
rife with legal and factual concluions, FunhemoE, the majoitt of these 'ie-pleaded"

allmalive delenses de subsimlialiy sinilar, ifnot exactly tle smq s Plainliffs

previous aflinative defenses that veE stricken on or abour May 4. 2006.

| 5. Altimalive Delense I faik to ser fodh a plain dd concise slalemcnl of

facrs sufficient ro snpport irs clain of no cause ofaclio.." Iftumalivc DefeDse I is a

concluion of law, rfiicir is !rchibited in lllinois. ZaA?a. 2?4 lll. App. :d aI 16; Tdlbert,

265lll. App.3d a1379;73s ILCS 52'603 (Vesl2006). rurrhemore, dis afinalire

dclcnsc is alnost idcntical ro thc prerious 'Afiimalivo Defense I" that was sticken on

16. AFmatire Defense Il comes ro seleral conclsions of lacl dd law

slatins, "rhe counlerclaim h a liivolous filinc," and, lt is the Plaintitrwho k entirled io

fullrclief,'and, Defendant is not a sto.age f&ility bur lrelcnds to be one." llaintitrnas

friled to articulare a plain and conche sr.tenent of facts sumcien! |o sDppon her clains.

She has moEly provided evidence lo retule poperly pleadcd facls in lhe coulerclaln,

wlich G prohibiled. P4ry,r.r. 282 lll. App. 3d at 90?. llrthemot, this afiimaiilc

defen$ is nedly idenlcal to Flaintiffs pdious 'Alfharile Defense Il" which was

stlicken on or !bo!L May 4, 2006. MoEover, this afam.tive defense does ,ot ssell a

new mater which defeals the coLnterclaim.

I 7. Alfi malive Defense III comes to a conclusion of law md fact, and is

wholly incompreheDsiblc Ftating, 
'the coutcrclain has no lesal efrests except it is the

besl evidence in suppon llainliffs clains." Again, dns affimatile defeNe is

subsranlially sinilar to Plaintilfs !€vious 
"Afiimalive Defense lll whicb was sticken

on or abonl May 4,2006.


