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Order entered December 9, 2015.
(Deleted material is struck through and new material is underscored.)

On December 9, 2015, the Comment to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 11 was amended, but
contained a clerical error that is corrected, as follows.

Corrected Comment to Rule 11

Committee Comment
(December 9, 20156)

In_amending Rule 11 to provide for e-mail service, the Committee considered whether
special additional rules should apply to documents served by e-mail, e.qg., specified file formats,
scan resolutions, electronic file size limitations, etc. The Committee rejected such requirements
in_favor of an approach which provides flexibility to adapt to evolving technology and
developing practice. The Committee further anticipates good faith cooperation by practitioners.
For example, if an attorney serves a motion in a format which cannot be read by the recipient, the
Committee expects the recipient to contact the sender to request an alternative electronic format
Or a paper copy.

Committee Comment
(December 21, 2012)

New subparagraphs (b)(6) and (7) were created to allow for service of documents
electronically. The amendments facilitate electronic communications among the court, parties,
and counsel and complement the expansion of e-filing in the trial courts. However, electronic
service may not be appropriate in all instances. For example, absent a secure method for
electronic service of documents, other service options should be used for cases or documents
filed confidentially.

Committee Comments
(December 29, 2009)

The rules on service and filing have been revised to provide for sending documents via third-
party commercial carrier. Under these rules, the term “delivery” refers to all the carrier’s
standard pick-up methods, such as dropping a package in a UPS or FedEx box or with a UPS or
FedEXx contractor.



