
City of Warrenville 

Timeline for the District 203 Lawsuit  

 
(1) 3-16-05 -- School District files Complaint, Petition for a Temporary Restraining 

Order seeking an Order prohibiting the City from making future distributions of TIF 

funds to other taxing bodies; 

 

(2) 4-8-05 -- City files its first motion to dismiss; 

 

(3) 5-27-05 -- School District, instead of responding to motion to dismiss, files motion 

for leave to file amended complaint; Court grants motion; 

 

(4) 6-24-05 -- City files motion to dismiss first amended complaint; 

 

(5) 10-11-05 -- Court grants motion to dismiss first amended complaint; 

 

(6) 11-9-05 -- School District files first Notice of Appeal regarding Court’s order that 

granted motion to dismiss first amended complaint; 

 
(7) 9-13-06 -- Appellate Court issues its opinion that affirms trial court’s finding on 

laches, but allows for the School District’s Complaint to seek recovery for actions 

that followed the date it initially filed the Complaint (3-16-05), sending case back 

to trial court for further handling; 

 

(8) 12-14-06 -- Back from the Appellate Court, the trial court allows the School District 

to file its Second Amended Complaint on or before 1-10-07; 

 

(9)    2-13-07 -- School District files its Second Amended Complaint; 

 

(10)  3-19-07 -- City files its Motion to Dismiss the Second Amended Complaint; 

 

(11)  8-21-07 -- Trial court grants City’s motion to dismiss the Second Amended 

Complaint; 

 

(12)  2-7-08 -- School District files second Notice of Appeal concerning dismissal of 

Second Amended Complaint; 

 

(13)  5-19-09 -- Appellate Court rules in second appeal, sending case back to trial court 

for further handling; 

 

(14) 11-19-09 -- Back from the Appellate Court for the second time, School District 

granted leave to file its Third Amended Complaint by trial court; 

 

(15)   6-1-10 -- City files motion to dismiss Third Amended Complaint; 



Timeline - Dist 203 Lawsuit 

Page 2 of 2 

 

 

Prepared by Attorney J. Alperin, 11/21/12 

Latest update by J Coakley 12/3/12 

 

(16) 8-31-10 -- Trial Court denies motion to dismiss Third Amended Complaint; also 

holds that the Court would later decide on whether to allow written and oral 

discovery to proceed; 

(17) 10-8-10 -- City files its Answer to the Third Amended Complaint denying 

allegations of improper transfers; 

 

(18) 11-1-10 -- Written discovery commences, resulting in the City having to find and 

produce over 30,000 pages of documents and emails and for school district 

attorneys to spend over a week looking through the same.  

 

(19) 7-21-11 -- At a hearing before the trial judge, School District announces it needs to 

issue additional written discovery to the City.  Over the City’s objection, the Court 

grants the School District’s request to propound additional written discovery, 

ordering that the School District has 90 days (to 10-19-11) to complete written 

discovery; 

 

(20) 10-21-11 -- School District issues additional written discovery to the City; 

 

(21) Spring 2012 -- City responds in full to School District’s second set of written 

discovery; 

 

(22) June 2012 -- School District objects to City’s responses to second set of written 

discovery objections, issues letter challenging objections as required before filing 

motion to compel; 

 

(23) 10-12-12, Attorneys for City and School District hold telephone conference 

regarding objections, and School District withdraws all but three issues on the 

written discovery; 

 

(24) To date, School District fails to bring dispute on three remaining objections of City 

in responding to School District’s written discovery to the trial court; 

 

(25) To date, School District fails to begin any oral discovery; 

 

(26) 11-9-12, School District issues subpoenas for documents to three non-parties, 

namely, the City’s auditor, the City’s retained financial firm that determined how 

much is owed to the developer, and the developer. 

 


