
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY,ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPAITTMENT-LAW T'IVISION

DOMINIQUE A. BUTTITTA, )
)

Plaintiff,

YS'

VITO V. SALERNO,
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Case No.

Defenclant.

VERIFItrD COMPLAINT AT LAW FOR
BREACH OF PBOMISE TO MARR]LAND OTHtrR RELIEF

NOW COMES the Plaintiff, DOMINIQUII A. BUT'IITTA, by and through her attorneys,

Jcssica Il. Oefelein of LecnrrurA, DEGna,zl* & OerelerN, P.C., Masoucl Mirsafian of

MtnserLeN LRn, GRoup, LLC and Don O. Spagnolo of SpncNolo & HoerseN{a, LLC and

complaining against thc Defendant, VITO V. SALERNO, states as follows:

FACI'S CONIMON TO AI,L COUNTS

l. That Plaintif[ DOMINIQUE A. BUTTITTA (hercinaffer referred to as

*PLAINTIFF"), is over the age of eighteen (18) years and a resident of the State of Illinois,

County of Cook.

2. 'I 
hat Defendant, VITO V. SALERNO (hereinafter referred to as

over the age of eighteen (18) years and a resident of the State of Illinois,"DEFIINDANT'), is

County of Cook.

3. That this Court has personal and subject matter jurisdiction over the parties hcreto

and the issues contained hercin.
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4. That at all times relevant to this action and at the time of drafting the instanl

complaint, PLAINTIFIT was an Illinois licensed attorney practicing law at a larv firm located in

Hoffnran Estates, Il linois.

5. l'hat at all times relevant to this action, DIIFENDANT was a l)irector of Client

Solutions at Information Resources, Inc. ("lRI") located onsite at White Wave Foods Company

in Broomfield, Colorado and subsequently a Director of Btuiness Development at Catalina

Marketing in Schaumburg, Illinois

6. . That PLAINTIFF and DEFENDANT u'ere in a dating relationship since Marrh

$, 2A04 unti t their engagen'lent on December 7, 2007 .

7. Thal on Decenrber 7,2A07,DEFENDANT proposed marriage to PLAINTIFF and

presented her with an engagement ring.

8. That such engagement proposal took place in the City of Chicago, County of

Cook, State of Illinois.

g. That on December 7,2007 DEFENDANT promisecl to many PLAINTIFF ancl

PLAINTIFF prornised to mary DEFFNDANT.

10. Trhat on December 7,2007 PLAINlIFF expended monies on an engagement

dinner and event and such monies are non-relundable.

I 1. That on or about May of 2008 DEFENDANT accepted a job offer without first

consulting PLAINTIFF where he was to be rclocated to Broomfield, Colqrado.

12. That in approximately May of 2008 DEI.ENDANT nroved li'onr his residence in

Illinois to Broonrfielcl, Colorado.

I3. That DIIFENDANT resided in Colorado for a period of over one (l) year.
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14. That on or aboul May of 2009, DEFENDANT was inforrned from lRl that he was

to be laid off within a set period of tirne.

15. That on or about July of 2009, DEFENDANT returned to the State of Illinois and

accepted a job offer at Catalina Marketing in Schaurnburg,Illinois.

16. I'hat subseqnent to DEFENDANT's retum to lllinois, PLAINTIFF and

DEFENDANT began fully planning a marriage cercmony and a r.vedding reception.

17. That it was agrecd betr,veen PLAINTIFF and DEFENDANT that the marriage

ceremony was to take placc on October 2,2010 in the village of Barrington, County of Lake,

State of Illinois.

18. That the rvedding reception was to take plaee on October 2,2A10 in the village of

Hoffman Estates, County of Cook, State of Illinois.

19. That PLAINTIFF, relying on the promise of DEFDNDANT to nran'y her, has

remained ever since and still is unmariecl.

2A. That because of DEFENDANT's promisc to ma$y and in anticipation of the

maniage, PLAINTIFF spent nloney on items and seryices in anticipation of the wedding

ceremony and reception.

21. 'Ihat 
PLAINTIFF made a deposit for a day of rvedcling planner ancl such cleposit is

non-refundable.

22. That PLAINTIFF expended monies on a bridesmaid luncheon and such monies

arc non-refundable.

23. That PLAINTIFF paid deposits for dresses for her bridesmaids and such deposits

are non-rcfundable.
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24. That PLAINTIFF expended monies on a wedding shouar at Maggiano's Little

Italy in schaumburg, Illinois and such monies are non-refundable.

25, Tlrat PLAINTIFF expendecl monies on a cake at the wedding shorver and such

monies are non-refu ndable.

26' That PLAIN'|IFF reserved a banquet hall and placed a catcring order with a

conference ancl banquet center. -fhere 
is a penalty for cancclling .such order,

27' That PLAINTIFF purchased a uadding clress, a veil, lvedding shoes, rvedding

jervelry and purce ancl other accessories and such purchases arc non-refundable.

28. That PLAINTIFF paid in full for wedding dress alterations and such service is

non-reftlndable.

29. 
'fhat 

PLAINITFF purchased a unity candle, garter, guest book and pen ancl other

miscellaneous items for the rvedding and such purchascs are non-rcfundablc.

30. That PLAINTIFF made a deposit for musicians to perfornr at the wedding

cere$ony and such deposit is non-reflindable.

3 I' fhat PLAINTIFF made a deposit for a videographer to perfomr at the wedding

celemony ancl reception and such deposit is non-refundable.

32- That PLAINTIFF paid for several trial-runs of make-up ancl hair. to be done the

day of thc wedding and such services are non-refundable.

33. 'Ihat 
PLAINTIFF rnade deposits for an orchestm to perfbrm at the wcdding

reception and such cleposits are non-refundable.

34. That PLAINTIFF made cleposits with a florist for flowers and pin spot lighting on

the day of the scheduled wedding and such deposits are non-refundable.
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35' That PLAINTIFF purchased jewelry, accessories and gifts for the bridesmaids,

flower girls and ring bearer fol the day of the scheduled weclding and such purchases are non-

refundable.

36' That PI-AINTIFF cxpended tnonies on savc-the-date car.ds, personalizecl thank

you cards from the vvedding showet, invitations for the schedulecl wedcling, custonriz.ed wedding

thank you cards and other miscellaneous items for the weclcling and such monies are non-

refundable.

37' That PLAINTIFF expenclecl monies on postage [o send via first class U.S. mail

the save-the-date cards and the rvedcling showcr invitations. Such purchase is non-rcfu'dable.

38' That PLAINTIFF expencled monies for calligraphy for the rvedding inyitations

and such senice is non-refundable.

39' That PLAINTIFF made deposits with a photographer for the day of the scheduted

r.redding and such dcposits are non-rcfundable.

40' That PLAINTIFF expendcd monies on the cost of materials to assemble hand-

made lnenus for the wedding shower and the lvedding ancl such monies arc non-refundable.

4l ' That PLAINTIFF expended monies on a tuxedo for thc ring bearcr to be u,om on

the day of the lvedding and such monies are non-rcfundabre,

42' That PLAINTIFF expended monies on rveclding favors to be given to guests on

the day of the wedding and such monies arc non-rcftrndablc.

43' ]'hat PLAINTIFF expendecl monies related to legal wor* including consultation

and preparation ofthe pre-nuptial agrecnrent and such nronies arc non-refundable.

44' That PI,AINTIFF expendecl ntonies related to rcimbursing guests fol a wedcling

shower ancl rvedding gift that r.r,ere custom ized andnon-rcturnable.
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45. That PLAINTIFF expended monies on paper, envelopes ancl postage to send yia

firsl class U,S, rnail weclding cancellation nolices ancl such purchase is non-refundable.

46. l'hat PLAINTIFF inculred othcr expenses related to the pafties' rveclding and

such expenses ale non-r'efundable. That a sumrnaty of the expenses incuned by PLAINTIFF are

set forth in a sprcadsheet attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit t(A',.

47' That arotrncl September of 2010, DEFI1NDANT rvent to Chicago, Illinois with

rnale friends and family ntentbers, all of rvhom arc acqnainted with PLAINTIFF. The purpose of

the evcnt that day uas DEFENDANT's bachclor party.

48. That around September of 2010, DEFENDANT's best rnan, Phillip J. Salerno II,

organized taking the male fi'iends and farnily members to the Pink Monkeyt an establishment

providing adult entertainment inclucling nudity and levid acts.

49, That at thc Pink Monkcy DIIFENDANT engaged in flirtatious and amo1ous acts

in public, including bul not limitcd to, rcceiving lap dances ancl other physical contact fi.onr aclult

fernale strippers at the Pink Monkey.

50. That DEFENDANT's whereabouls the early morning hours until the afternoon of

the day follorving the bachelor party arc unknown.

51. Upon irrformation and belief, that on the aftemoon after the bachelor party,

DEFDNDANT rcturned to his aparhnenr in Barrington,.lrtinois.

52. That upon his return to Barrington DEFENDANT did not inform PLAINTIFF of

his ler,rd acts at the bachelor party.

53. 'fhat 
subsequent to his bachelor party, DEFDNDANT purposefully did not see

PLAINTIFF for scveml days acting as if nothing had happened, DEFENDANT continued on a
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course of deception by not adnritting to PLAINTIITF his acts or rvhereabouts lhe e'ening of and

morning of the day aller the bachelor party.

54. That on Septernber 19,z}l},despite the acts comnritted as set forth hereinabove,

DEFENDANI' attended a wedding shou,er with PLAiNTIFF in which he acceptecl numerors

rvedding sholYcr gifis fi'om friencls and farnily members and discussed the upcoming uedding

cercmony with PLAINTIFF, fi.iends and farnily members.

55. That DEFENDANT was a\l,are thal wedding giffs were continuously being

deliverecl to PLAINTIFF's residence in anticipation of their.upcoming nuptials.

56. That on Scptember 19, 20l0,one of DEFENDANT's immediatc family memberc

indicated to one of PLAINTIFF's guests that DEFENDANT was presently in contact with a lot

of girls and that he always stays in touch rvith all of his ex-girlfriends.

57 . 'l'hat 
on the evening of Septemb er 25,201A, PLAINTIFF's sister met a co_workcr

of DEFENDANT's who inclicated to PLAINTIFF's sister rhat she had been told that the wedding

of PLAINTIFF and DEFENDANT had been cancellcd.

58. That the evening of Septembet 25,2010, PLAINTIFF confionted DEFENDANT

regarding his co-r,'orker's remarks. That DEFENDANT indicated to PLAINTIFF that he hacl no

idea rvho this co-t'vorker uas and that he did nol sharc this inforrnation rvith said co-rvorker.

59. That such co'vvorker is a current contacl in connection with DEFENDANT on a

business networking rr,cbsite and upon information ancl belief works on thc same floor as the

DEFENDAN'I' at catalina Marketing's headquarters in Schaunrburg, Illinois.

60. That orr September 27, 2010, DEI?IINDANT breached his pronrise to maryy

PLAINTIFF and informecl her that he rvould not marry her.

I
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61' That PLAINTIFF asked DEFENDANT hou,long he had knorvn that his feelings

ancl intention to rnany PLAINTIFF has changed and that DEFENDANT admittecl lhat he had

knorvn that his feelings and intenlion to marry PLAINTIFF lrad changed ancl that he didn,t want

to go through n'ith the wedding since his return to Illinois firrm colorado.

62. That DEFENDANT had returned to lllinois from Colorado approxirnately one (l)

year and three (3) rnonths prior to DEFENDANT cancelling the wedding.

63. That DEFENDANT breachecl his promise to mamy PLAINTIFI? and infonncd her

that he s'ould no longer ma$y her four (4) days before their scheduled weddilg clate,

64. That DEFENDANT sharcd rvith third parties that he cancelled the uedcling.

65. l 'hat betr,reen Seplembet'27,2010 lhrough October 2,2A10, the datc of the

scheduled wedding, that PLAINTIFF u,as required to inform family members that the rvedding

ceremony was cancelled and thc rcasoning for such cancellation

66. That behveen Septcnber 27,2010 through October. z, zA10, the clate of the

schsduled rvedding, that PLAINTIFF was required to infomr fi.iends that fhe wedding ceremony

lvas cancellcd and the reasoning for such cancellation.

67. That between September 27,2010 through October Z,2Al0, PLAINTIFF was

required to inform co-lt'orkers that the weclding cerernony was cancelled and the reasoning for

such canccllation.

68. That on September 28,2}rc PLAINTIFF telephonecl the priest that pLAINTIFF

and DEI.ENDANT rvent through the pre-cana plocess lvith over the prior year that would have

narried PLAINTIFF and DEFENDANI' to inform hirn that the nedding cerenony \vas

cancelled and the rcasoning for such cancellation.
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69. That PLAINTIFF had no indication or forewarning that DEF-ENDANT intencled

to canccl the wedding prior to such cancellation on September 27,2010 as DEFENDANT

inlentionally and maliciously reassured PLAINTIFF fhat he loved her and that she could tru.st

liim. That DEFENDANT also rcassured PLAINTIFF of same in the presence of thir.d parlies.

74. That DIIFENDANT was awarc of lhe expenses incuned and expenses to be

incuned in preparation for the rnarriage ceremony and weclding r.eception.

71. That DEFENDANT has failed lo rcturn personal iterns belonging to PLAINTIFF

despite PLAINTIIiF's repeated rcquest for return of such items.

COUNT I:
PREACH OF PROMISE TO MARRY

l'71. That PLAINTIFF restates and re-alleges paragraphs one (l) through seventy-one

(71) as set forlh hereinabove and for paragraphs one (l) through seventy-one (71) ofthis Count I.

72. That prior to Novemb er 12, 2010, DEFIINDANT informecl PLAINTIFF that

DEIIDNDANT had broken his aparlmcnt lease in Barrington, Illinois which was to be the nrar-ital

rcsidence srtbsequent to their mariage on October 2,2010 and hacl moved to Bucktorvn rvhicfu is

located in Chicago, Illinois in the County of Cook. That DEFENDANT did not pr-ovicle

PLAINITIFF with his address in Bucktown and that PLAINTIFF does not know where

DEFENDANT resides in Bucktown.

73. 'lhat 
on November 12,2010, in accordance n'ith 740 ILCS l5l4, rvithin tlu.ce (3)

months fi'onr the clate fhat DEI?ENDANT's breach of pronrise to marry occurred on September

27,201A, PLAINTIFF sent in a sealed envelope rvith first-class postage prepaid and depositecl in

the lJnited States rnail to DEFENDANT at his last known address in llarrington, Illinois ancl to

DIIFENDANT's parenls' address as listed on his Illinois ddver's license and also had

DEFENDANT served by a professional ploccss server a rvritten notice signcd by PLAINTIFF
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informing DEFENDANT of her intent lo conrmence a civil action against him giving the clate

upon rvhich the promise 1o maruy lvas macle, December 7, 20A7, the date upon which the

mauiage ceremony rvas to have been performed, October 2,2010, stated the damages suffercd

by PLAINTIFF including an itemized list of such damages and stated fhat she is not still wilting

to many DEFENDANT. 'fhat 
a copy of such notice is attached hereto and incorporared herein

as Exhibit '.8".

74. That to clate PLAINTIFF incurred expenses as a result of DEFENDANT's breach

ol'pr omise to marry her in the amount of $95,942. I I .

75. 'l'hat 
PLAINTIFF nrade a dcmand for payment of said expenses or a portion

thercof incurued prior to the filing of this larvsuii, and DEFENDANT has refused ancl continucs

to refuse to pay said expenses caused by his breabh of promise to marry her.

76. ]'hat to date as a relult of DEFENDANT's brcach, PLAINTIFF has been

darnaged in the amount of $95,942.1 l.

WI-IEREFORE, Plaintifl DOMINIQUE A. BUTTITTA, rcspectfully prays of this

I-lonorable Court for the entry of a Judgment againsl Defendant, VITO V. SALERNO, for breach

of prontise to ntarry, in the amount of $95,942.11 plus costs ancl .such other relief as this Court

clccms just and equitable.

l-71. That PLAINTIFF restates and re-alleges paragraphs one (l) through seventy-one

(71) as set forth hereinabove in the Facts Common to All Counts and for paragraphs one (l)

through seventy-one (71) of this Count II.

72. J'he aloresaid acts including, but not limited to:

COUNT II:
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DEFENDANT accepting a job in another state without first consulting his

fianc6e PLAINTIFF;

DEFBNDANT's flirtatious and amolous acts in public, including receiving

lap dances and other physical contact fi.om other women;

DEFENDANf inlorming third parlies of tlre cancellation of the rvedding prior

to inforning PLAINTIFF of such;

D. DEFENDANT, knowing that he intended to cancel the wedcling

approximately one (l) year ancl three (3) months prior to his cancellation on

September 27, 2010, allowing PLAINTIFF to needlessly spend money on

items and services fo'the wedding cercnrony and reception;

E. DEFENDANT deliberately and maliciously rcassuring PLAINTIFF that he

loved her and that she could trust him up until the day before the cancellation

of the r,vedding on Septemb er 2T ,2010 and

F. DIIFENDANT informing PLAIN'IIFF thal he wonld no longer mauy her only

(4) days prior to their weclcling date despite the fact that he knew of his intent

to cancel the wedding one (l) year and three (3) nronths prior to such date

lverc exlrenre and outrageous.

73. That during the one (l) year and three (3) nronths in which DEFENDANT knew

that he intended to cancel the wedding, he knew that he had pLAINTIFF's unclivicled love,

loyalty and fidelity.

74. That during the one (l) year and three (3) monrhs in which DEFENDANT knew

that he intended to canccl the wedcling, as lvell as cluring the time he engagecl in lewd acts in

A.

B.

C,
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Septenrber of 2010, he knew that PLAINTIFF had expended monies for the wedding ceremony

and reception.

75, l'hat at the time thal DEIiENDANI' breached his promise to marry and told

PL,AINTIFF that he would no longer nlarry hcr, that he kneu, that approximately tu.o hundred

and twenty-five (225) people, including friends, family members, oul of town guests and co-

rvorters of PLAINTIFF and DEFENDANT r",erc expected to attend the lvedding ceremony and

rcceplion in only four (4) days.

76. 'l'hat 
DEFENDANT's condnct rvas extrcme, intentional and outrageous.

77. That DEFENDANT's conduct lvenl beyond the bounds of decency.

78. That DEFENDANT knew or should havc known that there \r'as a high probability

that his conduct lvould cause sevele emotional distress to PLAINTIFF.

79. l'hat as a direct and proxinate result of DEFENDANT's extrernc, intentional and

outrageous conduct or onrissions, PLAINTIFF has suffered severe emotional distress,

80. 
'l'hat 

PLAINTIFI; has experienced anxiety and depression due to thc conduct of

DEFENDANT which rvill continue into thc unforeseeable futurc.

81. PLAINTIFF has incutled, and lvill continue to incur, mcdical/psychological

expenses in an effort to be cured or relieved from the effects of her mental distress.

82. That PLAINTIFF has suffered hurniliation by having to tell family members in

such a short timeframe before the lvedding date that the lvedding rvas cancelled and lhe reason

for such cancellation.

83. That PLAINTIFF has suffered humiliation by hal,ing to tell friends in suclr a short

timeflante before the wedding date that the vvedding was cancelled and the reason for suclr

cancellation.
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84. That PLAINTIFIT has suffered humiliation by having to tell co-lvorkers in such a

shofi timellame before the nedding date that the rvedding was cancelled and thc reason for such

cancellation.

85. That the emotionaldistress caused by DEFENDANT is ongoing.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintif{ DOMINIQIJE A. BUTTITTA, respectfuily prays of this

l-lonorable Coufi for:

A' That this Honorable Court finds that Defendant, VITO V. SALERNO's, actions

\verc exn€me and outrageous;

C.

rhat this Honorablc court finds that Defendant, vlro v. SALERNo knew or

should have known that there was a high probabilitl' 16u1his conduct lvould cause

severe emotional clistrcss;

'l'ha{ 
this I'Ionorablc Court find that as a dircct and proxinrate result of Defendanl,

vITo v. SALDRNO's calculatcd actions or omissions, Plaintif[ DoMINIeuE

A. BUTTITTA, did in fact suffer severe emotional distress;

That this Honorable Court enter an award ol" damages against the Defenclant,

vlro v. SALERNO, ancl in favor or Plainriff, DoMINIeull A. BUmlrrA, in

an amount in excess of the jurisdictional limits of the lalv division of the Circqit

Court of Cook County, plus punitive damages;

That this Honorable court order fhe Dcfendant, vmo v. SALERNO, to pay all

rcasonable attorneys fees incuned by rhe Plaintiff, DOMINIeUE A. BUT-ilTTA,

in the preparation, prcsentment and prosecurion olthis conrplaint; and such other

rclief as this Court deems just and equitablc,

B.

D.

E.
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Respectftlly submitted,

Jessica E. Oefelein, Esq.
LecarrurR, DeGnnzte & OrreletN, P.C.
l5l5 E. Woodfield Road, Ste. 880
Schaumbur g, lL 6017 3 -5437
Attorney No. 38490

Masoud Mirsafian, Esq,
Mtnsanen Lew Gnoup, LLC
22W. Washington St. Ste. 1500
Chicago, lL 60602
Attorney No. 45166

Don O. Spagnolo, Esq.
SpecNor.o & Hoerssl4e, LLC
2500 West Higgins Road, Ste. 100
Hoffman Estates, If, 60169
Attorney No. 38856
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STATE OF'ILLINOIS

COUNTY OF COOK

)
)
)

ss.

vERrr:Ig.-A.TJ O N B Y CLI.ENT

Under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to Section l-109 of the
Code of Civil Procedure (lll. Rev. Stat., Ch. I10, $ l-109),,the tmdersigned certifies that
the statements set forth in this document are true and corect, except as to niatters therein
stated to be on information and beliel and as to those such mafters, the undersigned
certifies as hforesaid that she verily believes the same to be true.

DArED: /2'?-t0

signed this?/, day ot Arro.*/t .2olo

ArroRr{EY:,s, qERTrFIgArroN

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Seotion I - I 09 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are
true and correct, except as matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to
such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that she verily believes the same to be
true. The undersigned attorney certifies that the within instrument has a sound basis in
fact and in law and that it is not meant to harass any party or to unduly the Court.

ICA E. O

LAGATTUTA DeGRAZIA & OEF
Attorneys for Plaintiff
1515 Woodfield Road, Suite 880
Schaumburg, Illinois 60113
847-240-5500
Afforney No. 38490

ffi **o.rronroro J

k$$l*.$SHlHiT:Hi"j
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(Yfa First Class Mail & Process SenterJ
November L2,20L0

Mr. Vito V, Salemo
5N600 Robin Lane
Wayns IL 60184

Mr. Vito V. Salerno
100 B. Station Street, Apt.324
Barrington, IL 60010 .

RE: Statutory Notice of Intentto Commence Qi!il Action

Dear \zito:

I arn writiirg this letter to give you notice of rny intent to commence a civil action against
you for your breach of promise to marry rne and for the damages incurred as a result of such
breach.

On Decemb er 7 , 2QA7 , in Cook County, Illinois, you, Vito Vincent Salerno, promised and
agreed to man'y rne, Dominique Arny Buttitt4 and I accepted your promise and agreed to marry
you. It was agreed by you and me thpt the marrtage ceremony was to be performed on October
2,207A. I was on that datg ready and willing to marry you. On Monday, September 27,2010,
you breached yourpromise to marry me by telling me that you would no longer many'me. As a
result of the breach of your promise and our agreemept to marry, damages have been suffered in
a sum of nrore than $95,942.1 l, including but not limited to, the attached itemized list labeled
"Damagesl enclosed with this ccirrespondencg which is incorporated herein byreference.

Further, please be advised that I am not still willing to marry you. .

Sincerely,

wcfl,atu
Dominique A. Buttitta

Arigela M. Buttitta
Roger C. Nelson, Ir.
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