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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

CHANCERY DIVISION 

 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS,   ) 

ex rel. KWAME RAOUL, Attorney General  ) 

of the State of Illinois, and    ) 

ex. rel. JAMES W. GLASGOW,   ) 

State’s Attorney for Will County, Illinois,  ) 

       ) 

   Plaintiff,   ) 

       ) 

   v.    ) No. 19CH1208 

       )   

AQUA ILLINOIS, INC., an Illinois corporation,  ) 

       ) 

   Defendant.   ) 

  

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR APPROVAL AND ENTRY OF CONSENT ORDER  

Plaintiff, PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, ex rel. KWAME RAOUL, Attorney 

General of the State of Illinois, and ex rel. JAMES W. GLASGOW, State’s Attorney for Will 

County, Illinois (collectively, “People”), respectfully requests that this Court approve and enter 

the proposed Consent Order attached hereto as Exhibit 1 (the “Consent Order”) and the 

accompanying proposed Agreed Order attached hereto as Exhibit 2 (the “Agreed Order”), which 

would resolve the above-referenced case. In support hereof, the People state as follows: 

BACKGROUND 

Aqua Illinois, Inc. (“Defendant”) owns and operates the public water system having the 

assigned Public Water System Identification No. IL1975030 (the “Public Water System”), which 

is located inside and outside the Village of University Park in Will and Cook Counties, Illinois 

(the “Village”). (Consent Order at ¶ I.A.4.) On March 27, 2013, Defendant filed a Verified Petition 

with the Illinois Commerce Commission (“ICC”) seeking the ICC’s permission to switch the 

source of the drinking water for the Public Water System from local groundwater wells to water 
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drawn from the Kankakee River. (See Complaint for Injunctive Relief and Civil Penalties filed on 

August 16, 2019 (“Complaint”) and Answer and Affirmative Defenses to Complaint for Injunctive 

Relief and Civil Penalties filed on December 2, 2019 (“Answer”) at Count I, ¶ 7.) On July 30, 

2014, the ICC issued its final order approving Defendant’s request. (Complaint and Answer at 

Count I, ¶ 8.) Thereafter, the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (“Illinois EPA”) has had 

regulatory oversight for drinking water quality pursuant to the “Lead and Copper Rule”, 35 Ill. 

Adm. Code Part 611, Subpart G (the “Lead and Copper Rule”). 

Following such source water change, Defendant was required to utilize a corrosion control 

treatment in its Public Water System to “minimize[] the lead and copper concentrations at users’ 

taps while ensuring that the treatment does not cause the water system to violate any national 

primary drinking water regulations.” 35 Ill. Adm. Code 611.350(b) (definition of optimal corrosion 

control treatment). In December 2017, Defendant began using a blended phosphate mix, comprised 

primarily of polyphosphate, as the corrosion control treatment in its Public Water System. 

(Complaint and Answer at Count I, ¶ 16.) In 2019, Defendant’s regulatory compliance sampling 

of the drinking water in its Public Water System showed lead levels ranging from less than 1.0 

micrograms per liter (“ug/l”) to 1700 ug/l.1 (Complaint and Answer at Count I, ¶ 29.) As a result, 

Defendant exceeded the regulatory “90th percentile” “action level” for lead of 15 ug/l for the six-

month compliance sampling period of January 1 – June 30, 2019. (35 Ill. Adm. Code 611.350(b) 

(definitions of “action level”, “90th percentile level”, “meet”, and “exceed”); 35 Ill. Adm. Code 

                                
1 Section 611.350(b) defines the term “action level” as “that concentration of lead or copper in water 

computed under subsection (c) that determines, in some cases, the treatment requirements of this Subpart G 

that a supplier must complete. The action level for lead is 0.015 mg/[liter]. The action level for copper is 

1.3 mg/[liter].” 35 Ill. Adm. Code 611.350(b). mg/l or parts per million (“ppm”) refers to milligrams per 

liter, while ug/l or parts per billion (“ppb”) refers to micrograms per liter. As such, 0.015 mg/l (ppm) is 

equivalent to 15 ug/l (ppb). 
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611.350(c)(1); 35 Ill. Adm. Code 611.350(c)(3).) 

On June 14, 2019, due to the elevated lead levels, Defendant, on its own, issued a “do not 

consume” notice, instructing recipients not to consume water from the tap until the notice was 

lifted. (Complaint and Answer at Count I, ¶ 30.) In addition, beginning on or about June 14, 2019, 

Defendant began testing water for lead on a weekly basis from approximately 42 separate 

residential locations within the Village, and then beginning in mid-July 2019, Defendant increased 

the number of its sampling locations in the Village to more than 70 homes. (Complaint and Answer 

at Count I, ¶ 32.) Sample results continued to show the presence of lead exceeding 15 ug/l, with 

lead levels being detected as high as 3900 ug/l. (Id.) On or about June 15, 2019, Defendant changed 

its corrosion control treatment by adding a new blended phosphate, comprised primarily of 

orthophosphate, through Defendant’s Public Water System. (Complaint and Answer at Count I, 

¶ 31.) On or about July 29, 2019, Defendant replaced the “do not consume” notice with a lead 

advisory. (Agreed Interim Order, described infra, at ¶ II.A.1.) 

On August 16, 2019, the Complaint was filed in this Court on behalf of the People of the 

State of Illinois by Kwame Raoul, Attorney General of the State of Illinois, on his own motion and 

upon the request of Illinois EPA, and James W. Glasgow, State’s Attorney for Will County, on his 

own motion, pursuant to Sections 42(d) and (e) of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act 

(“Act”), 415 ILCS 5/42(d) and (e) (2018), against Defendant. The Complaint alleges that 

Defendant failed to provide “continuous operation and maintenance of [Defendant’s Public Water 

System] so that the water shall be assuredly safe in quality. . . .”, Complaint at Count I, Section E 

(quoting 35 Ill. Adm. Code 601.101(a)), and thereby also violated Section 18(a)(2) of the Act, 

415 ILCS 5/18(a)(2) (2018).2  

                                
2 The Complaint alleges the following additional violations: (i) Violation of Drinking Water Monitoring 
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 Thereafter, Defendant exceeded the lead action level for the six-month compliance 

sampling periods of July 1–December 31, 2019 and January 1–June 30, 2020 for its Public Water 

System. (Tr. at p. 38, lines 16–24; p. 40, lines 4–7.)3 In April 2020, Defendant changed its 

corrosion control treatment for its Public Water System to a phosphoric acid corrosion control 

chemical. (Consent Order at ¶ I.E.7.)4 Following such corrosion control treatment change, 

Defendant did not have a lead action level exceedance for the six-month compliance sampling 

period of July 1–December 31, 2020. (Tr. at p. 40, lines 8-11.) However, in March 2021, 

Defendant’s monthly compliance sampling results showed an upward trend in lead levels, Tr. at 

p. 40, lines 22-24, and Defendant had a lead action level exceedance for the six-month compliance 

sampling period of January 1– June 30, 2021, Tr. at p. 41, lines 1–4.  

In July 2021, Defendant sought and obtained Illinois EPA’s approval to change the 

corrosion control treatment for its Public Water System to zinc orthophosphate. (Consent Order at 

¶ I.E.8.)5 After implementing the corrosion control treatment of zinc orthophosphate into its Public 

                                
Site Plan and Sampling Requirements pursuant to 415 ILCS 5/18(a)(2) and 19 (2018) and 35 Ill. Adm. 

Code 611.356(a) and (c); (ii) Violation of Construction Permit Requirements pursuant to 415 ILCS 5/15(a), 

18(a)(2) and 18(a)(3) (2018) and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 602.101, 602.116, and 602.200; (iii) Operating Permit 

Violations pursuant to 415 ILCS 5/18(a)(2) and (3) (2018) and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 602.101 and 602.300; 

and (iv) Common Law Public Nuisance. 

 
3 Pursuant to Ill. R. Evid. 201, the Court may take judicial notice of adjudicative facts. Citations herein to 

the September 28, 2022 Hearing Transcript (“Tr.”) correspond to the permit appeal entitled Aqua Illinois, 

Inc. v. IEPA (PCB2023-012) that Defendant filed with the Illinois Pollution Control Board (“Board”) on 

July 8, 2022. The docket for PCB2023-12 may be found at: 

https://pcb.illinois.gov/Cases/GetCaseDetailsById?caseId=17206. 

 
4 On April 17, 2020, Illinois EPA issued to Defendant “Public Water Supply Construction Permit No. 1020-

FY2020” for a phosphoric acid chemical treatment system. (Consent Order at ¶ I.E.7.) On April 17, 2020, 

Illinois EPA issued to Defendant “Operating Permit No. 1020-FY2020” for the phosphoric acid chemical 

treatment system. (Id.) After April 17, 2020, Defendant implemented the April 2020 Construction Permit 

and the April 2020 Operating Permit. (Id.) 

 
5 On July 30, 2021, Illinois EPA issued to Defendant “Public Water Supply Construction Permit No. 0071-

FY2022” to switch to a zinc orthophosphate corrosion control chemical in the Public Water System. 

(Consent Order at ¶ I.E.8.) On August 3, 2021, Illinois EPA issued to Defendant “Operating Permit 0071-

https://pcb.illinois.gov/Cases/GetCaseDetailsById?caseId=17206
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Water System, Defendant did not have a lead action level exceedance for the three following six-

month compliance sampling periods of July 1–December 31, 2021, January 1–June 30, 2022, and 

June 1–December 31, 2022. (Consent Order at ¶¶ I.E.9., I.E.12., and I.E.16.) During this time, 

Illinois EPA continued to evaluate the effectiveness of the corrosion control treatment under 

varying source water conditions. (Id. at Group Exhibit A, p. 1.) On June 14, 2023, Illinois EPA 

issued a Special Exception Permit to Defendant, that, among other things, approved annual 

compliance sampling of the Public Water System. (Id. at ¶ I.E.17.) With Illinois EPA’s issuance 

of the June 14, 2023 Special Exception Permit, the compliance sampling period changed to 

January 1 – September 30, 2023. (Id. at ¶ I.E.18.) Each of the compliance sampling results for the 

Public Water System that Defendant submitted to the Safe Drinking Water Information System 

(SDWIS) for the period January 1 – September 30, 2023 have been below 15 ppb. (Id.) 

AGREED INTERIM ORDER, DEFENDANT’S ANSWER, AND DISCOVERY 

On November 1, 2019, this Court entered the Agreed Interim Order. Pursuant to such 

Order, Defendant, among other things: 

a. provided alternative sources of drinking water comprising bottled water, 

faucet filter devices certified by NSF/ANSI Standards 42 and 53, and/or pitcher filters 

certified by NSF/ANSI Standards 42 and 53, as well as replacement filter cartridges for 

both filter devices, free of charge to customers of the Public Water System included within 

the area of Defendant’s issued “lead advisory” (as that term was described in 

Paragraphs II.A.1. and II.B. of the Agreed Interim Order, the “Lead Advisory Area” which, 

                                
FY2022” to switch to a zinc orthophosphate corrosion control chemical in the Public Water System. (Id.) 

After July 30, 2021 and August 3, 2021, Defendant implemented the July 2021 Construction Permit and 

August 2021 Operating Permit, respectively. (Id.) Thereafter, on August 8, 2022, Illinois EPA issued a 

Special Exception Permit to Defendant that approved Defendant’s optimal corrosion control treatment 

recommendation, namely zinc orthophosphate. (Id. at ¶ I.E.13.) 
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if the Consent Order is entered, will be referred to as the “Customer Resources Area”) 

(Agreed Interim Order at ¶ II.A.; Consent Order at ¶¶ I.E.3., III.D.2.; see also id. at ¶ I.F.); 

b. collected compliance samples in its Public Water System beyond the 

requisite number set forth in the Lead and Copper Rule (Agreed Interim Order at ¶ II.F; 

Consent Order at ¶ I.E.4.);  

c. submitted on November 30, 2019, a report to Plaintiff and Illinois EPA 

presenting the performed comprehensive corrosion control studies and the then-resulting 

optimal corrosion control treatment recommendation for Illinois EPA’s review and 

approval, which recommendation Defendant revised on August 4, 2020 (Agreed Interim 

Order at ¶ II.C.; Consent Order at ¶ I.E.6); 

d. submitted on February 17, 2022, an optimal corrosion control treatment 

recommendation to Illinois EPA, revising its August 4, 2020 recommendation and 

identifying zinc orthophosphate as the optimal treatment, which Illinois EPA approved 

through the August 8, 2022 Special Exception Permit that Illinois EPA issued to Defendant 

for its Public Water System (Agreed Interim Order at ¶ II.C.; Consent Order at ¶¶ I.E.10, 

I.E.13); and 

e. participated in meetings of the “Response Team” (as that term was defined 

in the Agreed Interim Order), conducted customer-requested tap water sampling, offered 

customer-requested blood lead level testing through December 31, 2019, and maintained a 

dedicated website (Agreed Interim Order at ¶¶ II.D., II.G., II.I., II.J.; Consent Order at 

¶ I.E.5.) 

After entry of the Agreed Interim Order, on December 2, 2019, Defendant filed the Answer, 

in which it, among other things, denied the allegations set forth in the Complaint. Similarly, 
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Defendant has denied the allegations of the Complaint through the Agreed Interim Order and the 

Consent Order. 

Since Defendant’s filing of the Answer, the parties have engaged in discovery and motion 

practice in accordance with several Court orders, including issuing and responding to written 

discovery requests. To the extent that the Court enters the Consent Order, as described more fully 

below, the People seek the entry of the accompanying Agreed Order which would strike all 

remaining dates in the case. 

TERMS OF THE CONSENT ORDER 

 The Consent Order includes relief that addresses each of the alleged violations in the 

Complaint and is beyond the regulatory requirements. Among its provisions, the Consent Order 

specifies: 

a. parameters for Defendant’s compliance sampling in addition to those set 

forth in the Lead and Copper Rule (Paragraph III.D.1.); 

b. a process for Defendant’s discontinuation of its provision of bottled water 

and filter devices, due to Defendant having met the lead action level for several six-month 

compliance sampling periods and obtained Illinois EPA’s prior approval of the optimal 

corrosion control treatment for the Public Water System (supra p. 5.), while ensuring that 

customers within the Customer Resources Area have access to bottled water and filter 

devices should a designated sampling result exceed 100 ppb or 15 ppb, respectively, prior 

to the Consent Order’s termination in accordance with Section III.K. therein  

(Paragraphs III.D.3. and 4.); 

c. the continuation of customer-requested sampling for an additional 180 days, 

whereby any customer of the Public Water System may request monthly sampling of that 
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customer’s kitchen cold water tap for the presence of lead, without charge to the customer 

(Paragraph III.D.5.); 

d. the requirements for Defendant conducting nitrate variability testing 

(Paragraph III.D.6.); and 

e. that Defendant maintain its website, WaterFactsIL.com, for a specified 

period (Paragraph III.D.7.). 

In addition, the parties have negotiated and agreed upon a beneficial project in this case 

(Section III.E.). As more specifically set forth in the Consent Order and Exhibits thereto, under 

the so-called “Technical Assistance Program”, residential customers in the Customer Resources 

Area that elect to participate in the program prior to a sign-up deadline are eligible to receive the 

following services, free of charge: 

i. Collection of an initial tap water sample for lead from such customer’s 

kitchen cold water faucet; 

ii. If the result of the initial tap water test is above 15 ppb for lead, such 

customer will be eligible to receive free filter devices, and then an inspection of the visible 

plumbing for such customer’s kitchen faucet, completion of initial corrective actions, and 

then the collection of an additional tap water sample for lead from such customer’s kitchen 

cold water faucet; and 

iii. If the additional tap water test is also above 15 ppb for lead, such customer 

will continue to be eligible to receive free filter devices, and Defendant will connect such 

customer with an Illinois-licensed third-party plumber who will further inspect and 

remediate lead solder and/or lead-containing fixtures at such customer’s kitchen faucet, 

which work would be paid directly by Defendant up to a cost of $2,000.00. After a 
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minimum of 75 days from the completion of such kitchen faucet plumbing remediation 

work, such customer may contact Defendant to collect another kitchen tap cold water 

sample for lead. If that sample is above 15 ppb for lead, such customer would receive free 

filters for that faucet from Defendant until the respective sampling results do not exceed 

15 ppb for two consecutive sampling events, with at least thirty (30) days between each 

sampling event. (Consent Order at Group Exhibit A thereto; see also id. at ¶ III.E. and 

Exhibit D thereto.) 

The Technical Assistance Program continues for one year after the date of the entry of the Consent 

Order; provided that, to the extent monies remain available, Defendant would be required to 

continue to completion all technical assistance, including remediation of lead solder and/or lead-

containing fixtures at the kitchen faucet, at each house, condominium unit, and apartment unit still 

in-progress as of such one-year date.  

To effectuate the Technical Assistance Program, Defendant will fund an escrow account 

with up to $300,000.00 for the remediation of lead solder and/or lead-containing fixtures at the 

kitchen faucet, and Plaintiff has agreed to make Defendant’s separate $200,000.00 payment under 

the Consent Order available for such work, if needed. (Id. at ¶¶ III.A., III.E.1.) To the extent 

sufficient funds remain after the Technical Assistance Program kitchen faucet plumbing 

remediation work has been completed, the Consent Order also provides for contributions for lead 

in drinking water sampling, remediation and/or other related work to Crete-Monee School District 

201-U (for the benefit of Crete-Monee Middle School and Coretta Scott King Magnet School) and 

to PK’s Christian Learning Site, which were selected due to their location in the Customer 

Resources Area. (Id. at ¶¶ III.E.1., III.E.2.) To the extent funds remain in the Civil Penalty Escrow 

Account (as defined in the Consent Order) following the Technical Assistance Program kitchen 
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faucet plumbing remediation work and payment of the contributions, such funds shall constitute a 

civil penalty and be remitted to the Environmental Protection Trust Fund and County of Will. (Id. 

at ¶¶ III.A., III.E.1., III.E.2.) 

BASES FOR APPROVAL AND ENTRY 

A. The Roles of the Illinois Attorney General’s Office, the Will County State’s Attorney’s 

Office, and Illinois EPA in Environmental Protection and Enforcement. 

 

 The Illinois Supreme Court has long recognized that the Attorney General, as the “… chief 

legal officer of this State, … has the duty and authority to represent the interests of the People of 

the State to insure a healthful environment.” Pioneer Processing, Inc. v. E.P.A., 102 Ill.2d 119, 

138 (1984); see also Ill. Const. 1970, art. XI, § 2 (“[e]ach person has the right to a healthful 

environment”); Envtl. Prot. Agency v. Pollution Control Bd., 69 Ill.2d 394, 398 (1977) (“… under 

both the 1870 and 1970 constitutions, [] the Attorney General is the chief legal officer of the State; 

that is, he or she is ‘the law officer of the people, as represented in the State government, and its 

only legal representative in the courts”) (quoting Fergus v. Russel, 270 Ill. 304, 337 (1915)). To 

that end, Section 42(e) of the Act empowers both the Attorney General and the Will County State’s 

Attorney with authority to seek “an injunction, prohibitory or mandatory, to restrain violations of 

this Act, any rule or regulation adopted under this Act … or to require such other actions as may 

be necessary to address violations….” 415 ILCS 5/42(e) (2022). In addition, the Attorney General 

and the Will County State’s Attorney have common law authority to abate public nuisances. See, 

e.g., People ex rel. Scott v. Janson, 57 Ill.2d 451, 460 (1974) (“… there exists jurisdiction to abate 

public nuisances which may endanger the general welfare”); Vill. of Wilsonville v. SCA Services, 

Inc., 86 Ill.2d 1 (1981). 

 Similarly, the General Assembly established Illinois EPA through Section 4 of the Act, 

from which it derives its authority. 415 ILCS 5/4 (2022). Illinois EPA is the designated water 
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pollution, air pollution, solid waste, and pollution control agency for the State, 415 ILCS 5/4(l), 

and its duties under the Act include conducting investigations and inspections, administering 

permit and certification programs, and pursuing and supporting enforcement and administrative 

actions, 415 ILCS 5/4(b)-(k), so as to “restore, protect and enhance the quality of the 

environment”, 415 ILCS 5/2(b). 

Together, the Attorney General, the Will County State’s Attorney, and Illinois EPA serve 

to protect the environment in Illinois and its citizens’ health and welfare. In this case, the provisions 

of the Consent Order demonstrate that the Attorney General, the Will County State’s Attorney, 

and Illinois EPA have enforced the Act and corresponding regulations for the benefit of Illinois’ 

environment and citizens. 

B. Illinois Law Supports the Approval and Entry of the Consent Order. 

In People ex rel. Scott v. Janson, the Illinois Supreme Court stated, “‘… courts look with 

favor upon stipulations designed to simplify, shorten or settle litigation and save costs to parties, 

and will, when called upon in any appropriate manner, compel parties to observe such stipulations 

unless they are illegal or contrary to public policy.’” 57 Ill.2d at 460 (quoting People ex rel. Stead 

v. Spring Lake Drainage and Levee District, 253 Ill. 479, 493 (1912)). Similarly, in reviewing a 

settlement of an environmental case before the Board, the Third District Appellate Court found 

that “… the public interest is better served by a procedure which encourages respondents to enter 

into settlement discussions and negotiations by which respondents may avoid the stigma of finding 

a violation, and assist the State in effectuating the goals of the Act . . . .” People v. Archer Daniels 

Midland Corp., 140 Ill. App. 3d 823, 825 (3d Dist. 1986). “By allowing the State and respondents 

to reason together, the result will conserve resources which would otherwise be expended in 

litigation.” Id.  
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In this case, the Consent Order has been negotiated in coordination with the Illinois 

Attorney General’s Office, the Will County State’s Attorney’s Office and Illinois EPA, who 

possess the requisite technical expertise and statutory responsibility for enforcing the Act and 

Board regulations. All parties to the above-referenced case were represented by experienced 

environmental attorneys and knowledgeable technical personnel, and the negotiations have been 

undertaken in good faith. Approval and entry of the Consent Order at this time is appropriate due 

to Defendant having obtained Illinois EPA’s prior approval of the optimal corrosion control 

treatment for the Public Water System, met the lead action level for the six-month compliance 

sampling periods of July 1–December 31, 2021,  January 1–June 30, 2022, and June 1–

December 31, 2022, and submitted compliance sampling results below 15 ppb for the Public Water 

System to SDWIS for the period January 1 – September 30, 2023. (See supra p. 5.)  

The Consent Order is lawful, substantively fair, and reasonable; sets forth the injunctive 

relief that the People would have sought through the litigation of the case, without the attendant 

delay and uncertainty associated with litigation or the incurrence of significant costs, thereby also 

preserving judicial resources; and provides for Defendant’s payment of up to $500,000.00 toward 

a beneficial project and a civil penalty. Defendant has no objection to the entry of the Consent 

Order and Agreed Order. Based upon the foregoing, the People respectfully request that the Court 

approve and enter the Consent Order and Agreed Order, as orders of the Court.  
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WHEREFORE, the People respectfully request that the Court enter the Consent Order and 

Agreed Order as orders of the Court, retain jurisdiction over this action in accordance with the 

terms of the Consent Order, and grant such other and further relief as the Court deems necessary. 

Respectfully submitted, 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS  

ex rel. KWAME RAOUL, Attorney General  

of the State of Illinois 

 

MATTHEW J. DUNN, Chief  

Environmental Enforcement/    

Asbestos Litigation Division 

 

By: /s/ Kathryn A. Pamenter   

Kathryn A. Pamenter 

Senior Assistant Attorney General 

Stephen J. Sylvester 

Bureau Chief 

Ellen O’Laughlin 

Supervising Attorney 

Ann Marie Hanohano 

Audrey Avila 

Kevin Garstka 

Molly Kordas 

Assistant Attorneys General 

Illinois Atty. General's Office, Env. Bureau 

69 W. Washington Street, Suite 1800 

Chicago, Illinois 60602 

773.590.7824 

Kathryn.pamenter@ilag.gov 

     

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS,   

ex rel. JAMES W. GLASGOW,  

State’s Attorney for Will County 

 

By: /s/ Mary M. Tatroe 

Mary M. Tatroe 

Civil Division Chief 

Adam Lipitz 

Assistant State’s Attorney 

Office of the Will County State’s Attorney 

57 N. Ottawa Street 

Joliet, Illinois 60432 

mtatroe@willcountyillinois.com 
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       )   
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   Defendant.   ) 

 

AGREED ORDER 

 

 This cause coming on to be heard, due notice having been given, the Court being duly 

advised in the premises, and the Court having contemporaneously entered the Consent Order in 

this case: 

 

 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

1. All remaining calendar dates in the case, including the status hearing scheduled on 

January 5, 2024, are hereby stricken. 

 

ENTERED: 

 

___________________________________ 

J U D G E 

DATE:______________________________ 

Order Prepared By: 

Kathryn A. Pamenter (#6231191) 

Senior Assistant Attorney General 

Environmental Bureau 

Illinois Attorney General’s Office 

69 W. Washington Street, Suite 1800 

Chicago, Illinois  60602 

(773) 590-7824 

Kathryn.Pamenter@ilag.gov  
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