Tee Control

Beal's Tire Service 6312 - R&B Maint Service - Equipment

Thomson Surveying L1d, 16311 -~ R&B Maint Service - Building

Township Highway Cotmm of IL ‘ 6561 - R&B Dues & Subscription

Trotter and Associates, Inc, 9532 - PHR Engineering Service 4,484

Zanck, Coen, Wright & Saladin, P.C. 6533 - R&B Legal Service 62500

Total - $59,792.23

This bill hos MOT been paid from lust month that was ap roved on 7/12/12 '

Township Highway Comm of IL*** 6562 - R&B Travel & Meeting Expense $ 40.00
% 5? 832.23

“#% This was approved to be paid by the Board of Trustees at the July 12", 2012 regular

nonthly Zsﬁarﬁi 'mwﬁng Prut the Supervisor refused to pay for this portion of the conference

’ gl i for $170.00 uls,tm{} of 5210.00.

Yendor

21660 4/172013
2000  4/30/2013

210.00 S,fzmms
180000  4/4/2013
3500 3/30/2013

3/8/2013
3/2/2013




Schedule of payments for 25% of Commissioners pay
5% of Highway Commissioners salary s $17,755.44 for 2012-2013

Approving on 3/14/13 for Pay Date of 3/7/13

Approving on 3/18/13 for Pay Date of 3/21/13

Approving on 4/1/13 for Pay Date of 4/4/13

' Approving on 4/15/13 for Pay Date of 4/18/13
" Approving on 4/29/13 for Pay Date of 5/2/13

Approving on 5/13/13 for Pay Date of 5/16/13

L Approving on 5/28/13 for Pay Date of 5/30/13




162 SERVICE | 15> B4T 669 9256

:if

) Tom Peck Ford
71665-6060 f’ Fax (847) 515-2682
o 29,925
Crafton Township Estimate .
N | L Parts Labor

t
3 F

both batteries ' 193.52 12500 31

gnostic for codes | 290.70 290.70

Parts and Labor 609.22

; iﬁjfvgctor PR Valve Faulty 212.86
593.28
9.48
qust ;:;spa bolts and nuts P 2812
d fike 56.52
2372
4.22
87210

TOTAL ‘ 2,409.52
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Bubisch FW: repayment of road dist loan corr

March 14, 2013
Township Trust
Grafton Township
10109 Vine Street
Huntley, 11, 60142
Re:  Repayment of Road District Loan
Dear Township Trustees:

As you are aware, the electors at the annual town meeting made a motion at the last arzmmi town meeting
directing the Township to repay the loan that the Township has received from the Road District. The Township
Trustees would like to comply with this directive, but they lack adequate information about the Township’s '
current financial position to know whether the Township is in the position to do 50. You have asked our
opinion shout how to handle this situation.

First, we did not participate in the annual town meeting last year, so it is not clear what type of motion the
electors made. The electors do not have the power to direct the Township Board how fo perform its auditing
function or whether or not to pay invoices or loans. However, it is possible that the electors took some af:tmn

; r power; because we do notknow what the motion was that the electors made, we can it
mething that was within the electors power to do or whether the Township Board |
rection. Regardless, vou have indicated to us that you would like to follow the dzm{:
her their action was authorized or not

"i hm, are aiieg&tmm ﬁm {iw Tt;;xm&th ia::ks sufizmu}t ﬁmcis m mc:{,t ﬁ:s day»m»{my s@em. 18,
statutory function is as auditors of the Township’s finances. It would be inappropriate to rc;my "
knowing whether the Township has sufficient funds to do 50 or whether the Township has sufficient o
funds at all. The Township is in the middle of a forensic audit, which the court has held to be appropris
authorized by the Township Board. That will be completed within a few months. At that fime, the T
Board will have greater knowledge of the Township’s financial condition. As such, 1 recommer
1o action towards the repayment of the loan until the Township Board has received the results of ¢
audit.

Please do not hesitate to contact us should you have further questions regarding this.
Very truly yours,

Robert K. Bush




Robert K, Bush, Partner

The informatinn contained it this communicatin iz canfidential, may b siomey-sient privileged, may soretitute privileged information; snd iz
the addresses, 1 the proerty ol Ancel Glink, Diamong, Bush, BEIsonE & Sratheler, B0, Unsuthinized uss, disdogure or popyirig £ thi m"
tharsol B sty pribited snd may b vl awmi o have reeive festion Iy ervor; please da mi read it and notify ws Tnureils
Soustitantaldinkcom. Vs migy wsi vou o destroy Bt communisation el Wit ma;nm Yrereof, Wncluding o ttachments,

E .} s of

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - wwwavg.com »
Version: 10.0.1430 / Virus Database: 2641/5672 - Release Date: §3/13/13




gﬁé%%i’%ﬁ{‘i”
Account Register Printable View ~ ' (Q {3

Busitioss Tierat Shogking - * 3073
AcCount Humhars . Show Accaung Hursber
Zatonnt Nirber: S 0Ty Gucrerd Batandey $3012 96800
Statecimor Nawio(s) GRAZTON TOWNSsP Open Dates 0HQUHBBY
Statement Narmels b BUPERVISOR LIND MOGRE
La%s Busioesy Day Balgnes; 3204.9068.00
4 Py Float $1.408.31
For Sars Bays Prarr 500
: s Btatus - Nisinal
Abaiabte Bipce: $20708500 »
B OF plaroy 13 303 v PR EDT
Holder 300
.iﬁam 'fréhs&cﬁan o ..éé\;;i{iﬁtiar}-Pnys& Cmegbry-mvemc v St.ﬁms, Qablit {4 Crodit {55
Ko Pongling Transactions
v
£
Teansecions pusied betwoan D22AI2013 and 03122013
fHat Fransactan SosnriptionPayer Cm’:;fff ;ﬁfﬁm b Olsit -} Cregit {+} Batanes
."?’3312‘?'13’ Euposit TELLER LEPOSIT Unoatagodzed o FRROHe §234,107.50
Etfzmwzms Uhogk 20823 REGULAR CHESK Uncategorized o sl $233,994.70
».ﬁmsmmcma prav:izic3 REGULAR CHELK Ursalegotized T $232,853.02
{OI1R2013 Chick 20910 REGULARCMEGK  Uncolpedzsd o 4136150 $232,200.52
[OVOHIN Chotk 20335 REGULARCHEGK  Uncategarzed o gyaa00 STAEIATEE
REGULAR GHECK  Untatogoreed o s147006 3430 568 48
, ACH DEIT non Ancslagorizes )
Db 35007031 INTUIY PAYROLL & o4 $111.80 -~ B230,557 88
QUICKBOOKS '
b ADH TEST SO0 Lincabsgonzed . ]
TR RomOIL & A A 75 $208,087.33
i BB A
! : focs v o PR ITRE2
O L ACH Wikl ACH DERIT £CD Unwatogorized ’
Dbl BAOHTART  BTLIT PAYRGLL & of $20.93 203,767 6%
THACKBGORS
G204 3 Dinposil TELLER DEPQSIT Unratagodzed $00.00 §301 858,60
HORHPO8S Daposlt TELLER DEPOSIT heategrriznd $1,108.31  $302.565.00
% :
Frgpeaction Sane Lagemt
* i g ® # g2 B padiy 5 @
Postad  Scheduled  Progress Probmn Racorded  Redooefieg Faconied regongiieg  Voig

Town Fundl CheclCing.




Account Register Printable View

Non Proit intarest SR - Poriry

s Showe Reoouid Mimbor

JEL0uRE Naiber: ey rg Gurrent Batancs: $4500.27
Bratemont Racm{sl, GRAFTON TOANGHIE G Date Y208
Statenrent Noneis) GENERAL ASZISTANCE

Last Basiress fay Balasive: $3.500.0%
1 Ouy Flaat 300
#ar Bore Bays Float; 500
Actiount Binhus: Moarmat
Available Balgoe: 3150022

Ay OF H§3 PUIS D243 PG
; . ) Halds!
 Transacitng periding
Bate Trausgution Description-Payes Tategory-stems  Swtng Owblt -y Grodit{r

Ao Peading Tean wc:%imis

Balaond]

3 »/ 500 $4,500,22
REGULAR cHEK Tvumi'égcr%:mﬁ o 5;@,@ 451833
(33:‘6512013 Chetk 1163 REGULAR CHECK Ureategotized v 1500 $4,533.92
H 030208 Ohenk 3IB2  REDULAR SHECK Uneatagorizad W $80.G0 $4.548.22
5?02&8%20?3 e OD INTEREST PAID  Unoategorized & £.43 $4.878.22
Traeseshon Status Lagand: )

e e 2 ® o B pamairy m ®

Fosted. - Schaduled Prograss Proddem Resosdsd Pecondied Beconcied Unmsaoneiad Vil

G en Wmi !; 5515 tanea C,f». xmviﬁf‘ Mg}w




Account Register Printable View

Poblic Funds Boney Maskel - 3326

Ancaiod Number
Ltatamant Kammis)h
BliteTaant Homeliy

Lael Boniness Day Baludoe:
¥ D.a'y Floay

2 of More Dy Flast
Ascoint Satus

© naEn Dats!

Aualiabie Balaning

Ay Of

Acxount Kumber:  $howr Acnount Number

Rl "2 »§ 29
SRAFTON TOWNEHIP

$157.1334%
S0

RoG

Norm)

TaHEG O

FI5T IRV AL

Ktarch 13, ¥D1A 02:18 P iy

Halds:

Gurrent Halgnce:
Interest Rate:

Hceaged dorest BT
fivipcest Pal YT
yaterest Paid Prior Year

Frowsgotions pendiog

Date Framsaction Denaription Payee Statys Darbiit (-} Craniit {#}
No Paading Traasactions
Transactivns posted betwnen G22MRTTY sod SIIIULY

Quts. Frepsacton

Balance

’s;mi.ytiérs-;’ayw Category-Henn Status Dehlt {3 ﬁmﬁii{#} .
CREVENR Mntersn TR WTEREST PAID  Uncalegodzed S1290 $157,431.4%
Fransarhvn Slalug Legend
o & $% 4 » = S B paiay i @
Postad  Geheduwier  Soasss Provdere Retorded  Reconsilnd Fgconied inesgoiciied  Void

&
$307,381.83
8.400%
3537
$28.07

F173.80

é’ﬁf’!"} é’;?’&i ﬁ‘g;fs}&‘i“& Wy 26

m@nag r mmw~




Account Register

Frintable View

Bis Primse Money Mgkt - “ov 5158

Arouunt Nowker
Biatannn Nymolsl
Statemsit Mamelsy

Last Bonlngss Bay Balnstes
1 Day Float:

2ot Mare Days Float
Actount Status:

Qpea Dats:

Agailable Hatanes:

' £5 08

Aesount Bunber:  Show Accouat Homber -

FACH. wl-é ‘}‘ 5‘8

GRAFTON TUVNEHIF ROAD DS TRINT
BAONEY BARKET GRART B0 73
FILBOE B

300

500

Mgl

IO

SIIB L2083

Barch 13 BN 02T B COY

Holds: 280
Larrsot Balance; 51802583
tntsepst Ratey £3,3100%
Actrund Interest MTD: 34,71
tarest Feid Y10 $20.21
toterent Paid Prior Year: $5.52

Transactions pending

o Transaotion Peseription Payes o {’;megm«ﬁ&ama Btotus !}sbf’z;{*; Ctedit (>}
No Pandding Transsaliors
!
| Tramsactions postod hatwees GHZMZNS and 031312015
Lo : R ORI B — . . »
i Date  Transscon Degoriptiva-Payes | Cslagdep-iermy. Btatus Dobit {}  UdodR {+} Bakinre
O ERI201E - dnterest 0D MTEREST FAID  Unsateprized o 5650 125,036 83
Transaction Siabs Laend:
& it = o X ] B pariany L4} @
Fosigd  Sshisdded  Progress Provlem Recwdsd  Respenfed RBeconcied Unrsconsied  Void

?Qﬁ@éﬁ DisHvict mgm &3 W}éxw o




Account Register Printable View

By P Mo niy Mkt - g gy
Holds: $.00

Booount Rumbses  Shovw Account Nunibay
Current Bxlancy: $18.753.53
5%

Acepunt Mumber: 5184
: s GEFTON TSR ROAD IS TRIGT
BAONEY BIARKE T BRANT 3 27 hilerest Bate:
L By , LET o Aestied brlarast BYD;
1 ay Floar £00 i Hlorent Borg V10U S1az
2 ar bigrs Bays Flast S0 Witarest Paig Prios Yesr! $200
KGOt Biotis: Hbema
Cipasy Doty 101272042
Availatie Satance: §38,753.52
As QF faamh 13, 2013 (14 B8 08T
Trangactions pardhig
Hiate Tra ; Descrptivn-Payae Calegory-Morm Slatus Lottt Lreh 4y
Ne Panding Yransactions
Balansos

Deserption Payee Calogorydtema Status  Debit {4} Cradit {3}
W %72 18 783 .52

0226213 ierast 0D INTERESTPAID  Unoategarized
£
£3 .
» Teanssttion Status Legond:
# i o * - e B portiaty s ®
Poged - Sensiuad Pesgress Probietn  Regorled  Reconvited Recomited Wreconeiisd  Void

Q‘M& D;é]t"m;.fi‘” iﬂ{}ﬂgfg[ Mg teed—




Account Register Printable View

Buginesy Vo Chenking - *¥258

Account Kumbes:  $how Account Bumbg:

Acenunt Nuniber: kit ylsts] Cureent Batance: $400.031.23
Swtsment Name(sh GAAFTON TOWMSHIP Cpon Cate:  QAOTR006

Bradentent Samuls ) SUMERVISOR LINDA MOORE
Lant Business Day Batance: 240005134
1 Bay Floal 3.00
2 oF Wove Days Flonts 00
Avsouit $atus. . Matmy
Avaltabie Bulance: 40055123
An OF Nareh 13, 2003 02090 PRECOT
Mokds: $.00

Franyagliony peiding

Teanmaciive Dirsctipiion Sayoe Sategory

Mo Pending Triesattions

Transsotion fCeactiption-Payee Cmiﬁ’:ggﬁmmﬁ Qubit {3 Crandis {+) Baiénce
’G&ii?@_iﬁ Daposi TELLER OEPORIT - Uoowlagorized £1,684.78  3400,651.21
BN ACH IR ACH DEBIT COD RE  Uncalegorizsd . , .
) £ pabn s casHTONG. v 52.308.5% $35%,166.43
ACH DEBIY 000 INTUIT Uncatogodzed
PAYROLL S W BT 008 6% $400,372.98
LAFSRBOORS
Transscton Stalus Legend.
] o X 3 - T pariatiy % &
Schedubsd  Progosss Proplews  FHecerded  Reoossiied Heconcisd Lhwgdoncied  Voig

Rend Digtvicr Checking




Account Register Printable View

Pniie Funds Baney Market . ~=3200

Humibers Showw Ateount Nombes

Bistoior Numitios: 42300 Halde: 3.00

atgment Naree{s) GRAFTON TOWNSHIE Current Batence: 55041174
Sthtement Names): ierest Bt 2.300%
East Buginisy Doy Batinee: $3505811.74 Acyrust Jaterest BT 31185
1 Doy Flpat: $00 tnterest Pald frin B8 06
2 o More Days Flual 00 trrast Paid Prior Yoar: 474,18

Fratant Batog: . Narnass
Cpers Date; DULZOTY
Availoble Balonce: $3503811 74
Ag OH: Marcks 13, 2063 0220 PR OOT

Darg Yransagtion Description-Payes Catggury-dlome  Shvus Dabit {4} Cradit 4}
Na Poriging Transacians

ons pasted between DRZAIZOTS S0t NI N20TE
Date Try % ant iz;mb Desctiption-Payes  Category-Mamy Status Dalit {7 Crogdit{+} Baizncs
(022602043 dnterest LAY INTEREST PAID Lintalegurizad 4 $34.58 $380.811.74

‘i‘xwﬁmﬁm $m‘ms Legang:
Wt BR o b B B B paay m o8
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PAG PN
033

101 - {Zﬁﬁmﬁlﬁﬁi &ﬁiﬁ{)iﬂ\ﬂ' Hﬁ&ﬁmﬂ ?’énad &ﬂdiﬂg 031372013

Date Num Nare Cie Amount &aiame
’ X -$3681.50
mmaw ¢ X 4400
24018 20844 X -1 478,08
e ‘ X 2147038
Sfﬁfzm;& X -114.80
: 20848 b 4 :
debit, X
bCEET RO TR QuickBotks Payrstl,.. X
Totai Chiscks and Paymaents <31 B95.33
Deposits and Credits - 7 items
Check 5192011 19846 X 0.00
Cherck PIRIZ2 20718 ATRT X .00
Cherk 201412013 20814 BETTY ZIRK. X 0.60
Lheik 21472043 20812 Graflon Township R... X D00
Bayeheck 12 Kaszniak 0 Richar,. X 4.00
Daposit 311202013 X 99.00
Beposit 201 X 1,108.31
“Total Deposits and Credits 1,207.31 1 20?.3$
Total Cleared Transactions -30,688.02 -30,688.02
Clewed Balance Dukst ;Q»h <30,688.02 20280500
Uncleatid T , MUTSTeneing
BleP012 2052 MeHany County C... ~288.00 :
] e 12202012 debrt ATEY -240.48 55
8 sz Lhagk 1204012012 INTERNAL REVEN... ~188.50 ~?‘¥2 48
£l Bt sk R03 dghit MasterCard Supervi... -2,575.89 “3988.37
203 20808 LaPorta, Rab -82.35 -3,480.72
2EN3 826 Bvang, Marshall & ... -7 54800 1102572
2B2613 20833 MoHerry Catty {3, F8.00 -1 .1{31 22
Nt R 20881 STATE DISBURSE.., ~346.15 7
I3 20848 Oifley, William T «1,920.26 3,3
kiririaek 20855 Butke, James £ =1 4102 44 ?6&15
IS 850 Ford, Harriet ~341,67 “$8,110.82
I3 20852 Zitk, Betly ~180.68 -15,281.48
(HI013 20883 Murphy, Barbara 17874 ~18,470:22
A0S 20854 McMahon, Gerald 174,70
WH2013 1185 Hiinois Btate Polics ~18.40
JIDI3 20887 Farensicon, Inc, -8,548.68
JI2013 20856  Drian Johinson ~130.00
JH208 20858 Zirk, Hatly 450
‘Fatat Checks and Payments -2E 348,10
Total Uneleared Transactiong 22,3450

Begistar Balanca m of 03132013

Ending Balance

-B3,a3.42

Page 1




101 - CHECKIN

Baglaning Batance
Clearsd Transactiong
Checks and Pavmérts - § itors
Daposits and Crédite - ¥ floms

Totad Cleared Transactions
Cleared Balance

Unclaared Transactions
Cheoks and Paymants - 19 Retns

Register Balanre 88 of D3132013
Brating Balance

RIS,

fing 0311312013

aricd E

Mar 13,13
233,853.02

31,805.33
AT

202,965.00

SAANAAASANS SN i s

22,3510

180,648.90
1680,619.90

Page
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PUBLIC NOTICE
2013 ANNUAL TOWN MEETING

A " ,Ne matwns fer M{}&erazm

B, Close of Nominations for Moderator
. Election of Moderator

D Mz}dmﬁat 8 Qath of Office -

E Signing of Moderator's Oath

Adoption of Robert’s Rules of Order as the sole rules of Grafton Township with
no amendments for the 2013 Annual Town Meeting,

Approval of the Minutes of the April 10, 2012 Annual Town Meeting.

Presentation of Anvual Township Financial Reports

A Presentation of Supervisor’s Annual Financial Report: stcu,ssmn and potential
action to waive the reading.

B.  Presentation of Highway Commissioner’s Annual Financial Report: Discussion

and potential action to waive the reading.

Old Business :

New Business RE

A, Motion to sell surplus Iz}wnshx;z equipment valued at 3100 or 1B

B. Motion 1o set Annual Town Meeting for Tuesday, April 8, 2014 at
700 pam.

Public Comment

Ad;zmmment ,

Dated and posted by {,xraﬁon Township Clerk
Harriet Ford this ™ day of April, 2013.

Harriet Ford




é%%& BT

Road District of Grafton Township
Jack Freund, Highway Commissioner
10109 Vine Streel, Unit A
Huntley, 1L, 60142
Phone &4?»669
Fax 847-659-1075

HIGHWAY COMD

February 2013

~There were no Special Maving permits.
-TOWNSHIP HIGHWAY COMM OF 1L bill for $40.00 was not paid that was
approved to be paid at the July 12, 2012 meeting (8 months ago).

- 1 have not received wpzes of the BANK STATEMENTS for all 4 of the RDAD
DIST accounts for the month of FEBRUARY 2013,

“Reports — 8till have not received any sinee August 2011,

ifyou have questions, please give me a call at the office and come in and see me,




shy, to elest

ess ﬁﬁy& fﬁt mila ] for the 2611 ‘2‘67; raining.
stees Murphy, LaPorta, MoeMahon

wé‘:ﬁm&ness

isnte payment of zmy 2 4




Boh i{uﬁzwv At the 3/14/13 Regular Township Board Meeting; the Supervigor reported she had
paid additional funds owed 10 Mremmeﬁ What Line ltem did the fees originate?

Exsoutive Session, if mquimgi

Adjournment

Township Clerk




tnternal Investigations ¥ Trade Seceets & Employinent Litigation

1B AD 5
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20 (0). Altered fle rifes and
destruction software tonls,







Bill: 1.8, Post Office Uine er
Amount:  $48.00 Due Date:  2/25/2013
Aging: 15 Days

Board Decision:




oo LHATOD LOWRSIID DUpLrviseg




April 10,2012...

Please attend BOTH th

HUNTLE‘{ XL 69142*?&8?

g

| Superyisor Linda Moore:
Wel
Eert
Gat
' ﬁfﬁ

“Linda Moore, S&p&m&s;\
3 B P €. Box 37 ]
Mattoney Gounin 1, Huntley, 1L 60142

A,

m
By
?m




Review of the G.A. February Bank Statement shows:

G.A Check: #1158

Dated: 02/15/2013
Arnotint S48.00

Payvableto: LS. Postal Services
Purpose; £.0. Box 37

Note: Check cleared bank on 2/19/2013




GRAFTON TOWNSHIP

1122.PM
06121113 Audit Trail
’ Entered/Last Modified March 10 - 16, 2013
Num Entered/Last Modified Last modified by State Date Name Wemo Account Split Amount
i
Bil I .
03/12/2013 08:37:58 Admin Latest 3/1212013 Grafton Township R... 210 - ACCOUNTS P, TOWHRFUND ... -1,850.00
. . Grafton Township R... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 ACCOU... 1,850.00
Bilt
03/12/2013.08:38:22 Admin Latest 3/12/2013 JACK FREUND 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  TOWN FUND .. -325.00
< s JACK FREUND TOWN FUND EXPE... 210- ACCOU... 325.00
i
Bill i . )
03/12/2013:08:39:03 Adrmin Latest 311212013 ANCEL,GLINK,DIAM... 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWNFUND ... -8,647.71
ANCEL,GLINK DIAM... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210-ACCOU... 8,647.71
Bill |
03/1212013 10:17:48 Admin Latest 311202013 JDI Auto Se... 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWN FUND ... -15.07
- JDM Auto Se... shuttlerightr.. TOWNFUNDEXPE.. 210 ACCOU... 15.07
03#12/2013 08:40:32 Admiry Prior 312/2013 JDM Auto Sservice, L. 210 - ACCOUNTS P..  TOWNFUND ... -16.07
JDM Auto Sservice, |... shuttle rightr...  TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 15.07
Bilt
03/12/2013 08:42:09 Admin Latest 311212013 Alarm Detection Syst...  Apr-Jun 210 - ACCOUNTS P.. TOWNFUND .. -184.86
i . Alarm Detection Syst...  Apr-Jun TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 ACCOU... 184.86
Bill
03/12/2013 08:42:31 Admin tatest 31212013 Ottosen Britz Kelly C... Dec.2012 210 - ACCOUNTS P.. TOWNFUND ... ~494.00
: : Qttosen Briiz Kelly C... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 494.00
Bil T
03/12/2013j08:¢3:22 Admin Latest 371212013 Wright Express FSC 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  TOWNFUND ... -6513.81
’ ) ) Wright Express FSC TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 ACCOU... 513.81
Bill i
03/12/2013 08:44:01 Admin { atest 31212013 ZIEGLER'S ACE HA... 210 - ACCOUNTS P.. TOWNFUND ... -17.98
: ZIEGLER'S ACE HA...  supervisor TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 17.98
Bill .
03/12/2013'09:08:23 Admin Latest 3/12/2013 ice Mountain Water 210 - ACCOUNTS P.,. TOWNFUND ., 9.45
ice Mountain Water TOWN FUND EXPE.. 210 ACCOU... 9.45
Bilt . .
03/12/2013 09:09:51 Admin Latest 3/122013 CONSERV FS 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  TOWN FUND ... -92.48
: : CONSERV FS TOWM FUND EXPE... 210 ACCOUL.. 92.48
Bilt I .
03/12/2013:09:10:25 -Admin Latest 311212013 U.8. Bank Equipmen... 210 - ACCOUNTS P..  TOWN FUND ... -104.57
U.8. Bank Equipmen... copier pym TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 104.57
Bill .
03/12/2013 09:11:00 Admin Latest 31212013 BLUECROSS BLUE... 886203 210 - ACCOUNTS P.. TOWNFUND ... -4,622.52
' BLUECROSS BLUE... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU.. 4,622.52
Bill ’ '
03/12/12013 09:11:31 Admin Latest 31212013 Humana Dental ins, ... 1D 717423-001 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWN FUND .. -433.20
Humana DentalIns. ... 1D 717423001  TOWN FUNDEXPE... 210- ACCOU.. 433.20
Bilt : .
03/12/2013 09:12:06 Admin Latest 31212013 CARDUNAL OFFIC... 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWNFUND .. -7.98
CARDUNAL OFFIC... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 ACCOU... 7.98
Bilf .
03/12/2013 09:13:12 Admin Latest 31212013 COMCAST CABLE 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWNFUND ... -8.00
. COMCAST CABLE TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 8.00
Bill
03/12/2013 09:13:50 Admin Latest 3/12/2013" COMCAST CABLE 210 - ACCOUNTS P... - TOWN FUND ... ~179.49
: COMCAST CABLE TOWN FUND EXPE... 210- ACCOU... 179.49
Bill
03/12/2013 09:16:36 Admin Latest 311212013 Stan's Office Machin... 210 - ACCOUNTS P.. TOWN FUND ... -231.25
Stan’s Office Machin... TOWN FUND EXPE.. 210 ACCOU... 231.25
Bill
05/07/2013 14:13:31 Admin Delet... .00
03M12/2013 14:33:22 Admin Prior 3/12/2013 lilinois State Police 214 - ACCOUNTS P.. GENERALAS... -16.00
Hiinois State Police GENERAL ASSISTA.. 214 - ACCOU... 16.00
1 Bill Pmt -Check 1168
1158 03/12/2013 10:08:03 Admin Delet... 0.00
1158 0211 5/2613 11:56:58 Admin Prior 21152013 U.8. POST OFFICE 151 - CHECKING-G... 214 - ACCOU... -48.00
U.8. POST OFFICE 214 - ACCOUNTS P... 151 - GHECKL... 48.00
Bill Pmt -Check 1165
1165 05/06/2013 12:06:00 Admin Delet... 0.00
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1166 03/12/2013 14:33:56 Admin Prior 3/7/2018 llinois State Police 101 - CHECKING A... 214 - ACCOU... -16.00
Hlinots State Police 214 - ACCOUNTS P.. 101 CHECKL.. 16.00
Check debit -
debit 03/14/2013 12:34:16 Admin Latest 3/13/2013 Aldi Foods 162 - Townshipof ... GENERAL AS... -321.85
Aldi Foods GENERAL ASSISTA... 152 - Township... 321.65
Deposit
03/12/2013 08:59:18 Admin Latest 3M272013 Deposit 101 - CHECKING A... CORPORATE ... 1,108.31
iL. State Treasurer CORPORATE FUN... 101 CHECKI.. -1,108.31
Deposit : .
03/12/201314:29:33 Admin Latest 3M2/2013 Deposit 101 - CHECKING A... CORPORATE ... 99,00
: g Transportation Fees CORPORATE FUN... 101 - CHECKI.. -88.00
Deposit .
04/01/2013 15:50:38 Admin Latest 3/13/2013 Deposit 152 - Townshipof G... CORPOR... 100,00
CORPORATE... 152 Township... -100.00
03/14/2013 12:36:36 Admin Prior 31372013 BDeposit 152 < Townshipof G... GENERAL AS... 100.00
GENERAL ASSISTA... 162 - Township... -100.00
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Bill
0311212013 10:17:48 Admin Latest 71312011 JDW Auto Se... 210 - ACCOUNTS P, TOWNFUND .. -253.84
JDM Auto Se... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 253.84
01/28/2013 14:20:27 Adminy Prior 774312011 JDM Auto Ss... 210 ACCOUNTS P..  TOWN FUND ... 253,84
JD# Aufo Ss... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 263.84
07413/12011 23:06:55 Admin Prior 711312011 JDM Auto 210 - AGCOUNTS P..  TOWN FUND .., -253.84
JDM Auto TOWN FUND EXPE... 210- ACCOU... 263.84
Bill
0371212013 10:17:48 Admin Latest 81222011 JDM Auto Se... 210 - ACCOUNTS P... -8PLIT- -210.78
JDM Auto Se... 26897 TOWN FUND EXPE.. 210 - ACCOUL. 87.69
JDM Aufo Se,.. 18489 TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACGOU... 30.00
JDMK Auto Se... 388809 TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 92.89
01£28/2013 14:20:27 Admin Prior 9/22/2011 JDM Auto Ss... 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  -SPLIT- 210.78
JDM Auto Ss... 28997 TOWNFUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 87.89
JDM Auto Ss... 18489 TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 30.00
JDM Aufo Ss... 389509 TOWN FURD EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 92.89
08/22/12011 12:38:14 Admin Prior 9/22i2011 JD Auto 210 - AGCOUNTS P... -SPLIT- -210.78
. JDM Auto 28997 TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 87.89
JDM Auto 18489 TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 30.00
JDM Auto 383809 TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 92.85
Bill 92508
92508 0311212013 10:17:48 Admin Latest 111212011 JDM Auto Se... 210- ACCOUNTS P..  TOWNFUND ... -23.98
JDM Auto Se... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 23.98
92508  01/28/2013 14:20:27 Admin Prior 111212011 JDM Auto Ss... 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWN FUND ... 23.98
JD# Auto Ss... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 23.98
92508 1U22120%1 11:22:08 Admin Prior 11722011 JOM Auto 210 - ACCOU... TOWN FUND ... -23.98
JDM Auto TOWNFUND EXPE.. 210 - AC... 23.98
92508 112212011 10:59:41 Admin Prior 11122011 JDM Auto 214 - ACCOUNTSP.. TOWN FU... -23.08
JDM Auto TOWN FUND ... 214-ACCOU.. 23.98
92508 112212011 10:55:28 Admin Prior 11/2i2011 JDM Auto 214 - ACCOUNTS P..  GENERALAS.. -23.98
JDM Auto GENERAL ASSISTA.. 214 - ACCOU... 23.98
Bilt 92505
92505 03/12/2013 10:17:48 Admin Latest 112212011 JDM Auto Se... 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  TOWN FUND . 2799
JDM Auio Se... TOWN FUND EXPE... 21G- ACCOU.. 27.99
92505  01/28/2013 14:20:27 Admin Prior 12212011 JDM Auto Ss... 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  TOWN FUND ... -27.99
JDM Auto Ss... TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - AGCOU... 27.99
92505 11/22/2011 11:21:36 Admin Prior 1112212011 JOK Auto 240 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWN FUND .. -27.89
JDM Auto TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 27.99
Bill 287563
28783 03/12/2013 10:17:48 Admin Latest 21172012 JDM Auto Se... 214 - ACCOUNTS P.. GENERALAS... -41.98
JDIM Auto Se... GENERAL ASSISTA.. 214 - ACCOU... 41.98
28753 01/28/2013 14:20:27 Admin Prior 2112012 JDM Auto 8s... 214 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERALAS... -41.98
JDW Auto Ss... GENERAL ASSISTA.. 214 - ACCOU... 41.98
28753  02/02/2012 12:33:06 Admin Prior 2/1/2012 JDM Auta 214 - ACCOU.,. GENERALAS.. -41.98
JOM Auto GENERAL ASSISTA... 214 - AC... 41.98
287... 02012012 15:29:28 Admin Prior 20112012 JDI Auto 210 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERALAS... -41.98
JDM Auto GENERAL ASSISTA... 210 - ACCOUL. 41.98
02/01/2012 15:28:44 Admin Prior 20112012 JDM Auto 210 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERA... -41.98
JDW Auto GENERAL A... 210 - ACCOU.., 41.98
02/01/2012 13:58:49 Admin Prior 24112012 JD3 Auto 210 - ACCOUNTS P.. TOWRNFUND ... -41.98
JDH Auto TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 41.98
Bili 28998 :
28998 03/12/2013 10:17:48 Admin Latest 4/16/2012 JDM Auto Se... . 210 - ACCOUNTS P..  TOWN FUND ... -87.89
JDNM Aufo Se...  oilchange TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 ACCOU... 87.89
28998 01/28/2013 14:20:27 Admin Prior 4/16/2012 JDM Auto Ss... 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  TOWN FUND ... -87.89
JDM Auto Ss... ol change TOWN FUND EXPE.. 210 - ACCQU... 87.89
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28998  04/30/2012 09:50:08 Admin Prior 4/16/2012 JDM Auto 210 - ACCOQUNTS P...  TOWN FUND _.. -87.89
’ JDM Auto oil change TOWN FUND EXPE.. 210 - ACCOU... 87.89
it 28990 T
28990.  03/12/2013.10:17:48 Admin Latest 411212012 JDM Aufo Se... 214 - ACCOUNTS P..  GENERALAS... -27.99
JDW Auto Se... GENERAL ASSISTA... 214 - ACCOU... 27.99
28990 012812013 14:20:27 Admin Prior 411212012 JDM Auto Ss... 214- ACCOUNTS P.. GENERAL AS... -27.99
. JDI Aufo Ss... GENERAL ASSISTA... 214 - ACCOU... 27.99
28990 04/30/2012;09:51 30 Admin Prior 411212012 JDM Auto 214 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERAL AS.. -27.99
) JDM Auto GENERAL ASSISTA... ~ 214 - ACCOU.. 27.99
H
Bill 19031 :
19031  03/12/201310:17:48 Admin Latest 412512012 JDM Auto Se... 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  TOWN FUND ... 25351
‘ JDM Auto Se... oitline-orings TOWNFUNDEXPE.. 210 ACCOU... 253.51
19031 01/28/2013%14:20:27 Admin Prior 412512012 JDM Aufo Ss... 210 - ACCOURTS P... TOWN FUND ... -253.51
! JDM Auto Ss... oitline-orings TOWNFUND EXPE.. 210 ACCOU... 253.51
19031 M13012012b9:53:17 Admin Priar 4125£2012 JDM Auta 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWN FUND ... -253.51
¢ : JDM Auto oitline - ovings TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 253.51
Bil g
08/12/2013;10:17:48 Admin L atest 9I6l2012 JDM Aufo Se... 214 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERAL AS... -206.79
I JDW Auto Se... GEHNERAL ASSISTA... 214 - ACCOU... 206.79
i .
0112812013514:20:27 Admin Prior 9/6/2012 JDWV! Auto 8s... 214 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERAL AS.. ~206.79
: ’ JDM Aufto Ss... GENERAL ASSISTA.. 214 AGCOU... 206.79
09/66/201269:24:15 Admin Prior 9/6/2012 JDM Auto 214 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERAL AS... -206,79
i ’ JDM Auto GENERAL ASSISTA... 214- ACCOU.. 208.79
Bif
03/12/2013,10:17:48 Admin Latest 9/6/2012 JDHM Auto Se... 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWN FUND ... -79.99
% JDM Aufo Se... busociichange TOWNFUNDEXPE.. 210-ACCOU.. 79.99
01/28/2013 14:20:27 Adsnin Prior 9/6/2012 JDI Auto Ss... 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  TOWNFUND .. -79.99
: JDM Auto Ss... busoilchange  TOWN FUND EXPE.. 210 ACCOU.. 79.99
09/06/2012 09:25:04 Admin Prior 91612012 JDM Auto 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWN FUND ... -79.89
: JDM Auto bus oil change  TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 ACCOU... 79.99
Bill . :
03/12/2013 10:17:48 Admin Latest - 9/6/2012 JDM Auto Se... 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWN FUND ... -17.23
JDM Auto Se... shuttlerightr.. TOWNFUND EXPE.. 210-ACCOU... 17.23
01/28/2013 14:20:27 Adrnin Prior 9/6/2012 JDIM Auto Ss... 210 - ACCOUNTS P...  TOWN FUND ... A47.23
JDM Auto Ss... cshutlerightr.. TOWNFUND EXPE.. 210 ACCOUL. 17.23
09/06/2012 09:26:04 Admin Prior 9/6/2012 JDM Auto 210 - ACCOUNTS P... TOWNFUND .. -17.23
JDM Auto shuttlerightr...  TOWNFUND EXPE... 210- ACCOU.. 17.23
Bilt .
03/12/2013 10:17:48 Admin Latest 14412013 JDM Auto Se... 214 - ACCOUNTS P.. GENERAL AS... -41.99
JDM Auto Se..., GAvanoiich.. GENERALASSISTA.. 214-ACCOU... 41.99
01/28/2013 14:20:27 Admin Prior 1/4/2013 JDIM Auto Ss... 214 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERALAS... -41.99
JDM Auto Ss... GAvanoilch.. GENERALASSISTA.. 214 ACCOU... 41.99
Q1/04/2013 09:06:03 Admin Prior 142013 JOM Auto 214 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERAL AS... ~41.99
JDM Auto GAvanoilch.. GENERAL ASSISTA... 214-ACCOU.. 41.99
Bill 20110
20110 03/1212013 10:17:48 Admin Latest 13172013 JDWM Auto Se... 214 - ACCOUNTS P... GENERAL AS.., ~157.41
JDIV Auto Se... GAvanwinds... GENERAL ASSISTA... 214 - ACCOU... 167.41
20110 01/31/2013 09:39:49 Admin Prior 113112013 JOM Auto Sservice, I... 214 - AGCOUNTS P.. GENERAL AS.. -157.41
JDM Auto Sservice, ... GAvanwinds.. GENERAL ASSISTA... 214 - ACCOU... 167.41
Bill
© 03/12/2013 09:47:47 Admin Latest 212712013 AT&T 210 - ACCOUNTS P... -SPLIT- -131.02
H AT&T TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 88.07
! ATET TOWN FUND EXPE... 210-ACCOU.., 42.95
0212712013 09:08:28 Admin Prior 212712013 AT&T 210 - ACCOUNTS P... -SPLIT- -131.03
ATET TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 88.08
AT&T TOWN FUND EXPE... 210 - ACCOU... 42.95
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