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MADIGAN: FORMER NURSING HOME OWNER
GUILTY OF NEGLECT

Chicago — Attorney General Lisa Madigan announced that Forest Park L.L.C, a company that owned a nursing home known as The
Pavillion of Forest Park, pleaded guilty today to the felony crime of Gross Neglect of a Long Term Care Facility Resident.

Forest Park L.L.C. did business as The Pavillion of Forest Park and was licensed to operate the nursing home. In September 2005, a
Cook County grand jury indicted Forest Park L.L.C., along with Jason Garti, M.D., the former medical director and wound care
physician at the nursing home, with gross neglect of Shirley Massey, who died at the facility in September 2002.

Today, Cook County Circuit Court Judge James Schreier ordered Forest Park L.L.C. to pay a $25,000 fine and $75,000 for the costs
of the investigation and prosecution. Judge Schreier sentenced the company to the maximum sentence of 30 months conditional
discharge for the Class 4 felony conviction. In July 2007, Forest Park L.L.C. sold The Pavillion of Forest Park to an unrelated third
party and, as a result, the company no longer operates the nursing home.

"Nursing homes care for the most vulnerable members of our community. This case demonstrates that when nursing homes neglect
their residents and fail to provide needed care, we will aggressively investigate and, when warranted, bring criminal charges
against the companies that own these facilities, just as we would against an individual," said Attorney General Madigan.

The charges are the result of an investigation by Madigan's Medicaid Fraud Bureau and the Illinois State Police Medicaid Fraud
Control Unit. The victim, Shirley Massey, 48, resided at The Pavillion of Forest Park from May 2002 until her death on September
11, 2002. According to court testimony, Massey was transported by ambulance to the emergency room at Loyola Hospital where it
was discovered that she had a large area of decubitus ulcers, more commonly known as bed sores, on her body and tissue damage
to the bone. Emergency room personnel described the ulcers as the worst case of bed sores they had ever seen.

In pleading guilty, Forest Park, L.L.C. admitted it was responsible when Dr. Garti, as medical director and a senior member of the
facility's management, failed to meet the accepted standard of care by not adequately examining and developing a coherent plan of
care for Ms. Massey's condition.

The case against Dr. Garti is continuing.

Assistant Bureau Chief Frederick Crystal and Assistant Attorney General Joseph Chervin are handling the case for Madigan's
Medicaid Fraud Bureau.
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Attorney No. 99000

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT — CHANCERY DIVISION

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS,
ex. rel.,, LISA MADIGAN, Attorney General of the
State of Illinois, and ex. rel., JESSE WHITE,
Secretary of State of Illinois,

Plaintiff,

No.ﬂSC H43121

\£

WHOLESALE BUYING GROUP INC,, an
Illinois Corporation and CHRISTOPHER SWEIS,
individually, and as President of Wholesale Buying
Group Inc.,

Defendants.
COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE AND OTHER RELIEF
NOW COMES the Plaintiff, PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS ex. rel. LISA

'::’.,O

MADIGAN Attorney General of the State of Illinois, and ex. rel., JESSE WHITE 'Se'cre;g;ry ..‘ﬂ

State of Illinois by LISA MADIGAN, Attorney General of the State of Illln01s and brmgs—:ﬁhxs )
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Corporation and CHRISTOPHER SWEIS, individually, and as President of Wholesal@B@ng
Group Inc., and respectfully states as follows:

I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. This action is brought for and on behalf of THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
ILLINOIS, ex. rel. LISA MADIGAN, Attorney General of the State of Illinois, pursuant to the
provisions of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act (815 ILCS 505/1 et

seq.), and her common law authority as Attorney General to represent the People of the State of




Illinois and THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, ex rel. JESSE WHITE, Secretary of
State of Illinois, by and through LISA MADIGAN, Attorney General of the State of Illinois,
lersuant to the provisions of the Illinois Vehicle Code (625 ILCS 5/5 et seq.).

2. Venue for this action properly lies in Cook County, Illinois, pursuant to sections
2-101 and 2-102(a) of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure (735 ILCS 5/2-101, 735 ILCS 5/2-
102(a)), in that the Defendants are doing business in Cook County, Illinois and Cook County is
the county of residence of Defendant CHRISTOPHER SWEIS.

II. PARTIES

3. - Plaintiff, PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, by LISA MADIGAN,
Attorney General of the State of Illinois, is charged, inter alia, with the enforcement of the
Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act (815 ILCS 505/1 et seq.).

4. Plaintiff, JESSE WHITE, is the duly eleéted Secretary of State of Illinois and is
charged with the duty and authority to administer and enforce the provisions of the Illinois
Vehicle Code. (625 ILCS 5/5 et seq.).

5. WHOLESALE BUYING GROUP INC. is an Illinois Corporation which
incorporated on August 31, 2006. WHOLESALE BUYING GROUP INC.’s principal 'place of
business is 1209 Diane Lane, Elk Grove Village, Illinois 60007.

6. Defendant, CHRISTOPHER SWEIS, is sued individually, and in his capacity as
President of WHOLESALE BUYING GROUP INC.

7. Defendant, CHRISTOPHER SWEIS, formulated, directed, controlled and had
knowledge of the acts and practices of Defendant, WHOLESALE BUYING GROUP INC., and,
at all times relevant hereto, was an officer, director, owner aI_ld/or agent of Defendant

WHOLESALE BUYING GROUP INC.




8. For purposes of fhis Complaint for Injunctive and Other Relief, any references to
the acts and practices of Defendant, WHOLESALE BUYING GROUP INC.., shall mean that
such acts and practices aré Sy and through fhe acts of said corporation’s officers, owners,
directors, employees, or other agents.

9. To adhere to the fiction of separate corporate existence between Defendants,
CHRISTOPHER SWEIS and WHOLESALE BUYING GROUP INC. would serve to sanction
fraud and promote injustice. |

10.  Defendants, CHRISTOPHER SWEIS and WHOLESALE BUYING GROUP
INC. are hereinafter collectively referred to as “Defendants.”

II1. COMMERCE

11. Subsection 1(f) of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act
(815 ILCS 505/1(f)), defines “trade” and “commerce” as follows:
The terms ‘trade’ and ‘commerce’ mean the advertising, offering
for sale, sale or distribution of any services and any property,
tangible or intangible, real, personal, or mixed, and any other
article, commodity, or thing of value wherever situated and shall

include any trade or commerce directly or indirectly affecting the
people of this State.

12. The Defendants, were at all times relevant hereto, engaged in trade and commerce
of advertising, soliciting, offering for sale, selling, and brokering the sale of used and new

automobiles to consumers.

IV. DEFENDANTS COURSE OF CONDUCT

13. The Defendants solicit consumers to purchase automobiles via affiliations with

private corporations and by way of the internet (http://www.wholesalebuyinggroup.net).

14. The Defendants have not obtained a new Illinois vehicle dealer’s license, pursuant




to Section 101 of the Illinois Vehicle Code (625 ILCS 5/5-101).
15, The Defendants have not obtained a used Illinois vehicle dealer’s license,
pursuant to Section 102 of the Illinois Vehicle Code (625 ILCS 5/5-102).
16. The Defendants do not inform consumers that they are not licensed as a new or
used vehicle dealer.
| 17. Defendants’ website states that consumers can save thousands of dollars by
purchasing vehicles “wholesale” from the Defendants. |
18. Consumers initiate contact with the Defendants via telephone or by email.
19. Once communication has been established, the Defendants offer various vehicles
for purchase.
20. The parties reach an agreement on a vehicle and purchase price.
21. Consumers are instructed to mail or electronically wire the agreed upon funds to
the Defendants. |
22, The Defendants use the funds obtained from the consumers to purchase the
agreed upon vehicles and deliver or arrange delivery of the vehicles to the consumers.
23. In some instances, the Defendants solicit business by advertising vehicles for sale

via online classified websites such as: www.autotrader.com.

24.  The Defendants online classified advertisements state or imply an ownership
interest in the vehicles advertised, when in fact, the Defendant have no ownership interest in
vehicles advertised. |

25. On several occasions the Defendants received full payment for a vehicle, failed to
deliver the purchased vehicle, and engaged in one of the following types of behavior:

A. failed to issue a refund;




B. arranged for a comparable vehicle to be delivered to the consumer
approximately 7 weeks after the purchase date and subsequent to the filing
of a consumer complaint with the Office of the Attorney General of the
State of Illinois; '

C. did not issue a full refund until a consurﬁer complaint was filed with the
Office of the Attorney General of the State of Illinois, approximately 10
weeks after the purchase date.

26. More specifically, but not by way of limitation, the following allegations are pled
as illustrations of unlawful business practices of the Defendants and are not meant to be
exhaustive. The Plaintiff has received three comblaints against the Defendants as of the time
this complaint is filed and intends to seek restitution for these complainants, as well as for all
additional consumer complainants lthe Plaintiff discovers:

Donna Capon

27. On or about December 28, 2007, Donna Capon contacted the Defendants seeking
to purchase a vehicle. |

28 Donna Capon had been vacationing in Florida and Texas and sought to purchase a
vehicle to drive to her residence in Thunder Bay, Ontario, Canada.

29. The Defendants sent Ms. Capon pictures of vehicles that were available for
purchase.

30. Ms. Capon choose a 2007 Toyota Sienna and the parties agreed upon a purchase
price of Twenty Four Thousand Three Hundred Fifty Five Dollars and OO/OOO cents
($24,355.00).

31 Ms. Capon was instructed to electronically wire the $24,355 to the Defendants.

32. ° Ms. Capon informed the Defendants that her bank in Canada determined that it

would take approximately one week for the funds to be electronically transferred to Defendants’




bank in the United States.
-33. In light of the possible week delay, the Defendants instructed Ms. Capon to
overnight a $24,355 personal check.

34. On or about January 10, 2008, Ms. Capon overnighted a $24,355 personal check
to the Defendants.

35.  Upon receipt of the personal check, the Defendants contacted Ms. Capon and
informed her that it would take 45 days for Ms. Capon’s personal check to clear.

36.  The Defendants informed Ms. Capon that they could not wait 45 days for the
personal check to clear as they needed the funds to purchase the 2007 Toyota Sienna.

37. The Defendants instructed Ms. Capon to electronically wire the money. The
Defendants informed Ms. Capon that they would destroy Ms. Capon’s personal check, wait one
week for the electronic funds to clear, and then deliver Ms. Capon her 2007 Toyota Sienna.

38. On or about January 12, 2008, Ms. Capon electronically wired the Defendants
$24,355.

| 39. On or about January 18, 2008, Ms. Capon’s $24,355 personal check was
deposited into Defendants’ bank account despite the Defendants having already received the
funds electronically and their promise to destroy Ms. Capon’s personal check.

40.  The Defendants failed to provide Ms. Capon the 2067 Toyota Sienna, despite

receiving $48,710.

41. Ms. Capon contacted the Defendants on many occasions seeking the whereabouts
of her 2007 Toyota Sienna.
42. The Defendants made numerous promises to deliver a 2007 Toyota Sienna to Ms.

Capon, but failed to produce a vehicle.




43, On or about April 3, 2008, Ms. Capon traveled to Elk Grove, Illinois in an
attempt to meet with the Defendants to receive her 2007 Toyota Sienna or obtain a refund.

44. The Defendants again provided Ms. Capon with pictures of a 2007 Toyota Sienna
and promised to purchase and deliver a 2007 Toyota Sienna to Ms. Capon.

45. The Defendants again failed to produce a vehicle to Ms. Capon or provide Ms.
Capon with a refund of monies she paid.

46. Ms.- Capon again contacted the Defendants via email and telephone and was
repeatédly promised a 2007 Sienna. However, each promise was unfulfilled.

47.  Onor about April 21, 2008 Ms. Capon filed a complaint with the Office of the
Attorney General of the State of Illinois.

48.  The Office of the Attorney General of the State of Illinois forwarded Ms. Capon’s
complaint to the Defendants.

49.  On numerous occasions, the Defendants promised the Office of the Attorney
General of the State of Illinois that they would be shipping a 2007 Toyota Sienna to Ms. Capon.

50.  Despite making numerous promises to Ms. Capon and the Office of the Attornéy
General of the State of Illinois, Ms. Capoﬁ has never received a 2007 Toyota Sienna nor a refund
of the monies she has paid to the Defendants.

Alan Cutler

51. On or about March 28, 2008, Alan Cutler, an Illinois resident, contacted the
Defendants seeking to purchase a vehicle.

52. The Defendants provided Mr. Cutler with a list and pictures of vehicles available
for purchase.

53. Mr. Cutler choose a 2007 Audi Quattro and the parties agreed upon a purchase
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price of Twenty Five Thousand Dollars and 00/000 cents ($25,000.00).

54. The Defendants promised the 2007 Audi Quattro would be delivered in S days.

55. On or about March 31, 2008, Mr. Cutler tendered Defendants a Nine Thousand
Dollars and 00/100 cents ($9,000.00) check.

56. On or about March 31, 2008, the Defendants cashed the $9,00Q check.

57. On or about March 31, 2008, Mr. Cutler also tendered Defendant a Sixteen
" Thousand Dollars and 00/100 cents ($16,000.00) check.

58. On or about April 1, 2008, the Defendants cashed the $16,000 check.

59.  Mr. Cutler paid Defendants a total of Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars and 00/100
cents ($25,000).

60.  The Defendants failed to provide Mr. Cutler with a 2007 Audi Quattro, despite
receiving $25,000. |

6. MrC utlef contacted the Defendants on numerous occasions inquiring about the
whereabouts of the 2007 Audi Quattro. The Defendants informed Mr. Cutler that the original
vehicle purchased had a defect, requiring a substitute vehicle to be purchased.

62.  Mr. Cutler agreed to a substitute 2007 Audi Quattro.

63. For over 5 weeks,'Mr. Cutler patiently waited for a substitute vehicle.

64.  During the 5 week period, Mr. Cutler contacted the Défendants on numerous
occasions asking the whereabouts of his replacement 2007 Audi Quattro vehicle. Despite many
promises, no vehicle was provided to Mr. Cutler.

65.  On or about May 9, 2008, Mr. Cutler seht the Defendants a 10-day demand letter
in an att.empt to complete the transaction. |

66.  The Defendants again promised to deliver a substitute Audi Quattro and in the
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interim provided Mr. Cutler with a 2001 Mercedes Benz to hold and use as collateral. The
Defendants provided Mr. Cutler with title to the 2001 Mercedes Benz.

67.  The 2001 Mercedes Benz given to Mr. Cutler by the Defendants to hold and use
as collateral had a rebuilt title.

68. The Defendahts agaip failed to produce a Audi Quattro to Mr. Cutler or provide
Mr. Cutler with a refund of monies he paid.

69. On or about May 10, 2008 Mr. Cutler filed a consumer complaint with the Office
of the Attorney General of the State of Illinois.

70. The Office of thé Attorney General of the State of Illinois forwarded Mr. Cutler’s
complaint to the Defendants.

71. On or about May 15, 2008, Defendants subsequently arranged for a comparable
vehicle to be delivered to Mr. Cutler via a licenséd used car dealer.

Boris Abrashevich

72. On or about February 15, 2008, Boris Abrashevich saw an advertisement for a

2006. Mercedes ML350 the Defendants were offering for sale on http://www.autotrader.com.

73.  Mr. Abrashevich called the number listed on the advertisement and spoke to the

Defendants.
. 74. The parties agreed upon the purchase price of Thirty-Two Thousand Two
Hundred Dollars and 00/100 cents ($32,200.00).
75. Per the Defendants request, Mr. Abrashevich wired Defendants $32,200 on or
about February 15, 2008.
76.  The parties agreed that Mr. Abrashevich would fly from Colorado to Chicago to

accept delivery of the 2006 Mercedes ML350.




77. On or anut February 17, 2008, Mr. Abrashevich flew to Chicago from Colorado
to accept delivery of the 2006 Mercedes ML350.

78. Mr. Abrashevich arrived at the Defendants address; however, neither the 2006
Mercedes ML350, nor the Defendants were present.

79.  Mr. Abrashevich contacted the Defendants via telephone. The Defendants
informed Mr. Abrashevich that the 2006 Mercedes ML350 had been sold to another customer.
Mr. Abrashevich requested a refund of hi§ $32,200.

80. Mr. Abrashevich returned to Colorado without the 2006 Mercedes ML350, nor
his $32,200.

81. On or about February 19, 2008, the Defendants contacted Mr. Abrashevich and
informed him that the Defendants provided a $32,200 refund via wire transfer.

82. On or about February 20, 2008, Mr. Abrashevich checked his bank account to
discover that no monies had been refunded.

83. On or about February 21, 2008, Mr. Abrashevich received a fax from Mr. Sweis
stating that he had refunded Mr. Abrashévich his money via a $29,000 bank check and a $3,200
company check.

84. The $3,200 company check was rejected for non-sufficient funds.

85. On or about February 22, 2008, Mr. Abrashevich filed a cdmplaint with the
Secretary of State of the State of Illinois.

86. The Secretary of State of the State of Illinois, referred Mr. Abrashevich’s
complaint to the Office of the Attorney General of the State of Illinois.

87.  The Office of the Attorney General of the State of Illinois forwarded Mr.
Abrashevich’s complaint to the Defendants.

10




-~

88.

On or about April 28, 2008, the Defendants refunded Mr. Abrashevich his

remaining $3,200.

89.

V. APPLICABLE STATUTES

Section 2 of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act (815

ILCS 505/2 ), provides:

90.

Unfair methods of competition and unfair or deceptive acts or
practices, including but not limited to the use or employment of
any deception, fraud, false pretense, false promise, N
misrepresentation or the concealment, suppression or omission of
any material fact, with intent that others rely upon the
concealment, suppression or omission of such material fact, or the
use or employment of any practice described in section 2 of the
‘Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act’, approved August 5,
1965, in the conduct of any trade or commerce are hereby declared
unlawful whether any person has in fact been misled, deceived or
damaged thereby.

Section 5-101 of the Illinois Vehicle Code (625 ILCS 5/5-102), provides in

relevant part as follows:

91.

5-101. New vehicle dealers must be licensed.

(a) No person shall engage in this State in the business of selling or
dealing in, on consignment or otherwise, new vehicles of any
make, or act as an intermediary or agent or broker for any licensed
dealer or vehicle purchaser other than as a salesperson, or

represent or advertise that he is so engaged or intends to so engage
in such business unless licensed to do so in writing by the
Secretary of State under the provisions of this Section.

Section 5-102 of the Illinois Vehicle Code (625 ILCS 5/5-102), provides in

relevant part as follows:

5-102. Used vehicle dealers must be licensed.

(a) No person, other than a licensed new vehicle dealer, shall
engage in the business of selling or dealing in, on consignment or
otherwise, 5 or more used vehicles of any make during the year ...
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or act as an intermediary, agent or broker for any licensed dealer or
vehicle purchaser (other than as a salesperson) or represent or
advertise that he is so engaged or intends to so engage in such
business unless licensed to do so by the Secretary of State under
the provisions of this Section.

VI. COUNT I - VIOLATIONS OF THE CONSUMER FRAUD ACT

92. The Defendants, in the course of trade or commerce, have engaged in the
following unfair and deceptive acts or practices declared unlawful under Section 2 of the
Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act (815 ILCS 505/2):

A. receiving payment from consumers for the sale of automobiles and subsequently
failing to deliver vehicles to the consumers;

B. repeatedly informing consumers that their vehicle would soon be delivered, and

subsequently failing to produce said vehicles;

C. failing to timely deliver purchased vehicles;
D. failing to issue refunds to a consumer;
E. falsely representing or implying ownership of vehicles offered for sale, when in

fact, the Defendants did not own advertised vehicles; and
F. falsely informing consumers that they would destroy and not cash a personal
check after receiving funding electronically, and subsequently depositing the consumer’s

personal check.

VII. COUNT I - STATUTORY REMEDIES

93. Section 7 of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act, 815

ILCS 505/7), provides:

Whenever the Attorney General has reason to believe that any
person is using, has used, or is about to use any method, act or
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practice declared by the Act to be unlawful, and that proceedings
would be in the public interest, he may bring an action in the name
of the State against such person to restrain by preliminary or
permanent injunction the use of such method, act or practice. The
Court, in its discretion, may exercise all powers necessary,
including but not limited to: Injunction, revocation, forfeiture or
suspension of any license, charter, franchise, certificate or other
evidence of authority of any person to do business in this State;
appointment of a receiver; dissolution of domestic corporations or
association suspension or termination of the right of foreign
corporations or association to do business in this State; and
restitution.

In addition to the femedies provided herein, the Attorney General
may request and this Court may impose a civil penalty in a sum
not to exceed $50,000 against any person found by the Court to
have engaged in any method, act or practice declared unlawful
under this Act. In the event the court finds the method, act or
practice to have been entered into with intent to defraud, the Court
has the authority to impose a civil penalty in a sum not to exceed
$50,000 per violation.

In addition to any other civil penalty provided in this Section, if a
person is found by the Court to have engaged in any method, act or
practice declared unlawful under this Act, and the violation was
committed against a person 65 years of age or older, the Court may
impose an additional civil penalty not to exceed $10,000 for each
violation.

94. Section 10 of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act (815
ILCS 5605/10). provides:

In any action brought under the provision of this Act, the Attorney
General is entitled to recover costs for the use of this State.

COUNT 1 - PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff prays that this honorable Court enter an Order:
A. Finding the Defendants have violated Section 2 of the Consumer Fraud and
Deceptive Business Practices Act (815 ILCS 505/1), including, but not limited to, the unlawful

acts and practices alleged herein;
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B. Preliminarily and permanently enjoining the Defendants from offering, brokering
or selling automobiles to consumers in the State of Illinois;

C. Declaring that all contracts entered into between the Defendants and Illinois
consumers by the use of methods and practices declared unlawful are rescinded and requiring
that full restitution be made to said customers;

D. Assessing a civil penalty in the amount of Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000) per
violation of the Act found by the Court to have been committed by the Defendants with the
intent to defraud; if the Court ﬁnds the Defendants have engaged in methods, acts or practiceé
declared unlawful by the Act, without the intent to defraud, then assessing a statutory civil
penalty of fifty thousand dollars ($50,000), all as provided in Section 7 of the Consumer Fraud
and Deceptive Business Practices Act (815 ILCS 505/7);

E. Assessing an additional civil penalty in the amount of ten thousand dollars
($10,000) per violation of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act found by
the Court to have been committed by the Defendants against a person. 65 years of age and older
as provided in Section 7(c) of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act, 815
ILCS 505/7(c);

F. Requiring the Defendants to pay all costs for the prosecution and investigation of
this action, as provided by Section 10 of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices
Act (815 ILCS 505/10;

G. Providing such other and further equitable relief as justice and equjty may

require.

COUNT 11- VIOLATIONS OF THE ILLINOIS VEHICLE CODE

1-91. Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate Paragraphs 1 - 91 as Paragraphs 1 - 91 of
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Count II.

92.

Sections 101 and 102 of the Illinois Vehicle Code, (625 ILCS 5/5-101, 625 ILCS

5/5-102) provides, inter alia, that no persons shall engage in the following activities unless they

have obtained a valid new or used dealer license by the Secretary of State:

A.

B.

93.

the business of selling or dealing in new vehicles;

the business of selling or dealing in 5 or more used vehicles of any make during‘
the year;

acting as an intermediary, agent or broker for any licensed dealer or vehicle
purchaser; ‘

representing or advertising that they are engaged in or intends to engage in the
business of selling or dealing in, on consignment or otherwise, new

and used vehicles.

Defendant have engaged in the business of selling new and used vehicles without

obtaining a proper licénse in violation of Sections 5-101 and 5-102 of the Illinois Vehicle Code

(625 ILCS 5/5-101, 625 ILCS 5/5-102) by:

A

B.

Adpvertising and offering for sale new vehicles:

Advertising and offering for sale used vehicles;

Engaging in the business of selling or dealing in new vehicles;

Engaging in the business of selling or dealing in used vehicles;

Advertising and offering to enter into agreements to sell new and used vehicles;

Advertising, acting, or offering as an intermediary, agent or broker for any
licensed dealer or vehicle purchaser;

Making representations and giving information to prospective purchasers which

indicate or reasonable imply activity within the scope of the Illinois vehicle Code
without first obtaining valid licenses.
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COUNTII - STATUTORY REMEDIES

94. Sectionv5-502 of the Illinois Vehicle Code (625 ILCS 5/5-202) provides:
If any person operates in violation of any provision of this Chapter, or any rule, regulation, order
or decision of the Secretary of State, or of any term, condition or limitation of any license, the
Secretary of State, or any person injured thereby, or any interested person, may apply td the
Circuit Court of the county in which such violation or some part thereof occurred, or in which
the person complained pf has his established or additional place of business or resides, to prevent
such violation. The Court has jurisdiction to enforce obedience by injunction or other process

‘restraining such person from further violation and enjoining upon him obedience.

COUNT II - PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff prays that this honorable Court enter an Order:

A. Finding that Defendants have engaged in the business of selling new vehicles
without obtaining a proper license in violation of Section 5-101 of the llinois Vehicle Code (625
ILCS 5/5-101);

B. Finding that Defendants have engaged in the business of selling used vehicles
without obtaining a proper license in violation of Section 5-102 of the Illinois Vehicle Code (625
ILCS 5/5-102);

C. Preliminarily and permanently enjoining the Defendants from engaging in the
business of selling new vehicles in the State of Illinois;

D. Preliminarily and permaﬁently enjoining the Defendants from engaging in the
business of selling used vehicles in the State of Illinois;

E. Preliminar-ily and perménently enjoining Defendant from engaging in the business

offering, brokering or selling automobiles to consumers in the State of Illinois;
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F. Declaring that all contracts entered into between Defendant and Illinois
consumers by the use of methods and practices declared unlawful are rescinded and requiring
that full restitution be made to said consumers; and

G. Providing such other and further equitable relief as justice and equity may
require.

Respectfully submitted,

LISA MADIGAN
ILLINOIS ATTORNEY GENERAL

o M-

OLE, Chief
Co er Fraud Bureau

/ W/A’/

(I

Cecilia Abungy
Assistant Att General

Mg M7~

Greg GiZeskiewicz—
Assistant Attorney General

Attorney No. 99000

LISA MADIGAN,
Illinois Attorney General

JAMES KOLE, Chief
Consumer Fraud Bureau

Cecilia Abundis

Greg Grzeskiewicz

Assistant Attorney Generals
Consumer Fraud Bureau

100 W. Randolph St., 12th Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60601
312/814-2218
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