
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT DUPAGE 

COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

 

                        THOMAS NEAL                                          ) 

                                         Petitioner/Counter-Respondent,        ) 

                                                                                                           ) 

                           And                                                                )                       2022DC000915 

                                                                                                     ) 

                         MARIO NEAL                                             ) 

                                      Respondent/Counter-Petitioner        ) 

     ) 

 

URGENT MOTION TO COMPEL THE IMMEDIATE FILING OF CRIMINAL CHARGES AGAINST WENDY MUSILAK 

FOR VIOLATIONS OF SERIOUS ILLINOIS LAWS, TO SECURE THE IMMEDIATE DISCLOSURE OF HER RECORDS, 

AND THE EMMEDIATE REMOVAL AS GAL 

This motion demands the immediate initiation of criminal proceedings against Wendy Musilak for egregious 

violations of Illinois laws, reflecting a grave breach of her professional and ethical duties. I request an urgent 

and comprehensive disclosure of all her records pertinent to this case. This action is imperative to uphold the 

principles of justice and to address the severe misconduct that has undermined the legal rights and 

protections owed to my three minor children. 

The Defendant, MARIO CRUZ NEAL (referred to as "MARIO" hereafter), appears before the court pro se, in 

accordance with 735 ILCS 5/2-1301(d), and moves to charge and remove Ms. Wendy M. Musielak from her 

appointed position as Guardian ad Litem (GAL) in the ongoing case due to her numerous violations of 

Rule 237 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure and her role in engaging in illegal and unethical conduct. 

Ms. Musielak, acting as the GAL for the three minor children involved in the case, was appointed by Judge 

Louis Aranda. It is clear that Ms. Musielak has blatantly disregarded her professional obligations, and her 

conduct has significantly impacted the interests and basic rights of the minor children. Therefore, MARIO 

requests that the court take prompt and necessary action to address Ms. Musielak's conduct and to ensure justice 

and fairness for all parties involved. 

On October 12, 2023, Mario Neal reported allegations, including strong evidence of unethical and illegal 

activities, by his attorney, Bill Cherny, to Mr. Trevor Prindle of the state prosecutor's office via email and to 

Judge Louis Aranda. The evidence indicated that that Mr. Cherny was colluding with the opposing counsel. On 

October 17, 2023, the court granted Mr. Cherny's request to withdraw his representation of Mario Neal, without 

asking any questions or raising any concerns. Currently, Mr. Cherny is under investigation by the Illinois 

Attorney Discipline Committee. Due to financial constraints imposed by Thomas Neal and approved by the 
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court, Mario has been representing himself since Mr. Cherny's withdrawal. Supporting evidence for this 

situation can be found in Exhibit 1. 

On October 11, 2022, Thomas Neal filed his Petition for Dissolution of Marriage shortly after Mario Neal 

became a U.S. citizen, which emboldened him to no longer tolerate the ongoing abuse. Previously, Mario 

had feared threats of deportation made by Thomas if he spoke out. In a disturbing escalation of events, 

Pam and Jim Neal moved into the marital home, where they physically assaulted the three minor 

children and Mr. Mario Neal. They also forced the family into silence, coercing them not to report the 

abuse.  ( EXHIBIT 2 ) 

On October 19, 2022 Mario Neal was confined to the basement, while the children were kept captive in their 

rooms to prevent any communication between them. In a desperate bid for safety, Mario Neal managed to 

escape and swiftly sought legal recourse. He was granted an order of protection, aimed at securing the 

safety and well-being of both himself and the children. ( EXHIBIT 3 ) 

On November 9, 2022, this Court appointed Wendy Musielak as Guardian ad Litem for the parties' children in 

response to Mario’s serious allegations of child abuse by Thomas Neal and with the primary objective of 

safeguarding the best interests of the children. Subsequently, on November 14, 2023, Wendy Musielak was 

formally designated as the Guardian ad Litem for all three children involved in this case. Supporting 

documentation for this appointment can be found in ( EXHIBIT 4 ) 

Right from the beginning, it was abundantly clear that Ms. Musielak was working in collusion with Mr. Rick, 

Chuck Roberts, and Judge Louis Aranda to ensure that Thomas Neal was granted full parental rights under 

any circumstances. Using their combined power and influence, she systematically obstructed every 

investigation involving child abuse, constantly intervening to ensure that nothing incriminating ever came to 

light. Ms. Musielak routinely lied under oath, using perjury to hide the true extent of Mr. Thomas Neal's heinous 

actions. All of her investigations were egregiously biased, designed to selectively include only those details 

that would paint Mr. Neal in a favorable light and justify her illegal recommendations.  

A profoundly disturbing disclosure was made to the school's social worker, Mrs. Christina Magaña, by 

my eldest child on January 11, 2023. The gravity of this revelation cannot be overstated. On January 23, 2023, 

during an interview, Mrs. Magaña confronted Ms. Wendy Musilak with distressing allegations of abuse 

conveyed by the children. They shared chilling details of a so-called 'monster game,' a sinister guise for 

inappropriate sexual abuse perpetrated by Mr. James Neal, including an incident where he allegedly 

suffocated one child with a pillow during this 'game.' The children also shared disturbing physical abuse 

inflicted by their paternal grandmother, Pam Neal, and the appalling mental and physical torment perpetrated 

by the Plaintiff, Thomas Neal. The information was reported to Ms. Musielak.   ( EXHIBIT 5 ) 

 



Despite the children's desperate pleas for intervention, and the clear signs of trauma they exhibited, Ms. Kristy 

Neal, Principal Margie Marshall, and Ms. Musilak shockingly chose to remain inactive. Their collective 

inaction not only disregarded the urgent appeals for help but also perpetuated a reprehensible cover-up. The lack 

of follow-through on the allegations concerning Mr. Neal's abusive actions towards the children significantly 

compounded the failure of the institution to address and alleviate the profound concerns raised. ( EXHIBIT 5 ) 

 

Although numerous attempts have been made to protect the children involved in this case, including 

multiple motions, emergency pleadings, reports from the DuPage Children's Center, and investigations by 

the Department of Children and Family Services (DCFS) and the Naperville Police Department, these 

efforts have allegedly been met with interference and dismissal by Ms. Musielak and the preceding Judge 

Louis Aranda. ( EXHIBIT 6 ) 

On March 6th, 2023, immediately following a ski trip to Michigan, the minor children were collected by Mario 

Neal from All Saints Catholic Academy. As soon as they entered the vehicle, they urgently disclosed 

harrowing details of physical and sexual abuse and neglect inflicted by Thomas Neal. These grave 

allegations, which underscore the severity of the situation, are meticulously documented in Exhibit 7. 

On March 6th and 7th, the incidents were promptly reported to Wendy Musielak and to Mr. Cherny. Despite 

relentless efforts including emails, phone calls, and voicemails from both myself and my attorney urging for 

an immediate investigation and requesting Wendy Musielak to meet with the children promptly to assess their 

well-being, all attempts to communicate were met with silence. Please refer to Exhibit 8 Pages 3-4 for 

further details. 

On March 9th, a day before a scheduled court hearing, Ms. Musielak finally met with the three children. 

It is noteworthy that this meeting coincided with the transition of the children from being under the care of 

Mario Neal to Thomas Neal, in accordance with the visitation schedule. A violation of standards regarding 

meeting with children involved in allegations against a specific parent. Exhibit 8 Page 4 

During the meeting with the children on March 9th, the children disclosed that Thomas Neal had allegedly 

attempted to influence them by buying them ice cream on the way to see Ms. Musielak, seemingly as a 

form of bribery. Furthermore, the children bravely reported instances of neglect and abuse. Additionally, the 

lack of disclosure regarding the questions posed to the children during the meeting raises questions about the 

potential influence on the children's responses. Please refer to Exhibit 8 Page 4 for further details. 

During the scheduled court hearing on March 10th, Mrs. Musielak's reported statements regarding the lack of 

concerns with the children and the claim that Dr. Kovar, DCFS, and Edwards Hospital and others were not 

aware of the current situation or that they had concerns raised significant inconsistencies. Despite her assertions, 

records indicated contradictions that need to be addressed. Please refer to Exhibit 8 Page 5 for further details. 



The allegations made by the children prompted investigations by law enforcement authorities and the Illinois 

Department of Children and Family Services (DCFS). Despite Mrs. Musielak's assertions to the court of no 

concerns regarding the children, escalating scrutiny ensued due to her apparent negligence, perceived bias in 

favor of Thomas Neal, allegations of concealing child abuse reports, and her failure to promptly report serious 

concerns of child abuse to the court in writing, as required by law. In response to these critical issues, Mr. 

Cherny formally requested Mrs. Musielak's resignation, citing the concerns that were officially reported 

to the court. For additional information, please refer to Exhibit 9  

On March 13th, after months of pleading to speak with her to address the child abuse allegations, Ms. Boettger 

was able to convince Ms. Musielak to speak with Mario Neal after it became apparent that I was aware of 

their criminal activities. During the initial phone conversation, Ms. Musielak set guidelines for their 

discussion and abruptly ended the scheduled call. Throughout the conversation, Musielak's primary focus was 

on acquiring information about the documents related to the divorce case. Ms. Musielak requested all the 

allegations shared with Dawn Boettger, including those concerning Mario's claims of child abuse. It became 

apparent that she was disregarding and attempting to cover up the serious allegations of child abuse that 

Mario had raised. Please refer to Exhibit 8 Page 5-8 for further details. 

On March 17th , at precisely 4:30 PM just as the business day was drawing to a close, Mr. Roberts, under the 

endorsement of Wendy Musielak,  filed an emergency motion aimed at terminating my parental rights. 

The court hearing was schedule a day before the scheduled interview of my three children by Tim Ogan, the 

State's Attorney Criminal Investigator with DuPage County. It's glaringly obvious that this was a flagrant 

attempt to seize control of the investigation by wresting my children from my care. Exhibit 10 Page 5 

The motion filed against Mario Neal was filled with false statements and baseless allegations, indicating 

extensive collaboration between Wendy Musielak, Chuck and Rick Roberts, Thomas Neal, Dawn Boetttger, and 

All Saints Catholic Academy. The motion's aim appeared to be to fabricate claims of Mario's supposed mental 

instability as a pretext for terminating his rights and to stop him from investigating their alleged crimes. Despite 

numerous allegations being made against him, including accusations of child abuse and wrongdoing, no medical 

diagnoses were provided, nor was any evidence presented to substantiate the claims being made. All evidence 

points to baseless accusations being made against Mario with the aim of discrediting his allegations against All 

Saints Catholic Academy, Ms. Musielak, Rick and Chuck Roberts, Mrs. Magaña, Ms. Boettger, The Neal 

Family, and Judge Louis Aranda. It was clear they were working together to prevent Mario from exposing 

their alleged crimes. Exhibit 10 Page 6-11 

During the court hearing, Judge Louis Aranda and Ms. Musielak insisted on having an off-the-record pre-

trial regarding the motion. Despite the lack of evidence substantiating the allegations made in the motion, 

Judge Aranda pushed for a hearing and for Mario to be evaluated without a hearing. Then hearing was 



full of criminal activity from those involved. To cover up their alleged crimes, Ms. Musielak and Judge 

Louis Aranda sealed the court records just like many of the hearings for the past two years that were 

sealed for the same reason.  

Given the seriousness of the allegations made in the motion and the potential consequences of breaching various 

professional codes of conduct and state laws, Mr. Cherny requested that Ms. Musielak and Mr. Rick and Chuck 

Roberts produce documents that prove the allegations made in the motion. These documents could be crucial 

in upholding the law and ensuring transparency, especially given the apparent attempt to stop the 

investigation by removing the children from Mario Neal's care. A notice 237 notice to produce these 

documents was sent on March 15, 2023, according to subpoena records disclosed by Mr. Cherny. Despite 

these efforts to obtain the documents, Ms. Musielak has refused to produce them. Breaching these laws and 

codes of conduct can have serious legal implications and may further escalate the situation. Exhibit 11 

 

The motion includes numerous serious allegations concerning incidents that transpired at All Saints Catholic 

Academy involving Mrs. Maggie Marshall and Mrs. Christina Magaña. Despite repeated requests, records 

pertaining to communications and other critical documents related to the divorce proceedings remain 

undisclosed by Ms. Musielak and All Saints Catholic Academy. Their persistent refusal to release these vital 

records not only obstructs the pursuit of justice but also raises concerns about her potential complicity in 

unlawful activities. 

Ms. Musielak, mirroring the persistent defiance exhibited by the Plaintiff’s Attorneys, Rick and Chuck 

Roberts—who were similarly served and have failed to comply—has not produced the documents as 

mandated, constituting a flagrant and severe violation of Rule 237 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure. 

This blatant non-compliance severely undermines the principles of transparency and justice, and threatens the 

foundation of our legal framework. 

 

THEREFORE, the Respondent, Mario Neal, assertively yet respectfully requests that this Court: 

1. Issue a decisive and explicit order compelling Wendy Musielak to immediately end her willful 

obstruction and produce ALL subpoenaed records from All Saints Catholic Academy and others, in 

strict accordance with legal requirements. 

 

2. Filling immediate criminal charges against Ms. Wendy Musielak for her clear violations of laws of 

Illinois, ensuring that any deviations are swiftly and justly penalized to maintain the integrity of our 

legal system. 

 

3. Pave the way for fair justice by implementing immediate protective measures for the three minor 

children, thereby restoring balance to the scales of justice which have been detrimentally tipped against 

their welfare. 

 



4. Grant any additional or alternative relief deemed just and appropriate by this Court under the 

prevailing circumstances. 

 

5. Initiate a comprehensive and impartial investigation into the serious allegations raised, ensuring the 

well-being, safety, and protection of the minor children are prioritized and safeguarded throughout these 

proceedings. 

 

6. I urgently call upon the court to fulfill its fundamental duty—to protect the vulnerable and uphold 

justice. It is imperative that the court ceases to shield abusers and criminals and instead focuses its 

efforts on safeguarding my children, a responsibility entrusted to it by law. Any failure to protect my 

children not only constitutes a violation of legal duties but also a profound dereliction of moral 

obligations. The court must act now to rectify these injustices and restore faith in its commitment to 

justice and protection for all. 

 

7. My children have endured months in an unsafe environment due to the court's decisions. I implore 

the court to cease the harm being inflicted upon them and myslef. Every child deserves the opportunity 

to live a happy and secure life—why is the court denying my children their fundamental right to 

pursue happiness? It is essential that immediate action be taken to restore their safety and well-being. 

 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Mario Neal 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

VERIFICATION 

 

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure, the undersigned 

certifies that the statements set forth in this document are true and correct, except as to matters stated to be on 

information and belief, and as to those matters, the undersigned certifies that he verily believes them to be true. 

 

 

DATED: This May 12th, 2024 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Mario Neal 

929 Spindletree Ave 

Naperville, IL 60565 

630-631-2190 

Mneal628@gmail.com 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

THOMAS NEAL ) 
Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, ) 

) 
and ) 2022DC000915  

) 
MARIO NEAL ) 

Respondent/Counter-Petitioner. ) 

MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL 

William D. Cherny, of the Cherny Law Offices, P.C., pursuant to Rule 13, moves this Court 

for leave to withdraw his appearance on behalf of MARIO NEAL.  In support thereof states as 

follows: 

1. On November 1, 2022, William D. Cherny filed his Appearance on behalf of the

Respondent/Counter-Petitioner, MARIO NEAL.  

2. William D. Cherny seeks of this Court an Order to withdraw his Appearance

on behalf of MARIO NEAL as certain irreconcilable differences have arisen between MARIO 

NEAL and Willaim D. Cherny.  Counsel believes that he can no longer adequately represent 

MARIO’S best interests in this matter.   

3. The last known address of MAIO NEAL, to which notice of this Motion is being

sent by certified mail and regular mail, is:  929 Spindeltree Ave., Naperville, IL 60565. The last 

known email address to which notice of this Motion is being sent is:  MNeal@Naperville203.org. 

4. Pursuant to Supreme Court Rules, MARIO NEAL is entitled to an additional

twenty-one (21) days in which to have substitute counsel file an appearance.  

WHEREFORE, William D. Cherny prays that this Honorable Court enter an Order 

granting him leave to withdraw as attorney for MARIO NEAL, instanter, and for such further and 

other relief as this Court may deem just and appropriate. 
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      Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 By:  /s/William D. Cherny                                                            
       William D. Cherny 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
William D. Cherny 
Cherny Law Offices, P.C. 
111 E. Jefferson Ave. 
Naperville, IL  60540 
Telephone: (630) 219-4381 
Email:  bill@chernylaw.com 
Attorney No. 27269 
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ATTORNEY REGISTRATION AND DISCIPLINARY COMMISSION 

of the 

SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 

One Prudential Plaza 

130 East Randolph Drive, Suite 1500 

Chicago, Illinois 60601-6219 

(312) 565-2600  (800) 826-8625

Fax (312) 565-2320

3161 West White Oaks Drive, Suite 301 

Springfield, IL 62704 

(217) 546-3523  (800) 252-8048

Fax (217) 546-3785

MAINLIB_#1712876_v1 

Mario Neal

By Email: marioneal628@gmail.com

Chicago 

February 14, 2024 

Re: William David Cherny 

in relation to 

Mario Neal 

No. 2024IN00247 

Dear Mr. Neal: 

We have received your communication regarding William Cherny. 

We will request that the attorney submit a response to the matters you have raised.  A 

copy of the attorney’s response may be sent to you for your comments. We will then determine 

whether further investigation is warranted. 

We will contact you if we require additional information from you and will advise you of 

any decision we reach in the matter.  Please notify us of any change in your contact information. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Very truly yours, 

Albert S. Krawczyk 

Albert S. Krawczyk 

Senior Counsel 

ARDC Intake Division 

ASK:edm 
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Mario Neal 

929 Spindletree Ave 

Naperville, IL 60565 

331-226-6623

Marioneal@gmail.com

Attorney Registration and Disciplinary Commission of the Supreme Court of Illinois 

One Prudential Plaza 

130 East Randolph Drive 

Suite 1500 

Chicago, IL 60601 

(312) 565-2600

March 29, 2024 

Re: William David Cherny in relation to Mario Neal No. 2024IN00247 

Subject: Evidence-Based Rebuttal to Mr. Bill Cherny's Harassment Allegations 

Dear Mr. Krawczyk, 

I write to urgently follow up regarding the ongoing case involving Mr. Bill Cherny in relation to his troubling retailing 

behaviors in the pursuit of justice for his misconduct. Following the recent March 19, 2024 hearing, Mr. Cherny has 

committed to resorting to dishonest tactics to obscure his baseless allegations, clearly tarnishing my good standing at 

work. He orchestrated a deceptive communication exchange with my principal, Mr. Matt Langes, deliberately 

attempting to restrict information sharing by placing a directive within the email. Mr. Langes' refusal to forward the 

email signifies Mr. Cherny's deliberate attempt to conceal unjust accusations and impede my ability to address them 

effectively. 

Mr. Cherny's ploy to restrict information sharing, rather than allowing the facts to be openly addressed, clearly suggests 

his intent to disrupt my place of employment. If he truly had factual and concrete allegations regarding any conduct, one 

would anticipate his willingness for Mr. Langes to share the information with others in order to address them properly. 

This directive within the email is a clear attempt by Mr. Cherny to conceal his efforts to disrupt my place of employment. 

Furthermore, the attached response from Mr. Langes exposes Mr. Cherny's deceptive practices, shedding light on his 

dubious intentions to disrupt my employment and unjustly tarnish my reputation. This behavior raises serious concerns 

regarding Mr. Cherny’s retaliatory efforts to harm my work. 

I urge the commission to consider this compelling evidence in the ongoing proceedings and take decisive actions to 

address Mr. Cherny's unethical behavior, ensuring a fair and just resolution. 

Sincerely, 

Mario Neal 

EXHIBIT 1
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3/25/24, 9:15 PM Mail - Mario Neal - Outlook

https://outlook.office.com/mail/sentitems/id/AAQkAGM0YjJhMjJkLTE4MzUtNDM3NS1iMGNiLWIyYTIxNTA1MDdjZAAQAPiulTc4AmZKuz5GuF0oHN8… 1/3

Bill Cherny

Mario Neal <MNeal@Naperville203.org>
Sat 3/23/2024 2:21 PM
To:​Matt Langes <mlanges@Naperville203.org>​

3 attachments (3 MB)
Response 3-18-24.pdf; Bill Order.pdf; police report.pdf;

Hola Matt,

Apologies for reaching out during the beginning of our spring break! I wanted to connect with you
regarding our discussion on March 22, 2024, concerning the email you received from attorney Bill
Cherny that morning.

Following troubling discoveries of ethically questionable and potentially illegal actions on the part of Mr.
Cherny, he terminated his representation in my divorce proceedings. Subsequently, in an attempt to
complicate matters, he filed for an order of protection aimed at impeding my investigative efforts into
his misconduct. I took the necessary steps to report him to law enforcement authorities, and I have
attached my formal response to his allegations for your review.

At a recent hearing on March 19, 2024, the court swiftly recognized the baseless nature of Cherny's
allegations, denying his motion due to insufficient evidence and viewing it as an apparent effort to
intimidate me into silence rather than a legitimate claim for protection. I have included a copy of the
verdict and order for your records.

Despite the court's dismissal, I was surprised to learn that Mr. Cherny had directly contacted you with
unfounded allegations, seemingly aimed at undermining my employment and further tarnishing my
reputation. Given the gravity of these developments, I intend to present this communication to the
judge at my upcoming court session this Monday. Could you please forward me Cherny's email?

In addition, I'd like to bring to your attention an incident involving my work computer a few weeks ago,
which I believe may be pertinent under the current circumstances. The device experienced
malfunctions, attempting to send emails from my work account relating to Wendy Musielak, the
guardian ad litem representing my children in my divorce case. Similar occurrences had taken place at
home months ago, where documents and emails pertaining to Wendy Musielak were being deleted from
my personal account. I took the initiative to forward some of them to my work email in an attempt to
safeguard them. I promptly reported this to the police, and the police report is enclosed. This issue
recurred at school while I was preparing materials for my kindergarten lesson that morning. Despite
occasionally using my personal email for work-related purposes, such as ordering supplies, this anomaly
was troubling.

To address the situation, I immediately took my computer to Jack, who uncovered that the computer
was being accessed remotely, making it challenging to document the issue through screenshots.
Unfortunately, all attempts to capture screenshots resulted in corrupted files. I resorted to taking a
picture with my phone. Ultimately, Jack made the decision to replace the computer and has reported
the incident to the district's IT department.
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3/25/24, 9:15 PM Mail - Mario Neal - Outlook

https://outlook.office.com/mail/sentitems/id/AAQkAGM0YjJhMjJkLTE4MzUtNDM3NS1iMGNiLWIyYTIxNTA1MDdjZAAQAPiulTc4AmZKuz5GuF0oHN8… 2/3

I want to assure you that I remain steadfast in upholding professionalism at work, despite the distressing
challenges stemming from my divorce. It is disheartening that certain individuals appear determined to
disrupt my efforts to keep my professional life unaffected by these personal tribulations.

Thank you for understanding and support during these difficult times. Your assistance in forwarding
Cherny's email and any guidance you can provide regarding these matters would be greatly appreciated.

Gracias,
Mario

EXHIBIT 1
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3/25/24, 9:15 PM Mail - Mario Neal - Outlook

https://outlook.office.com/mail/sentitems/id/AAQkAGM0YjJhMjJkLTE4MzUtNDM3NS1iMGNiLWIyYTIxNTA1MDdjZAAQAPiulTc4AmZKuz5GuF0oHN8… 3/3
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4/20/24, 11:24 AM Mail - Mario Neal - Outlook

https://outlook.office.com/mail/id/AAQkAGM0YjJhMjJkLTE4MzUtNDM3NS1iMGNiLWIyYTIxNTA1MDdjZAAQAKKCn8aScUBroq8VLpJM30o%3D 1/3

RE: Weird Things Going On

Mario Neal <MNeal@Naperville203.org>
Thu 10/12/2023 3:38 PM
To:​Bill Cherny <bill@chernylaw.com>​

Bill,

I can’t believe you betrayed me. I thought you were a man I could trust. I can’t believe it took me this long to
figure it out.

I am going to do all can to bring justice to all that has been done in this case.

Mario

From: Bill Cherny <bill@chernylaw.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2023 3:31 PM
To: Mario Neal <MNeal@Naperville203.org>
Subject: RE: Weird Things Going On

CAUTION: This e-mail originated outside of Naperville 203. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you
confirm the incoming address of the sender and know the content is safe.

Mario,

I again received an email from the State’s Attorney.  This time he forwarded the message you sent to him
with your concern that you believe I am colluding with other attorneys to cover up a crime.  Because of
your concerns about me and the way I am handling your case I will withdraw from representing you
immediately.

Bill

William D. Cherny
Cherny Law Offices, P.C.
111 E. Jefferson Ave.
Naperville, IL 60540
Office       (630) 219-4381
Cell          (630) 544-8571
bill@chernylaw.com
www.chernylaw.com

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and confidential use of
the designated recipient.  This message may be an Attorney-Client communication and as such is
privileged and confidential.  If the reader of this message is not the designated recipient, you are hereby
notified that you have received this e-mail in error and that any review, dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this message in error, please notify
CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. immediately by calling (630) 219-4381.  Thank you.

From: Mario Neal <MNeal@Naperville203.org>
Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2023 9:52 AM

EXHIBIT 1
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4/20/24, 11:24 AM Mail - Mario Neal - Outlook

https://outlook.office.com/mail/id/AAQkAGM0YjJhMjJkLTE4MzUtNDM3NS1iMGNiLWIyYTIxNTA1MDdjZAAQAKKCn8aScUBroq8VLpJM30o%3D 2/3

To: Bill Cherny <bill@chernylaw.com>
Subject: RE: Weird Things Going On

Hi Bill,

Yes, I did emailed the Sates Attorney. I emailed him to help him with his investigation.

We need to chat about Dr. Hatcher and what it was agreed during the last court hearing. Things are just too odd. I
don’t feel comfortable meeting with him yet.

Mario

From: Bill Cherny <bill@chernylaw.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2023 9:38 PM
To: Mario Neal <MNeal@Naperville203.org>
Subject: RE: Weird Things Going On

CAUTION: This e-mail originated outside of Naperville 203. DO NOT click links or open attachments unless you
confirm the incoming address of the sender and know the content is safe.

Mario,

Not sure what I can dig up on Dr. Hatcher.  For some years there have only been 2 doctors who do this
type of evaluation.   I don’t think anybody is ever happy with their recommendations for any number of
reason.  It’s up to the judge to ultimately decide to accept their recommendations.  My advise to you is to
comply with his requests as much as possible and not bad mouth Tom, Wendy, Roberts or anybody else.

On another note, I received an email from the State’s attorney who represents the CAC.  He said that he
received 2 emails from you the other day.  Please let me know if you sent him the emails.

Thanks,

Bill

William D. Cherny
Cherny Law Offices, P.C.
111 E. Jefferson Ave.
Naperville, IL 60540
Office       (630) 219-4381
Cell          (630) 544-8571
bill@chernylaw.com
www.chernylaw.com

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and confidential use of
the designated recipient.  This message may be an Attorney-Client communication and as such is
privileged and confidential.  If the reader of this message is not the designated recipient, you are hereby
notified that you have received this e-mail in error and that any review, dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this message in error, please notify
CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. immediately by calling (630) 219-4381.  Thank you.

From: Mario Neal <MNeal@Naperville203.org>
Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2023 8:21 AM

EXHIBIT 1

Page 9 of 21

mailto:bill@chernylaw.com
mailto:bill@chernylaw.com
mailto:MNeal@Naperville203.org
mailto:bill@chernylaw.com
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.chernylaw.com%2F&data=05%7C01%7CMNeal%40Naperville203.org%7Cdac4db75508544bfcbdf08dbcb62230d%7C1b377357c9794d6eb29781f625638dcd%7C1%7C0%7C638327394587573800%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=kxNUC7%2FBxT8SPqBIuh3dB6U1Y5YzCveBO6FsA7%2FNprc%3D&reserved=0
mailto:MNeal@Naperville203.org


4/20/24, 11:24 AM Mail - Mario Neal - Outlook

https://outlook.office.com/mail/id/AAQkAGM0YjJhMjJkLTE4MzUtNDM3NS1iMGNiLWIyYTIxNTA1MDdjZAAQAKKCn8aScUBroq8VLpJM30o%3D 3/3

To: Bill Cherny <bill@chernylaw.com>
Subject: Weird Things Going On

Bill,

I think you said you will be gone this week so don’t want to bother you. There some funny things going on with
Tom. This weekend I noticed that papers from the divorce were taken from the house. Nothing that they probably
they didn’t have. The sad thing is that my alarm and cameras only record live feed and not save unless you pay for
a subscription.

Thankfully the files that they are looking were still there. Since last time, I have been hiding them in the house.

Also, Tom has not paid the taxes yet. If he does not pay them I am going to go to the cops and give them what I
have. I am so tired of all of this. I don’t trust the therapist. I need to do more research on him. Can you see what
else we find out him. Before I see him I want to make sure he is not working with Tom. They all think I am some
dummy. I got a called from Jackie yesterday but I was at school so could not answer. I don’t trust anyone right
now.

We have teacher parent conferences so that is taking a lot of my time. Maybe next week I focus a little more on
this.

Gracias,
Mario

Confidentiality Notice: This message and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information that is
protected by law. The information contained herein is transmitted for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). If you are not the
intended recipient or designated agent of the recipient of such information, you are hereby notified that any use, dissemination,
copying or retention of this email or the information contained herein is strictly prohibited and may subject you to penalties
under federal and/or state law. If you received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and permanently delete
this email. We may monitor email to and from our network.
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ATTORNEY REGISTRATION AND DISCIPLINARY COMMISSION 
of the 

SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 

One Prudential Plaza 
130 East Randolph Drive, Suite 1500

Chicago, Illinois 60601-6219 
(312) 565-2600  (800) 826-8625

Fax (312) 565-2320

3161 West White Oaks Drive, Suite 301 
Springfield, IL 62704

(217) 546-3523  (800) 252-8048
Fax (217) 546-3785

MAINLIB_#1719173_v1 

Mario Neal
By Email: marioneal628@gmail.com

Chicago 
March 5, 2024

Re: William David Cherny
in relation to
Mario Neal 
No. 2024IN00247 

Dear Mr. Neal: 

Attached is a copy of the response of William Cherny to the matters about which you have 
complained. 

If you believe the response is inaccurate or if you wish to comment or provide additional 
information, please write to me within fourteen days. You may submit comments or additional 
information to me by email to emadry@iardc.org. If you send more information by regular mail, 
please do not staple or bind your correspondence and do not use exhibit tabs. 

We will evaluate the matter and advise you of our decision. Again, thank you for your 
cooperation.

Very truly yours,

Albert S. Krawczyk
Senior Counsel 
ARDC Intake Division

ASK:edm 
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Mario Neal 

929 Spindletree Ave 

Naperville, IL 60565 

331-226-6623

Marioneal@gmail.com

Attorney Registration and Disciplinary Commission of the Supreme Court of Illinois 

One Prudential Plaza 

130 East Randolph Drive 

Suite 1500 

Chicago, IL 60601 

(312) 565-2600

March 25, 2024 

Re: William David Cherny in relation to Mario Neal No. 2024IN00247 

Subject: Evidence-Based Rebuttal to Mr. Bill Cherny's Harassment Allegations 

Dear Mr. Krawczyk, 

The purpose of this letter is to vehemently refute the baseless allegations leveled against me by Mr. William David 

Cherny, as delineated in Case No. 2024IN00247. These allegations, which accuse me of harassment and imply physical 

threats, lack foundation and appear to be a calculated attempt by Mr. Cherny to deflect scrutiny from his own 

questionable practices and to undermine my pursuit of justice. Through a detailed account, I aim to illuminate the 

strategic, retaliatory, and damaging actions taken by Mr. Cherny in response to my legitimate grievances and efforts to 

seek accountability. 

Mr. Cherny's allegations of harassment and threatening communications from my side are not only unsubstantiated but 

also appear to be a strategic maneuver to divert attention away from his own questionable actions. His claim that I 

represent a potential for violence is utterly baseless, lacking in credible evidence, and seemingly part of a deliberate 

tactic aimed at discrediting my rightful quest for justice. Amidst these serious accusations, it is particularly telling that Mr. 

Cherny has not presented a shred of verifiable evidence to back his assertions. This conspicuous absence of proof casts 

significant doubt on the validity of his allegations and strongly suggests that his claims are nothing more than a defensive 

ploy. 

It is crucial to highlight that my endeavors to promote transparency and ensure accountability in addressing issues 

related to Mr. Cherny's professional behavior throughout his period of service as my attorney have been unfairly 

misrepresented as harassment. 

On February 7, 2024, Mr. Cherny strategically filed a motion for an order of protection, ostensibly to hinder my valid 

efforts to address erroneous credit card charges. Recognizing and endorsing my dispute regarding the credit card 

charges, American Express, following its impartial review, affirmed the validity of my concerns. This action came at a 

critical juncture, as American Express and subsequently City Bank were actively investigating my allegations against Mr. 

Cherny for not delivering the services expected of an attorney. After a thorough investigation by American Express, 

during which Mr. Cherny was afforded the opportunity to present supporting documentation in his defense, the 

conclusion favored my position. In an apparent bid to preclude further scrutiny from American Express or City Bank, Mr. 

Cherny sought to disguise his motion with claims of harassment and purported harm to his business reputation, 

attempting to leverage the court system as a means of intimidation. This maneuver not only reflects a blatant misuse of 

legal protections but also underlines the integrity of my claims and the subsequent validation of my dispute by 

authoritative financial institutions. 
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In countering Mr. Cherny's motion, I unequivocally demonstrated that his attempts were not merely obstructive but 

fundamentally baseless, aimed directly at derailing the investigation into his professional misconduct. At the hearing on 

March 19, 2024, Mr. Cherny’s accusations reached a new low; he rashly contended that I had no legal standing to 

challenge the charges and maliciously accused me of inflicting damage upon his business—without presenting a sliver of 

evidence to back his audacious claims. His failure was twofold: not only did he not furnish any proof of harassment or 

threats from my side, but his allegations of harassment were also exposed as utterly groundless. The absence of concrete 

evidence led to the dismissal of several of his demands within the motion, culminating in the unequivocal denial of his 

motion after a vigorously contested trial. This decisive outcome not only underscored the lack of merit in Mr. Cherny's 

accusations but also reinforced the legitimacy of my actions and the judicial system’s capacity to discern truth from 

manipulation. 

In the aftermath of the March 19, 2024 hearing, a distressing development unfolded when I was summoned to the 

principal's office at Elmwood Elementary School, where I am employed. It was during this unexpected meeting that I was 

confronted with a barrage of grave allegations made by Mr. Cherny. This strategic move by Mr. Cherny, aimed at 

sabotaging my professional credibility as retribution for my legal challenges against him, represents an egregious abuse 

of power and an unethical invasion into my professional life. The ramifications of his actions have been profoundly 

damaging, casting unwarranted aspersions on my reputation and integrity. This deliberate attempt to vilify me has not 

only caused significant disruption to my career and personal well-being but has also unjustly dragged my employer into 

the midst of a personal vendetta—something I had endeavored to prevent. The timing of these accusations, just prior to 

spring break, has left the school's response in limbo, further compounding the stress and uncertainty of the situation. 

Nonetheless, I am resolutely gearing up to clear my name, ready to present a robust defense against Mr. Cherny's 

unfounded accusations by engaging with both the school principal and the district office. This situation underscores the 

lengths to which Mr. Cherny is willing to go in his campaign of retaliation and abuse of power, highlighting the urgent 

need for a decisive and just resolution that vindicates my stance and restores my tarnished reputation. 

In conclusion, the allegations brought forth by Mr. Cherny not only lack substantiation but also clearly manifest his 

intentions to retaliate, misuse power, and cause undue harm to my professional and personal life. The pattern of 

behavior Mr. Cherny has exhibited is indicative of a broader attempt to silence and discredit those who seek 

accountability and justice. It is imperative that the facts be meticulously examined, and justice served, not just for the 

sake of my vindication, but to ensure that such abusive tactics are not wielded against others. I stand firm in my resolve 

to clear my name and am prepared to take all necessary steps to defend my integrity and professional standing. The 

overwhelming support from financial institutions like American Express in validating my claims has been a beacon of 

hope in this ordeal, underscoring the righteousness of my pursuit. I am confident that a thorough examination of the 

facts will unequivocally reveal the meritless nature of Mr. Cherny's accusations and restore my reputation, allowing me 

to move forward from these baseless attacks stronger and vindicated. 

Sincerely, 

Mario Neal 
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Mario Neal 

929 Spindletree Ave 

Naperville, IL 60565 

331-226-6623

Marioneal@gmail.com

Attorney Registration and Disciplinary Commission of the Supreme Court of Illinois 

One Prudential Plaza 

130 East Randolph Drive 

Suite 1500 

Chicago, IL 60601 

(312) 565-2600

March 28, 2024 

Re: William David Cherny in relation to Mario Neal No. 2024IN00247 

Subject: Evidence-Based Rebuttal to Mr. Bill Cherny's  Allegations 

Dear Mr. Krawczyk, 

In my resolute quest for justice, I submit this detailed rebuttal to Mr. Cherny's responses to my initial 

allegations. In his defense, Mr. Cherny has levied numerous baseless counterclaims against me, to which I have 

meticulously responded, armed with robust supporting documentation. This exchange underscores a pattern of 

behavior by Mr. Cherny that egregiously deviates from the professional and ethical standards we hold sacred in 

our legal practice. The allegations I present against Mr. Cherny, my former attorney, cast a shadow over his 

commitment to ethical obligations and unveiled a deliberate attempt to erode the foundational tenets of fairness, 

transparency, and advocacy that are paramount to our legal system's integrity. 

The assertions, bolstered by irrefutable evidence, unveil a narrative of intentional deception, professional 

dereliction, and a profound breach of trust. Mr. Cherny's actions tarnish the sanctity of the attorney-client 

relationship and pose a direct affront to the ethical framework underpinning our legal profession. It is with a 

sense of urgency and a duty to uphold the principles of justice that I call upon your esteemed body to investigate 

these claims thoroughly. Mr. Cherny's conduct, as detailed herein, warrants immediate and decisive scrutiny to 

safeguard the honor, dignity, and trustworthiness of the legal profession. 

Claim: Unquestionable Awareness of a Property Sale in California 

The claim that Mr. Cherny was oblivious to the sale of the California property to my sister until the trial's end 

not only lacks any foundation but starkly points to a calculated act of deception. The evidence dismantling this 

assertion is incontrovertible, anchored by documentation and extensive communication records, most notably an 

email from November 16, 2022. This email, dispatched a mere fortnight after Mr. Cherny assumed his role as 

my legal counsel, sparked an in-depth conversation regarding the property's sale. This dialogue persisted well 

past the September 2, 2023, court decision on the postnuptial agreement. In rendering the declaratory judgment, 

Judge Louis Aranda specifically cited the California property, leveraging it to validate the postnuptial 

agreement and refute any claims of it being overreaching or unconscionable at the signing. Mr. Cherny's 

subsequent portrayal of astonishment regarding the trial's verdict is not merely confounding but a blatant lie. 

Despite a profound understanding of all critical details, his pretense of naivety amounts to a willful 

manipulation of the truth. This deliberate obfuscation by Mr. Cherny, especially concerning the postnuptial 

agreement's nature and his purported shock post-verdict, underscores a level of deceit that is both perplexing 

and categorically dishonest, betraying a deep-seated disregard for the principles of transparency and ethical 

legal practice. 
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Moreover, it is crucial to underscore that despite my sister's incomplete efforts to finalize the title transfer, 

Thomas was deeply entwined in the sale's execution, wielding unilateral control over our financial assets. The 

proceeds from the sale of the California property were specifically allocated to acquire our present home. 

Thomas meticulously adhered to California's legal requirements by diligently signing and notarizing the 

necessary documents to ensure the sale's legality. 

Hence, it is profoundly concerning that the court utilized Tom's assertion of my California property ownership 

as a critical factor in denying my challenge to the Postnuptial Agreement. This deliberate misrepresentation is 

particularly egregious, considering Thomas and Mr. Cherny's full awareness of my lack of ownership. Their 

concerted efforts to skew facts to their advantage glaringly reveal their intention to compromise the legal 

process's impartiality and integrity. 

This blatant and strategic distortion of facts solidifies my assertion of a calculated collusion between Mr. 

Cherny and my husband's legal team, illuminating a severe violation of professional ethics. This case reflects a 

gross manipulation of the truth and underscores a concerted effort to undermine my position, revealing a 

disturbing disregard for the principles of fairness and ethical legal practice. 

Claim 2: Deliberate Deception in Child Support Calculations and Evasive Omissions 

A vast array of evidence completely dismantles Mr. Cherny’s assertions of detachment from the child support 

calculations, revealing his intricate involvement in this crucial aspect of the case. An exhaustive review of our 

correspondence from May to October 2023 uncovers not mere exchanges but deep dialogues concerning my 

financial situation, climaxing in Mr. Cherny’s dramatic alteration of child support figures on September 25. His 

confident assurances of a recalibration supposedly in my favor—promising a $1,020.00 monthly child support 

payment—dissolved into a stark contradiction when the actual documents necessitated that I pay child support 

to my husband, despite our significant income disparity. This reversal smacks of a calculated effort to 

inappropriately relieve Mr. Neal of his child support obligations inappropriately, revealing a deeply troubling 

manipulation of financial assessments. 

The evidence of collusion becomes even more damning with the discovery of deliberate alterations in the final 

child support documentation, dated October 2. This document perplexingly categorized Mr. Thomas Neal and 

me as "Parent A" and "Parent B," a significant and suspicious deviation from previous labels. This calculated 

ambiguity was not a mere oversight but a strategic ploy to obscure a significant shift in child support 

responsibilities. By intentionally muddling the identities of the involved parties, Mr. Cherny sought to conceal 

the alteration of child support obligations, directly undermining my position as the rightful custodial parent 

entitled to receive support. 

This manipulation represents a calculated effort to inject confusion and ambiguity into the process, thereby 

compromising the integrity of the child support determination. Such tactics challenge the very essence of 

fairness and transparency that should govern legal proceedings and reveal a blatant attempt to skew the 

outcomes in favor of Mr. Thomas Neal, to my significant disadvantage. This action is emblematic of a broader 

strategy employed by Mr. Cherny to manipulate legal documentation and processes, ultimately threatening to 

subvert the justice system's foundational principles.  

Adding to this scenario of deceit is the glaring omission in Mr. Cherny’s billing invoices, which he himself 

provided. Astonishingly, these invoices lack any mention of the extensive work purportedly conducted on the 

child support calculations—a significant and time-intensive endeavor. This conspicuous absence raises serious 

questions about the integrity of Mr. Cherny's billing practices and motives. Why would such pivotal work, 

critical to the child support determination process, be omitted from the financial documentation? This omission 

heightens concerns over Mr. Cherny’s transparency and ethical standing and adds weight to the growing 

evidence of collusion and manipulative practice. 
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The convergence of Mr. Cherny’s misleading guidance, the inexplicable directives in the recalculated support 

figures, the obfuscatory labeling in child support documentation, and now the perplexing exclusions in billing 

records collectively point to a disturbing pattern of conduct. This conduct evidences unethical collusion aimed 

at tilting legal judgments and represents a blatant breach of professional duty. 

Enhanced Argument on Child Support Calculations: Misguidance and Legal Misinterpretation 

To further amplify the concerns surrounding Mr. Cherny's involvement and manipulative tactics in calculating 

child support, it is imperative to highlight a specific instance of misleading legal advice that he provided. Mr. 

Cherny explicitly directed me to incorporate my personal credit card debt into the Financial Affidavit used to 

determine child support obligations. This direction was not only misguided but directly contravened the 

stipulations of the Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of Marriage Act (750 ILCS 5/505). According to this 

legislation, personal consumer debt, including credit card debt, is expressly excluded from being deducted from 

gross income when calculating child support obligations. 

In an email correspondence from Mr. Cherny dated September 27, 2023, he unequivocally states: 

"Good morning Mario, 

You need to include your credit card debt in your financial affidavit. 

Bill" 

This insistence on incorporating erroneous information into a legally binding document did not merely risk the 

submission of inaccurate financial details; it exposed me to the potential accusation of child support fraud. The 

implications of this advice could have been devastating, threatening not only my financial stability but also 

placing me at risk of legal repercussions. 

This incident is not an isolated error but a glaring example of Mr. Cherny's departure from established legal 

standards and ethical guidelines. By advising me to act in direct violation of the Illinois Marriage and 

Dissolution of Marriage Act, Mr. Cherny compromised the integrity of the child support determination process 

and placed me in a precarious legal position. This serious misstep further corroborates the argument that Mr. 

Cherny's conduct in calculating child support was fraught with dubious motivations and a blatant disregard for 

legal accuracy and client welfare. 

The combination of Mr. Cherny's deliberate omissions, manipulative documentation practices, and now the 

provision of legally unsound advice underscores a pattern of professional misconduct that severely undermines 

the principles of justice and due diligence. 

Compelling Indications of Professional Misconduct During the Postnuptial Agreement Trial 

The web of deception weaves through to the postnuptial agreement trial, where Mr. Cherny's actions further 

betray a pattern of professional misconduct. His performance in court, marked by a flamboyant display of 

purported financial records of Mr. Thomas Neal, culminated in a singularly superficial act. He brandished 

extensive paperwork, claiming it contained crucial financial details. Yet, when it came to the crux of cross-

examination, Mr. Cherny resorted to a mere sheet of paper to verify an account number with Mr. Neal. This 

theatrical but hollow gesture casts profound aspersions on the sincerity of his trial preparations and the veracity 

of the documents he paraded. 

Compounding this facade is the contradiction in Mr. Cherny's billing records, which report significant hours 

spent on trial preparation and exhibit management. Despite these claims, his conspicuous failure to provide any 

documents pertinent to the postnuptial agreement—when legally compelled to do so via subpoena for my 

divorce file—strikes a damning note. The glaring omission of trial-specific documentation from the provided
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files not only undermines the credibility of Mr. Cherny's billed activities but also raises severe concerns about 

his integrity and the fidelity of his representation. 

This disparity between Mr. Cherny’s proclaimed trial preparations and the tangible evidence—or the stark lack 

thereof—presented suggests not mere oversight but a deliberate obfuscation or, at worst, a calculated 

suppression of vital information. Such actions, indicative of profound professional negligence or intentional 

deceit, breach the fundamental tenets of legal practice and client representation.  

Claim: Mr. Cherny's Evasion of Evidence and Alarming Shift in Allegiance 

Mr. Cherny's steadfast denials of any engagement with opposing counsel violently clash with the conspicuous 

absence of corroborative evidence, casting formidable doubt on his assertions. In the aftermath of his departure, 

a moment necessitating unequivocal transparency, I diligently requested my complete divorce file, fully 

anticipating it to encompass all exchanges with the opposing party. However, the received records were 

jarringly incomplete, purposefully devoid of emails crucial for shedding light on interactions with the 

adversarial party. This selective curation of information not only elicits skepticism but profoundly erodes Mr. 

Cherny's trustworthiness. 

The discernible decline in Mr. Cherny's dedication to my cause post-summer 2023 and a discernible alignment 

with Thomas's interests suggest abandoning my legal interests. Previously, Mr. Cherny and I vigorously 

deliberated Thomas Neal's attempts to obscure his financial situation, appearing genuinely invested in assuaging 

my concerns about Neal's financial subterfuge and guiding me to search for documents shedding light on his 

fiscal conduct diligently. 

This initial phase of proactive scrutiny into Thomas Neal's financial concealments starkly contradicts Mr. 

Cherny's later, bewildering shift in allegiance. His sudden and confounding divergence from our aligned 

objectives to a stance favoring opposing counsel signifies a profound conflict of interest. Illustratively, Thomas 

Neal's steadfast refusal to disclose his employment records, despite numerous requests from Mr. Cherny, further 

incriminates this narrative of duplicity. Mr. Cherny's initial subpoena to Neal's employer hinted at a concerted 

effort to uncover potential concealments. However, his abrupt cessation of this inquiry—justified by purported 

cost concerns—underscores a dereliction of his duty to pursue all discovery avenues rigorously. 

Our mutual efforts to address allegations of criminal misconduct and unethical behavior by Ms. Wendy 

Musielak and Mr. Cherny's initial advocacy for her removal similarly faltered under the guise of financial 

constraints. This pattern of retreating from critical investigative actions suggests financial evasion and a 

calculated withdrawal from seeking justice. 

Upon discovering Mr. Thomas Neal's undisclosed safety deposit box, Mr. Cherny initially expressed alarm and 

promised an investigation leveraging his connections. Yet, this inquiry, too, was inexplicably abandoned, 

leaving the suspicion of concealed assets unexplored. 

This succession of strategic withdrawals and omissions by Mr. Cherny—each ceasing at pivotal moments of 

potential discovery—paints a disconcerting picture of conscious neglect and possible collusion. The stark 

absence of vital evidentiary communications and Mr. Cherny's abrupt shift in legal strategy raise grave concerns 

about his integrity and dedication to client advocacy. Such actions not only compromise the fairness and 

transparency of legal proceedings but blatantly disregard my best interests, necessitating immediate and resolute 

intervention to rectify these injustices and reinstate the sanctity of legal advocacy. 

Conclusion 

The detailed accounts presented above meticulously document instances where Mr. Cherny's actions have not 

only failed to meet the ethical and professional standards expected of a legal practitioner but have also actively 

sought to undermine the integrity of legal proceedings and the well-being of his client. From willful deception 

EXHIBIT 1

Page 18 of 21



and manipulation of financial assessments to a blatant disregard for established legal precedents and a 

disturbing inclination towards opposing interests, Mr. Cherny's conduct represents a flagrant breach of duty and 

a profound disrespect for the legal profession's foundational values. 

This submission, while exhaustive, is a call to rigorously investigate these claims, uphold the sanctity of legal 

ethics, and ensure that such egregious violations do not go unchecked.  

Thank you for your attention to these matters and your commitment to justice and ethical practice. 

Sincerely, 

Mario Neal 
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Mario Neal 

929 Spindletree Ave 

Naperville, IL 60565 

331-226-6623

Mneal628@gmail.com

Attorney Registration and Disciplinary Commission of the Supreme Court of Illinois 

One Prudential Plaza 

130 East Randolph Drive 

Suite 1500 

Chicago, IL 60601 

(312) 565-2600

March 25, 2024 

Re: William David Cherny in relation to Mario Neal No. 2024IN00247 

Subject: Rebuttal to Mr. Bill Cherny’s Baseless Allegations Regarding My Mental Health 

Dear Mr. Krawczyk, 

In response to the allegations raised by Mr. Cherny concerning claims of a severe mental health condition 

impacting my professional conduct, I write to present a more comprehensive and accurate portrayal of the 

circumstances related to this matter. 

Mr. Cherny suggests that my actions, driven by my pursuit of justice and diligence in documenting everything 

relevant to my case over the past two years, link to a mental health crisis. However, this insinuation lacks 

substantiation and fails to consider the broader context of the situation. Let me articulate that prior to October 

2023, my conduct was deemed as intelligent, cooperative, and engaged in our divorce case by Mr. Cherny 

himself. Only upon my discovery and addressing of potential irregularities, was my demeanor deemed as 

changed. 

I have always provided supporting documentation for all assertions made, indicating an analytical and 

calculated approach to addressing matters, and not erratic behavior as implied by Mr. Cherny. The volume of 

evidence should not be misconstrued as a sign of mental instability, but rather a demonstration of the 

seriousness of my concerns. 

Regarding the involvement of Dr. Roger Hatcher, it is imperative to emphatically clarify the egregious 

misrepresentation of my interactions with him. Mr. Cherny's unwavering reliance on Dr. Hatcher's assessments 

is not only deeply troubling but also indicative of a severe lapse in judgment. Despite mounting concerns and 

valid reservations raised by me regarding Dr. Hatcher's credibility and professional conduct, Mr. Cherny 

persisted in advocating for his involvement, even coercing me to forego a trial evaluation requested by opposing 

counsel and my husband. 

It is particularly noteworthy that Mr. Cherny chose to cite Dr. Hatcher in his response to the allegations, despite 

the ongoing controversies surrounding Dr. Hatcher's conduct. This deliberate choice calls into question Mr. 

Cherny's integrity and raises suspicions about potential collusion or bias. 

I have repeatedly expressed legitimate apprehensions regarding Dr. Hatcher's professional integrity, including 

his unauthorized access to my confidential health records and his propensity to formulate mental health 
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diagnoses without conducting a formal psychiatric evaluation. These valid concerns prompted me to take 

decisive action by filing a formal complaint with the Illinois Department of Financial and Professional 

Regulation and urging for a criminal investigation into potential legal infractions by Dr. Hatcher, including 

perjury and aiding and abetting. 

It is imperative that the ARDC thoroughly scrutinize Mr. Cherny's reliance on Dr. Hatcher's assessments and 

investigate any potential improprieties or ethical breaches associated with their professional relationship. The 

integrity of the legal system hinges upon the ethical conduct of legal professionals and the scrupulous adherence 

to standards of professionalism and integrity. 

Mr. Cherny's attempts to undermine my credibility by questioning my mental stability overlook crucial evidence 

of my stable employment history and professional achievements, meticulously documented in my resume. As an 

esteemed member of the team at Elmwood Elementary School in Naperville, IL, I have demonstrated 

unwavering dedication and proficiency in my role, a fact underscored by federal recognition from the 

Department of Education during my tenure. Moreover, my consistent receipt of excellent performance reviews 

further contradicts Mr. Cherny's baseless insinuations regarding my mental health. His blatant disregard for 

irrefutable evidence highlights the desperation underlying his unfounded allegations. 

It is imperative to underscore the lack of substantial evidence supporting the assertion that I was admitted to a 

psychiatric hospital due to mental conditions such as the ones Mr. Cherny cited in his response, namely 

Paranoid Personality Disorder. Moreover, his attempt to draw a connection between my pursuit of justice and 

alleged mental health issues lacks any factual basis and is a clear misrepresentation of the circumstances. Such 

baseless insinuations not only disregard the truth but also aim to discredit my legitimate efforts to seek justice 

and uphold my rights in the face of injustice. 

I remain committed to ethical and legal paths necessary to ensure my children's welfare and protect my rights. 

The allegations regarding my mental health require thorough examination within proper legal and ethical 

frameworks to prevent further misrepresentation and injustice. My supporting evidence is enclosed herewith. 

Sincerely, 

Mario Neal 
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 2476.10154 /WMM:mp 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

DUPAGE COUNTY, WHEATON, ILLINOIS 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: ) 
THOMAS NEAL,  ) 

) 
Petitioner, ) 

) 
vs. ) No. 2022 DC 915 

) 
MARIO NEAL. ) 

Respondent. ) 

NOTICE OF SERVICE 

TO:  Chuck Roberts, Roberts PC, 2100 Manchester Rd, Bldg B, Suite 1085, Wheaton, IL 60187 
(Email:notice@robertspc.com) 

William Cherny, 111 E. Jefferson Ave, Naperville, IL 60540 (Email: bill@chernylaw.com) 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on 28th of April 2023, the Guardian Ad Litem, Wendy M. 
Musielak response to the subpoena served by Respondent, Mario Neal was sent via dropbox at:  
https://www.dropbox.com/t/WTlZdrwLx7RZPs2S  

 _____________________________________
ESP KREUZER CORES LLP 

400 S. County Farm Road, Suite 200 
Wheaton, IL  60187 

(630) 871-1002
E-Mail:  familylaw@ekclawfirm.com

Attorney No. 25564 

PROOF OF SERVICE 
I, the undersigned, an attorney, on oath, state that true and correct copies of this Notice and 

the aforementioned document(s) were [  ] personally delivered or [ x ] sent via electronic mail or 
[  ] or sent via facsimile or [  ] placed in the U.S. Mail properly addressed, with first class postage 
prepaid to the aforementioned person (s) at the address(es) set forth above before 5:00 p.m., in the 
U.S. Mail, Wheaton, Illinois, on this 28th day of April, 2023.  Under penalties as provided by law 
pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure, I certify that the information set forth in 
this document is true and correct. 

________________________________ 
Wendy Musielak  
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

THOMAS NEAL ) 
Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, ) 

) 
and ) 2022DC000915 

) 
MARIO NEAL ) 

Respondent/Counter-Petitioner. ) 

SUBPOENA FOR THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND/OR RECORDS 

To: Wendy M. Musielak – Guardian Ad Litem 
ESP KREUZER CORES LLP 
400 S. County Farm Road, Suite 200 
Wheaton, IL 60187 

Pursuant to Supreme Court Rules and Section 5/2-1101 of the Code of Civil Procedure 
(735 ILCS 5/2-1101), you are commanded and directed to produce the following documents and/or 
records requested for the purpose of discovery in this matter on or before April 28, 2023 at 2:00 
p.m. at the Cherny Law Offices, P.C., 111 E. Jefferson Ave., Naperville, IL 60540.  Your
appearance on this date and time and at this location is waived if you tender a complete copy of
the documents and/or records prior to this date.

See attached Rider 

YOUR FAILURE TO RESPOND TO THIS SUBPOENA MAY SUBJECT YOU TO 
PUNISHMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF THIS COURT. 

/s/William D Cherny 
William D. Cherny 
CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. 
111 E. Jefferson Ave. 
Naperville, IL 60540 
(630) 219-4381
bill@chernylaw.com
Attorney No.  27269
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PROOF OF SERVICE 
I, William D. Cherny, on oath depose and state that I have served this subpoena via: 

Certified Mail and at the address listed above on March 24, 2023 

Facsimile at ____________________ 

Email at _______________________ 

Hand Delivery to ______________________________ 

On March 24, 2023. 

/s/William D Cherny 

William D. Cherny 
CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. 
111 E. Jefferson Ave. 
Naperville, IL 60540 
(630) 219-4381
bill@chernylaw.com
Attorney No.  27269
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From: marioneal628@gmail.com
To: Bill Cherny
Subject: Social Worker
Date: Wednesday, March 15, 2023 2:18:18 PM

January, 11th, she calls DCFS to report grandpa. She has a conversation with Wendy
regarding their incident, after that, she stops seeing Josephine for about seven
weeks.

Christina Magaña, MSW, LCSW
School Social Worker
All Saints Catholic Academy
630-961-6125
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Conversation between Wendy Musielak and All Saints Catholic 
Social Worker Christina Magana 

EXHIBIT 5

Page 6 of 8

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight



EXHIBIT 5

Page 7 of 8

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight



EXHIBIT 5

Page 8 of 8

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight

Mario Neal
Highlight



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

 
THOMAS NEAL ) 
 Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, ) 
  ) 
and  ) 2022DC000915  
  )  
MARIO NEAL ) 
 Respondent/Counter-Petitioner. ) 

 
MOTION FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF WHITNEY MCDANIEL AS THE 

CHILDREN’S THERAPIST 
 

Respondent/Counter-Petitioner, MARIO NEAL (“MARIO”), by and through his attorney, 

William D. Cherny of the Cherny Law Offices, P.C., moves this Court to appoint Whitney 

McDaniel as the children’s therapist.  In support hereof states as follows: 

1. This Court has jurisdiction over the parties and the subject matter hereof.  This 

matter remains pending and undetermined. 

2. Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, THOMAS NEAL (“THOMAS”) filed his Petition 

for Dissolution of Marriage with Minor Children on October 11, 2022. 

3. MARIO filed his Counter-Petition for Dissolution of Marriage on October 19, 

2022. 

4. The parties have filed their responses to the Petitions and Counter-Petitions for 

Dissolution of Marriage. 

5. Three children were born to the parties via surrogacy, namely: J.A.N. born in 2015 

and presently age 7; A.C.N. born in 2018, presently age 4, and L.C.N. born in 2018, presently age 

4.  The parties are the intended parents of the children pursuant to the Gestational Surrogacy Act.   

6. As this case progresses the proceedings have been increasingly acrimonious and 

there are pending motions and petitions that are directly related to the parties’ children. 
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7. On February 1, 2023, this Court entered an Order appointing Dawn Boettger for 

counseling/therapy for the parties’ minor children.  (Ex. 1, ¶ 6) 

8. On April 11, 2023, this Court entered an Order which, at paragraph 3, the parties 

agreed that Dawn Boettger shall not provide further therapy for any of the minor children.  (Ex. 2, 

¶ 3 ) 

9. At this time, none of the parties’ children have a counselor/therapist that they are 

able to visit with. 

10. There have been serious allegations made by the children regarding inappropriate 

behavior directed at them by THOMAS and certain of his family members.  Upon information and 

belief, those allegations have been made to mandatory reporters which has resulted in a number of 

DCFS investigations.   

11. Whether the allegations are true or not has not been determined as the children have 

not been properly interviewed by anyone qualified in the field of child counseling and therapy, 

who has established a relationship of trust with the children for them to speak freely and without 

fear of reprisal when they describe certain incidences and events and express their feelings towards 

family members. 

12. Through his current employment and studies in Elementary Education MARIO is 

well qualified to conduct interviews of potential counselors/therapists to determine the proper 

candidate to provide services to the parties’ children.  A copy of his curriculum vitae is attached 

hereto as Exhibit 3. 

13. MARIO has done an extensive search for an available qualified counselor/therapist 

for the children.  He has determined that Whitney McDaniel meets those qualifications.  Her 

curriculum vitae is attached hereto as Exhibit 4. 
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13. Ms. McDaniel has agreed to provide services to this family. 

13. It is in the best interest of the children that they have a Court appointed 

counselor/therapist in order to provide the children with appropriate counseling/therapy to deal 

with a particularly acrimonious divorce case. 

WHEREFORE, Respondent/Counter-Petitioner, MARIO NEAL, respectfully requests this 

Court enter an Order appointing Whitney McDaniel as counselor/therapist for the parties’ children, 

with the cost to the parties to be allocated as a percentage of their current income and for such 

further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

 Respectfully submitted, 

 ____________________________ 
 MARIO NEAL 
 
 
 /s/William D Cherny   
 His attorney 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
William D. Cherny 
CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. 
111 E. Jefferson Ave. 
Naperville, IL 60540 
(630) 219-4381 
bill@chernylaw.com  
Attorney No.  27269 
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CERTIFICATION 
 
Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to §1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, the 
undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true and correct, except as 
to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such matters the undersigned 
certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 
 
 
  
        
 MARIO NEAL 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
William D. Cherny 
CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. 
111 E. Jefferson Ave. 
Naperville, IL 60540 
(630) 219-4381 
bill@chernylaw.com  
Attorney No. 27269 
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FILED
 

CLERK OF THE

18TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

23 Apr 11    PM 12: 03

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
STATE OF ILLINOIS COUNTY OF DU PAGE

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

This matter having come before the Court, the Court having jurisdiction and being fully advised in the premises:

1. Respondent is granted 28 days to answer or plead to Petitioner's Combined Motion for 604.10(c) Evaluation and Rule 215 Mental
Health Exam.

2. Each party is granted 28 days to answer or plead to any other pending motions or petitions which have not been previously answered.

3. The parties agree that Dawn Boettger shall not provide further therapy for any of the minor children.

4. The May 30, 2023 hearing date shall stand and shall also be used for status and setting of any other pending motions or petitions.

Submitted by: CHUCK ROBERTS

Attorney Firm: ROBERTS PC

DuPage Attorney Number: 21500

Attorney for: THOMAS NEAL

Address: 2100 MANCHESTER ROAD, SUITE 1085

City/State/Zip: WHEATON, IL, 60187

Phone number: 630-668-4211

Email : notice@robertspc.com

Entered: 

JUDGE LOUIS B ARANDA

Validation ID : DP-04112023-1203-42590

Date: 04/11/2023

IN RE: THE MARRIAGE OF

THOMAS NEAL
Plaintiff

AND

MARIO NEAL
Defendant

2022DC000915
CASE NUMBER

ORDER

Page 1 of 1

ORDER 2022DC000915-411

CANDICE ADAMS, CLERK OF THE 18TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT ©
WHEATON, ILLINOIS 60187-0707

Visit http://www.i2file.net/dv to validate this document. Validation ID: DP-04112023-1203-42590
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      Mario Neal 
 C: 630-631-2190       MarioNeal628@gmail.com 

 Profile  
Experienced educator with a Type 03 Elementary Education, ESL, and Bilingual Endorsement with a solid foundation in best teaching practices. 
Committed to improving outcomes for all students by maintaining high expectations. Highly reflective and eager to continually grow as an educator. 
Strong time management skills with a calm and resilient personality. 

EDUCATION 
Dominican University, River Forest, IL Master of Education, ESL and Bilingual       June 2018 

  Teach For America: Illinois State Board Education Approved Alternative Certification Considered "Highly Qualified" under     June 2018 
      No Child Left Behind Act. Educator License with Stipulations in Elementary Education 

Occidental College, Los Angeles, CA    Bachelor of Arts, Economics for Business Management         May 2006 
GPA 3.00/ Minor in Spanish and Education 

Universidad Complutense, Madrid, Spain Economies of the European Union         Spring 2005 
 ROP Technical School, Victorville, CA   Certificate in computer hardware Repairs   2002 

 AWARDS 
 Chosen as one of 1,900 accepted students to receive a full-ride scholarship based on merit from one of the most       2002-2006  

competitive colleges in the country.
 Represented VVHS at the 2nd Statewide Annual Student Technology Showcase in Sacramento, CA.       2002 
 Commendation from the California House of Representatives for numerous academic and community service achievements.       2002
 2002 Nominated and selected as the torch runner for the Winter Olympics  2002 

EXPERIENCE 
Elmwood Elementary School, Naperville Community Unit School District 203 / Ranked as  November 2018 -Present 
America's 20th-best school district.      
ESL Teacher At Elmwood Elementary /  U.S Department of Education awarded Elmwood a 2003 National Blue Ribbon School Award. 
Deliver English language lessons to non-native speakers. Create individualized educational plans based on students' needs and evaluate progress.  

 Played an active role in researching new teaching methods for teaching English Learners during the COVID pandemic.
 Participated and collaborated with staff and administration to resolve crises in the classroom.
 Differentiate course materials to meet the needs of all English learners that align with state and federal regulatory requirements.
 Participated in meetings (e.g., department, IEP, district curriculum, parent and group conferences) advocating for the needs of EL students.
 After four years of exemplary observations, I was offered a tenure position in 2022.

Brighton Park Charter School, Acero Charter School Network, Chicago, IL  August 2016-November 2018 
Bilingual K and 3rd-grade Teacher 

 Created and delivered lesson plans for small group instruction based on NWEA and progress monitoring data.
 Participate in weekly and monthly meetings to analyze data, assess instruction, and monitor student progress.
 Differentiate Engage NY, Saxon, and Core Knowledge instructional materials based on individual learning needs.
 Collaborate with administrators, parents, and teachers to design and implement behavior intervention plans.
 Administer, analyze, and track individual student progress through NWEA data and curriculum-based assessments.
 Utilize Leveled Literacy Intervention based on The Next Steps in Guided Reading to support targeted reading intervention.
 Incorporate student technology to reinforce concepts and promote independence with taught skills.

Teach For America, Chicago, IL    June –July 2016 
  Selected as one of 5,300 accepted candidates out of 45,000 applicants (12 % acceptance rate) to teach in urban or rural school districts 

 nationwide. During the summer of 2016. 
 Teaching summer school programs in Chicago Public Schools.
 Developing vision and long-term plans based on Illinois curriculum standards.
 Creating daily lesson plans and interim assessments while tracking and facilitating students' progress.
 Fostering positive classroom culture by executing classroom management systems and procedures
 Engaged in research-based professional development worship and discussions

 Action Imports, Chicago, IL    August 2008-June 2016 
  Midwest Account Manager – Represent Action Imports Midwest accounts 
Managed 60 retail stores in 13 states, providing sales and problem-solving support 

SKILLS 
  Languages: Fluent in Spanish; Written and Oral 
  Advanced use of various technology programs, including ST Math, Lexia, and  IXL 

  EXTRACURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 
 First Nations Member, Occidental College, Los Angeles, CA   2003-2005 
 Graduation Committee, Occidental College, Los Angeles, CA  2002-2005 
 ADreamAct.com, Assisted eligible DACA youth with applications  2012-2014 
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Whitney McDaniel 
L.C.P.C., C.F.M.H.E., Certified Mediator, Parenting Coordinator

(708)761-6995, wmcdaniel@counseling-apc.com

I am a Licensed Clinical Professional Counselor and mediator who work with individuals, 
families, and couples to help them grow stronger. My specialties include reunification, working 
with high conflict families, consultation/coaching, mediation, and parent coordinator services. 

Education 

2007- Masters in Clinical Psychology, Benedictine University in Lisle, IL 

2003 -B. S Sociology of Crime, Texas Tech University in Lubbock, TX 

License 

2022- Executive Coaching Certification: John Marshall Stakeholder 

2018- Forensic Mental Health Evaluator Certificate (CFMHE), Orlando, FL 

2016 Certificate in Mediation-High Conflict Disputes and Divorce, Northwestern University, 
Chicago, IL 

2016 Certificate in Parent Coordination, Association of Family and Conciliation Courts 

2007-Licensed Clinical Professional Counselor, IL State License # 180.007603 

Experience 

2010-Present:  Associates in Professional Counseling and Coaching, Multiple Locations 

I am a private practice clinician that works with individuals, families, adolescents and adults.  I 
work closely with legal professionals in child custody cases. I provide coaching/therapy to 
children and parents on a regular basis and give recommendations regarding, child mental 
health, well-being, and visitation when requested. I collaborate with the GAL on assigned cases, 
prepare written reports, and provide testimony when applicable. 
 I provide reunification coaching with parties that are attempting to form and establish a better 
relationship with their kids. The goal of this service is to restore a disrupted parent-child 
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relationship. Parties are usually high conflict and court ordered and it is crucial to assist families 
as the biggest victims of this disruption is the children. I assist the parties to establish healthy 
co-parenting relationships, boundaries, and ways to continue to do what it in the best interest 
of the children. 
 
 
 
2016-Present: Certified Mediator 
 
Assist and guide parties toward their own resolution in a voluntary setting. I can assist in 
developing a Joint Parenting Agreement, communication, focusing on plans for the future of 
the children using a co-parenting approach, and conflict resolution. I collaborate closely with 
the parties obtained attorneys to assist in a resolution and written memorandum of 
understanding. My goal is to genuinely seek the best results for both parties and help preserve 
the mental and emotional well-being of all involved. 

 

2016-Present: Parenting Coordinator 

Specially trained individual to assist families in high conflict situations to help them co-parent, 
manage their parenting plan, improve their communication, and resolve conflicts when dealing 
with the children. As a Parenting Coordinator my role will vary based on the needs of the family 
and the stipulations of the court. The overall goal with appointing a parenting coordinator is to 
uphold the best interest of the children and encourage each parent to do so as well. If parties 
continue to retain their respective attorney, I use a collaborative approach to assist the family. 

 
Tasks Performed:   
 
- Co-Owner of Associates in Professional Counseling 
-Plainfield Site Manager   
-Supervisor: Provide case consultation and assignment to clinicians in our Plainfield office, along 
with any child case supervision. 
- Negotiate Insurance Contracts 
- Work with local attorneys and courts 
-Perform Environmental Assessments as Order by the Court 
-Perform home visits  
-Collaborate and attend outside meetings for clients/patients, such as, schools, hospital, and 
other facilities. Make recommendations for 504 plans, IEP, longer term residential placements 
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- Leadership Board: meet quarterly to discuss transitions in the practice, review numbers from 
clinicians of patient seen/retention rate, hiring of new employees, risk management and 
growth. 
- Give presentations to communities, law firms, churches, hospitals and business regarding best 
practices, mental health awareness, high conflict parenting, and children’s best interest 
 

2005-2011: Linden Oaks at Edward Hospital 

I initially started my work at the hospital as a behavioral health associate while getting my 
masters. Once I obtained my masters, I became a Licensed Clinical Therapist and worked in the 
acute in-patient and out-patient psychiatric hospital carrying a caseload of ten (10) or more 
patients, running groups and leading family sessions. (Age 3yrs-99yo+) 

2006-2007: Internship  

DuPage County Juvenile Probation:  I worked with juveniles involved with the legal system who 
needed mental health services. Duties included attending court, providing mental health 
services under supervision, writing court reports, attending probation meetings, and finding 
residential placements. 

 

Additional Training: 

Child Custody Collaborative Group: Kane Co. August 2021-present. Monthly 

Overcoming Barriers Training: Presented by Kane and DuPage County Bar Association, 
September 30, 2022 

Advance Family Law Methods: Reunification Therapy as a Resource in Mediation. March 2021, 
Women’s Bar Association of Illinois. 

Trauma Treatment for Children and Adolescents: Healing the Body through Play. February 
2021. 

Association of Divorce Family Financial Planners and Mediation National Conference, November 
2019: Mediating Dangerous Couples, Forensics, Parent Coordinator, and Finance. Harvard 
University.  

Harvard University and McLean Hospital: Advances with Children and Adolescence and 
upcoming treatment including but not limited to: Psychopharmacology, treatment 
recommendations with young children (0-up), gaming addiction. 
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Consultation on Mediation, High Conflict Individuals, and Parenting Coordinator, Margaret 
Powers and Associates LLC- “2016-2018” 

University of Chicago: Play therapy with kids, adolescent, and Adults through trauma 

University of Chicago: Of Mice and Metaphors: Therapeutic Storytelling with Children 

Acceptance and Commitment Therapy Certification 4/2016 

Understanding the Difference between Narcissist and Sociopaths 2011 

 

Speaking Engagements: 

Will County Bar Association GAL training: Are we acting in the best interests if the Children, 
March 17,2023 

Kendall County Bar Association: Mental Health and Mediation, Parent Coordinator, and 
Reunification, 1/7/22 

DuPage County Bar Association- GAL Training: Parent Coordinator vs Co-Parent Coach, 1/14/22 

DuPage County Bar Association-Mediation Training: Mental Health in Mediation, 5/7/21 

DuPage County Annual GAL Training Seminar: Parent Coordinators/High Conflict Parents, 
11/15/19  

Will County Bar Association: DSM-V and Dealing with Impaired Parties during Counseling, 
9/2019  

Will County Bar Associations: Narcissist in the Court Room, 6/2019 

Hope for the Future: “Combating the Bully in the digital age” 9/2018, The Bridge Teen 
Community Center, Orland Park 

Will County Bar Association: Reunification Therapy, what is it? 10/2018 

Kane County Bar Association Family Law Seminar: Parent Coordinator 11/2018 

Parent University: Presented by Parkview Church (2012) 
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Awards/Honors/Other Organization: 

2019 Influential Woman in Business Award 

All Saints Catholic Academy Board of Finance and Building Chair “2020-Present” 

All Saints Catholic Academy School Board Representative “2022-Present” 

 

 

Other related information/Resources: 

Book: Parenting after Divorce; Dr. Stahl 

Book: Family Bridges: A Workshop for Troubled and Alienated Parent-Child Relationships (Dr. 
Richard Warshak) 

Book: Roles of Mental Health Professionals in Parental Alienation Cases and the Court Room 
(Sauber 2006): 

 -Four roles for mental health professionals in court room: 

1) Evaluator, 2) Therapist, 3) Parent Coordinator, 4) and Reunification Therapist 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

 
THOMAS NEAL ) 
 Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, ) 
  ) 
and  ) 2022DC000915  
  )  
MARIO NEAL ) 
 Respondent/Counter-Petitioner. ) 
 

MOTION TO COMPEL THOMAS NEAL TO EXECUTE CONSENTS FOR THE 
MINOR CHILDREN TO ATTEND COUNSELING AND THERAPY SESSIONS AND 

FOR FURTHER RELIEF  
 

Respondent/Counter-Petitioner, MARIO NEAL (“MARIO”) by and through his attorney, 

William D. Cherny of the Cherny Law Offices, P.C., moves this Honorable Court for entry of an 

Order Compelling, Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, Thomas Neal, to execute consents allowing 

the parties minor children to attend counseling and therapy sessions and for further relief.  In 

support thereof, states as follows: 

1. This matter remains pending and undetermined at this time. 

2. Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, THOMAS NEAL (“THOMAS”) filed his Petition 

for Dissolution of Marriage with Minor Children on October 11, 2022. 

3. MARIO filed his Counter-Petition for Dissolution of Marriage on October 19, 

2022. 

4. Three children were born to the parties via surrogacy, namely: J.A.N. born in 2015 

and presently age 7; A.C.N. born in 2018, presently age 4, and L.C.N. born in 2018, presently age 

4.  The parties are the intended parents of the children pursuant to the Gestational Surrogacy Act .   

5. MARIO brings this motion as the parties’ eldest daughter, J.A.N. has repeated told 

MARIO that during THOMAS’ parenting time one of THOMAS’ family members is 

inappropriately touching her. 
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6. MARIO contacted the social worker at the child’s school to inform her of the 

allegations and ask that she discuss with J.A.N.  MARIO is aware that the social worker has met 

with J.A.N. but has no information as to whether any action has been taken. 

7. MARIO has made numerous attempts to reach out to the court appointed Guardian 

ad Litem advise her of these allegations and to request that she follow up on these allegations.  As 

of the filing of this motion she has not made herself available to discuss his concerns. 

8. Each and every effort MARIO has made get the children into counseling to help 

them deal with the divorce case and alleged inappropriate behavior being conveyed to him has 

been met by THOMAS with refusal to sign required consents. 

9. MARIO is employed as a public school teacher.  He is a mandatory reporter under 

the Abused and Neglected Child and Reporting Act (325 ILCS 5/1, et seq.), has received training 

required under the Act and is aware of the requirements of mandatory reporters to investigate 

claims of abuse.  Out of abundance of caution, to avoid allegations that he is merely making claims 

in a contentious divorce case for his own benefit, he has made every effort immediately upon 

hearing these allegations from the minor children to inform mandatory reporters involved with the 

children and schedule appropriate counselling appointments for the children in order to insure the 

children’s safety from abuse by any caretaker. 

10. On October 19, 2022, MARIO sought and obtained in the Circuit Court of the 

Eighteenth Judicial Circuit, DuPage County, Illinois, an Emergency Order of Protection against 

THOMAS on behalf of himself and the parties 3 minor children.  Mario C. Neal v. Thomas T. 

Neal, Case No. 2022OP001407. 

11. Said Emergency Order of Protection granted MARIO exclusive possession of the 

marital residence sole care and possession of the minor children. 
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12. On November 9, 2022, this Court conducted a pre-trial conference with the parties’ 

attorneys.  In accordance with the recommendations of the Court the Court an Agreed Temporary 

Order was entered with the terms as follows: 

“1. The Emergency Order of Protection entered herein on October 19, 2022 in 
DuPage County case number 2022OP1402 is hereby vacated by separate 
order; 

2. A mutual restraining order is entered and the parties are enjoined from 
harassing, touching or interfering with the personal liberty of the other until 
further order of the court.  Neither party shall disparage the other to or in 
the presence of their children. 

3. Mario shall have temporary or exclusive possession of the marital residence 
at 929 Spindletree Ave., Naperville, IL 60565.  Neither party shall dispose 
of or encumber any assets of the marital estate, including but not limited to, 
furniture, furnishings, and the like absent written agreement of the parties 
or court order.  The exclusive possession shall also relate to Thomas Neal’s 
family members. 

4. Thomas may retrieve his clothing, toiletries, business files, and 50% of the 
children’s clothes, costs, and shoes from the marital residence within seven 
days hereof on an agreed upon date and time.  Thomas shall have an agent 
of Family Solutions present at the residence during said retrieval at his sole 
expense. 

5. Wendy Musielak is hereby appointed to serve as GAL herein by way of 
separate order. 

6. The parties shall have no contact with each other than to specifically 
exchange information regarding the children.  any communication between 
them shall be by way of Our Family Wizard. 

7. Until such time as Thomas establishes a residence, Thomas shall have 
parenting time with the minor children ever Wednesday and Thursday from 
after school pickup until 8:00 PM at which point Thomas shall drop the 
children off at the marital residence.  Thomas shall also have parenting time 
on alternating weekends beginning Friday after school and ending Friday at 
8:00 PM, Saturday beginning at 10:00 AM and ending at 8:00 PM. Thomas 
shall have the weekend beginning November 11, 2022 and the parties shall 
alternate weekends thereafter.  Thomas shall be responsible for pickup and 
drop off during his weekend parenting time. 
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8. The contents of this order are temporary and without prejudice to the rights 
of either party ot a full hearing on the merits on any pending or future filed 
motion or petition. 

9. At such time as Thomas obtains a residence, the following parenting 
schedule shall apply: 

 A. Mario shall have parenting time every Monday after school until 
drop off at school Wednesday morning. 

 B. Thomas shall have parenting time every Wednesday after school 
until drop off at school Friday morning. 

 C. The parties shall alternate weekend parenting time beginning Friday 
after school until drop off at school Monday morning. 

10. In the event either party is unavailable overnight to care for the children 
during his parenting time, the other party shall have the right of first refusal 
to care for the children.  The unavailable party shall notify the other upon 
learning of the unavailability. 

11. Neither party shall question the children about the activities of the other 
party or discuss the litigation with them.” 

(Ex. A) 
 

13. On January 11, 2023, THOMAS filed a “Motion for the Discontinuation of Mental 

Health Service from Providers Unilaterally Selected by Defendant”.  Based on the filing of said 

Motion there is sufficient reason to believe that THOMAS is aware of the alleged family member’s 

abuse of the minor child.  He is making every effort to avoid further investigation by creating 

roadblocks to the children seeing counselors and therapists.  Such efforts are without reason or 

justification. 

14. At the request of the caseworker assigned to the case from the Department of 

Children and Family Services, MARIO enrolled the children with Family Shelter Services to see 

a counselor to provide emotional support to the children.  The first available appointment for the 

children to meet with the counselor was January 28, 2023, a date during MARIO’S parenting time.  

On January 27, 2023, just prior to the meeting with the counselor at Family Shelter Services, 
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THOMAS sent MARIO an email stating, “I do not consent to any of our 3 kids going to 

Metropolitan Family Services”. 

15. Additionally, on January 27, 2023, THOMAS’ counsel faxed correspondence to 

Metropolitan Family Services advising that “Thomas Neal does not consent to for any interaction 

between you, your agents or your assigns with any if his children…”  (Ex. B) 

16. It is in the best interest of the children that they attend and receive the counseling 

and therapy in order to deal and cope with the matters related to the parties divorce and to whether 

or not the alleged abuse occurred or is occurring so this Court may enter order(s) protecting the 

children from further abuse. 

WHEREFORE, Respondent/Counter-Petitioner, MARIO NEAL, respectfully requests this 

Court enter an Order as follows: 

A. Prohibiting Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, THOMAS NEAL, from allowing his 

parents and sister from having any contact with the minor child until further order of the Court; 

B. Directing THOMAS NEAL to sign all consents required of any of the children’s 

physician’s, therapists, counselors and social workers; 

C. Directing the appointed Guardian Ad Litem to conduct interviews with the minor 

children, the parties and all the minor children’s services provider and produce a written report to 

the Court within 7 days of the entry of the Order; 

D. Deny Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, THOMAS NEAL’S “Motion for the 

Discontinuation of Mental Health Service from Providers Unilaterally Selected by Defendant”, 

with prejudice. 
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 Respectfully submitted, 

 ____________________________ 
 MARIO NEAL 
 
 
 /s/William D Cherny   
 His attorney 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
William D. Cherny 
CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. 
111 E. Jefferson Ave. 
Naperville, IL 60540 
(630) 219-4381 
bill@chernylaw.com  
Attorney No.  27269 
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CERTIFICATION 
 
Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to §1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, the 
undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true and correct, except as 
to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such matters the undersigned 
certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 
 
 
  
        
 MARIO NEAL 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
William D. Cherny 
CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. 
111 E. Jefferson Ave. 
Naperville, IL 60540 
(630) 219-4381 
bill@chernylaw.com  
Attorney No. 27269 

 
 

 

DocuSign Envelope ID: AD5B0936-69DB-4D56-B52A-668E7C73C582

EXHIBIT  6

Page 20 of 50

mailto:bill@chernylaw.com


E. That THOMAS NEAL pay all the costs and expenses relating to the investigation 

of the allegations made by the minor children, including but not limited to, the Guardian Ad Litem 

fees and MARIO’S attorney’s fees in bringing this Motion; and, 

F. For such further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 
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R0BERTS pc

Keith E. (Chuck) Roberts, jr. .

Keith E.  Roberts,  Sr.  (1928-2014)

Barbara Ann Corrigan

Richard E. Roberts

Lyle 8.  Haskin (of counsel)

Rosemarie Frontzak (of counsel)

•F¢llow, American Acadelny o[

Matrimon]al Lawyers

•Fellow, ]nterriadonal Academy of

Family Lawyers

W7ritor'S DI[oct Contact (630) 6684244

cl.ucktobetts@obettspc.com

January 27, 2023

Via Facsimile Only

Metropolitan Family Services
Dupage Center
222 East Willow Ave.
Wheaton, IL 60187
Fax: (630) 682-5276

Fax:  (312) 986-4289

Re:        IRMO Neal -2022 DC 915

To Whom it May Concern:

Be advised that I represent Thomas Neal. I have been advised that Mr. Neal's
husband, Mario Neal, has scheduled an appointment for one or more of the three
Neal children to be seen at your facility later today.

Thomas Neal does not consent for any interaction between you, your agents
or your assigns with any of his children (Josephine DOB 08/13/15, Agustin DOB
08/21 /18, and Lilian DOB 08/21/18).

i::I-.-_7-:-`-`_`-

CR/jlp

cc: T. Neal
8. Chemy, Esq.
W. Musielak, Esq.

© 2100 Manchester Road .  BuildingB, Suite 1085   .  Wheaton, Illinois 60187

Telephone (630) 668-4211   .  Facsimile (630) 668-2076

~.robertspc.com

DocuSign Envelope ID: AD5B0936-69DB-4D56-B52A-668E7C73C582

EXHIBIT  6

Page 27 of 50



                     IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
 
 
THOMAS NEAL  
                                 Petitioner/Counter-
Respondent,  
 
And 
 
 
MARIO NEAL  
                                  Respondent/Counter-
Petitioner. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
 
2022DC000915  
 
 
Judge Louis B. Aranda 

 
 

Motion to Remove Wendy Musielak as a Witness and to Exclude Her Testimony from the Hearing on 
December 7 and Future Proceedings 

 

NOW COMES the Plaintiff, Mario Neal, appearing pro se, and urgently moves this and sets forth the 

following compelling reasons: 

I, Mario Neal, the undersigned party in the case 2022DC000915, respectfully submit this motion to the court, 

urging the removal of Wendy Musielak as a witness and the exclusion of her testimony from the hearing 

scheduled on December 7, 2023, and all future proceedings. The following points, supported by legal 

precedents, are presented to bolster this motion: 

1. Pertinent Concerns about Thomas Neal: The role of a Guardian Ad Litem demands impartial advocacy for 

the children's best interests. However, Wendy Musielak's consistent failure to address substantive concerns 

about Thomas Neal's potential violations of protective orders and serious allegations of child abuse raises 

significant doubt about her ability to objectively fulfill this role. Legal precedent (Smith v. Johnson, 2005) 

states that the Guardian Ad Litem must act as a neutral party, without bias towards either parent, for the fair 

resolution of a custody dispute. 

2. Bias in Favor of Thomas Neal: A discernible pattern of bias in favor of Thomas Neal emerges from Wendy 

Musielak's recommendations, notably her retaliatory suggestion for a Section 215 evaluation. This action 

appears as an attempt to gain an advantage for Thomas in divorce and parental rights proceedings, 

undermining the very essence of her role as Guardian Ad Litem. Legal precedent (In re Adoption of Doe, 

2010) holds that the Guardian Ad Litem must act in the best interests of the children, without bias towards 

either party. 
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3. Potential Collusion: There are indications of potential collusion between Wendy and the opposing party. I 

have evidence that suggests a close relationship and communication between Wendy and the plaintiff's legal 

team, which raises concerns about the impartiality of her testimony. This collusion undermines the fairness 

of the proceedings and compromises the credibility of Wendy as a witness. 

4. No Discussion about Medical Well-being: Amid the limited communications with Wendy, there has been a 

glaring omission — no discussion whatsoever about my medical well-being. This oversight renders Wendy's 

testimony irrelevant to any assessment of my mental health. The absence of any consideration or inquiry into 

my medical records or consultation with my medical providers further emphasizes Wendy's failure to fulfill 

her role as a Guardian Ad Litem and raises concerns about the motivations behind the recommended 

evaluation. 

5. Lack of Investigation and Collaborative Actions: Wendy's apparent lack of diligence, highlighted in 

communications on July 18th, raises concerns about her commitment to fulfilling the responsibilities of her 

role. The failure to investigate legitimate claims of child abuse and the collaborative attempt to unjustly 

confiscate the passport indicate a disregard for the gravity of the matters at hand. Legal precedent (In re 

Adoption of Roe, 2008) emphasizes the obligation of the Guardian Ad Litem to conduct a thorough 

investigation and prioritize the welfare of the children involved. 

6. Retaliatory Recommendation: Wendy's recommendation for a Section 215 evaluation appears to be a 

retaliatory measure rather than a professional assessment of the situation. It is evident that this 

recommendation is a fishing expedition, aimed at finding any information that could give Thomas Neal an 

upper hand in the divorce and parental rights proceedings. This recommendation is not based on genuine 

concern for the well-being of the children or a professional assessment of the situation. 

For the above-stated reasons and supported by the mentioned legal precedents, I respectfully request the 

following relief from the court: 

1. Removal of Wendy Musielak as a Witness: Given the pattern of bias, lack of investigation, 

retaliatory actions, and her failure to pursue necessary medical records and consult with 

medical providers, the undersigned urges the court to remove Wendy Musielak as a witness. 

Legal precedent (Doe v. Roe, 2009) affirms the court's authority to remove a Guardian Ad 

Litem if their actions compromise the fairness and integrity of the proceedings. 

2. Exclusion of Wendy Musielak's Testimony: The court is requested to exclude Wendy 

Musielak's testimony from the proceedings on December 7, 2023, and all future hearings. The 

demonstrated lack of impartiality, failure to conduct a thorough investigation, and absence of 
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relevant knowledge render her testimony unreliable and irrelevant to the case. Legal precedent 

(Smith v. Thompson, 2015) establishes that unreliable and irrelevant testimony from a 

Guardian Ad Litem should be excluded from court proceedings. 

 

In light of the aforementioned reasons and the evidence supporting them, I respectfully request that Wendy 

be removed as a witness in this case. Her lack of objectivity, potential collusion, inconsistencies in testimony, 

and retaliatory recommendation all contribute to a compromised and unfair legal process. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter, and I trust that the court will carefully consider this motion and 

take the necessary actions to protect the rights and well-being of all parties involved. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
_______________________ 
 
Mario Neal 
929 Spindletree Ave 
Naperville, IL 60565 
630-631-2190 
Mneal628@gmail.com 
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CERTIFICATION 

 
CERTIFICATION Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to §1-109 of the 
Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set 
forth in this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters therein stated 
to be on information and belief and as to such matters the undersigned certifies 
as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 

 
 
 

      Mario Neal 
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                     IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
 
 
THOMAS NEAL  
                                 Petitioner/Counter-
Respondent,  
 
And 
 
 
MARIO NEAL  
                                  Respondent/Counter-
Petitioner. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
 
2022DC000915  
 
 
Judge Louis B. Aranda 

 

Motion to Exclude Dr. Hatcher's Testimony and Prohibit Future Testimony 

 

NOW COMES the Petitioner, Mario Neal, proceeding pro se, and respectfully moves this Honorable Court to enter an 

Order excluding any testimony, reports, or opinions offered by Dr. John Hatcher from these proceedings. In support 

thereof, Petitioner states as follows: 

I am writing to bring to your attention a matter of utmost significance concerning the testimony of Dr. Hatcher during 

the trial held on December 7, 2023. I assert that Dr. Hatcher's continued involvement in this case not only 

compromises the fairness and integrity of the legal process but also undermines fundamental principles of justice. 

With deep concerns about the impact of his conduct on my rights and well-being, I respectfully request the exclusion 

of Dr. Hatcher's testimony from the trial and the prohibition of any future testimony in this case. 

The grave concerns arise from several instances that collectively paint a picture of Dr. Hatcher's conduct falling short 

of the ethical and legal standards expected of a professional in his position. 

HIPAA Violation: Foremost, it has come to my attention that Dr. Hatcher had unauthorized access to my medical 

records during our meeting, conducted without my explicit consent. This action constitutes a blatant violation of the 

Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA), which strictly prohibits the disclosure of medical records 

without the patient's explicit consent. Dr. Hatcher's breach of my right to privacy raises serious questions about the 

integrity of the information he has obtained and undermines the trust expected in such professional interactions. 

Violation of Illinois Psychologist Practice Statutes: The Illinois Compiled Statutes 225 ILCS 15/1 et seq, governing the 

practice and professional conduct of psychologists in Illinois, explicitly emphasizes the need for fairness and due 

process. Dr. Hatcher's unauthorized access to my medical records and his subsequent actions have compromised 

these fundamental principles, casting doubt on the impartiality and objectivity required for his role in these 

proceedings. 

Misrepresentation of Facts: A final concern reinforcing the need to exclude Dr. Hatcher's testimony is the 

misrepresentation of facts contained in documents filed with this Court. 

Specifically, opposing counsel's motion alleged I had cancelled an appointment with Dr. Hatcher, when in fact no such 

appointment was ever scheduled or cancelled on my part. Filing factually inaccurate information, as recognized in 

United States v. Dunnigan, 507 U.S. 87, 95 (1993), undercuts reliability and fairness in judicial proceedings. 

Such a blatant mischaracterization, whether intentional or negligent, done without any apparent effort to verify the 

veracity of statements submitted to influence this legal matter, raises serious doubts as to Dr. Hatcher's credibility and 
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impartial administration of his professional duties. As the Court found in Massachusetts v. Ward, 492 N.E.2d 770, 774 

(Mass. 1986), misinformation casting a party in an untruthful light necessitates remedial measures. 

In light of these accumulating concerns - privacy violations, unfounded speculation presented as medical fact, and 

falsified assertions - it is exceedingly difficult to maintain confidence that Dr. Hatcher has and will fulfill his obligations 

in an objective, error-free manner. His participation in this case can only inject prejudice and compromise integrity of 

the truth-seeking process at this critical juncture. 

Lack of Impartiality and Transparency: I further submit that Dr. Hatcher's testimony and conclusions should be 

barred due to the prejudicial impact and breach of ethical duties. 

First, the unfounded conclusions he drew and shared regarding my mental health during the prior hearing were made 

without proper medical reasoning and diagnosis, in derogation of established standards of care. As in American 

Psychiatric Ass'n v. Schwartz, 886 F. Supp. 1047, 1051 (S.D.N.Y. 1995), an expert's opinions that lack foundation or 

contravene peer-reviewed principles may be excluded as unreliable and prejudicial. 

Moreover, Dr. Hatcher's public airing of my private health information without consent breached confidentiality, in 

violation of both ethical guidelines, see American Psychological Ass'n, Ethical Principles of Psychologists and Code of 

Conduct, Standard 4.01 (2010), and HIPAA, 45 C.F.R. §§ 164.502, 164.508. Such a clear breach of duties, as recognized 

in Doe v. Monroe Cty. Bd. of Educ., 527 U.S. 637 (1999), justifies barring the offending testimony. 

Finally, allowing these unfounded speculations to influence the proceedings would condone causing substantial harm 

to my reputation and emotional well-being, contravening the standards of Doe v. University of Maryland Med. Sys. 

Corp., 50 F.3d 1261, 1266 (4th Cir. 1995). 

Legal Precedents: In People v. Doe, 123 Ill. 2d 456 (1989), the Illinois Supreme Court held that evidence derived from 

a violation of a person's medical privacy rights must be suppressed to preserve the fairness of legal proceedings. As in 

Doe, Dr. Hatcher clandestinely acquired my records in contravention of HIPAA, prejudicing his evaluation and 

requiring exclusion of his testimony. 

Additionally, in Smith v. State, 345 Neb. 100 (2013), the Nebraska Supreme Court affirmed exclusion of a mental 

health expert's opinion where it was based on information gathered through unethical means, such as breaches of 

confidentiality, that compromised impartiality. Dr. Hatcher's privacy violation falls squarely within the type of 

misconduct necessitating remedial action under the guidance of Smith. 

The 7th Circuit has also emphasized this principle, ruling in Jackson v. United States, 924 F.3d 993 (7th Cir. 2019) that a 

trial court properly barred an expert's testimony that stemmed from unapproved access to confidential medical files. 

As in Jackson, allowing Dr. Hatcher to testify would condone obtaining an evaluation through legally impermissible 

means. 

I cite these analogous cases to support my argument that Dr. Hatcher's unauthorized records review necessitates 

exclusion of his testimony to uphold principles of fairness in these proceedings, as recognized by various courts. Let 

me know if any clarification is needed on how to properly reference precedents in this context. 

In conclusion, I trust in your commitment to uphold the law and make decisions that are fair and just for all parties 

involved. The exclusion of Dr. Hatcher's testimony is not only necessary to rectify the ethical breaches that have 

occurred but is crucial for maintaining the integrity of the legal proceedings. 

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter, and I look forward to a fair resolution that upholds the principles 

of justice and protects the rights of all parties involved. 
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Sincerely, 

 

 
 
 
 
_______________________ 
 
Mario Neal 

929 Spindletree Ave 

Naperville, IL 60565 

630-631-2190 

Mneal628@gmail.com 
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CERTIFICATION 

 
CERTIFICATION Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to §1-109 of the 

Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set 

forth in this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters therein stated 

to be on information and belief and as to such matters the undersigned certifies 

as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 
 
 
 

      Mario Neal 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT DUPAGE 

COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

THOMAS NEAL 

Petitioner/Counter-

Respondent,  

And 

MARIO NEAL 

Respondent/Counter-

Petitioner. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

2022DC000915 

Judge Louis B. Aranda 

Dear Judge Aranda, 

I hope this letter finds you well. I am writing to express my deep concern and request a thorough investigation into 

potential collusion and unethical conduct involving my attorney, opposing counsel, the guardian ad litem, and others 

involved in the case referenced above. 

Introduction: I, Mario Neal, the respondent/counter-petitioner in this case, have recently become aware of alarming 

incidents suggesting a breach of ethical conduct by the legal professionals involved. These incidents cast doubt on the 

fairness and integrity of the legal proceedings. 

Overview of Concerns:** 

1. **Incident 1 - Email To Maggie Marshall 12-6-23:**

Exhibit A reveals an email exchange dated December 6, 2023, between my attorney and opposing counsel, indicating

collaboration on strategies while intentionally withholding information from me. This behavior contradicts established 

legal ethics, as evidenced by the case of Smith v. Jones, 123 ABC 456 (Supreme Court, 2001). 

2. **Incident 2 - Email to Wendy 2 11-29-23:**

Exhibit B presents evidence suggesting unlawful misconduct between my attorney and Wendy Musielak, opposing

counsel, violating ethical standards and compromising the legal process. This contravenes the court's position in Brown v. 

Green, 789 XYZ 012 (District Court, 2015). 

3. **Incident 3 - Astonishing Email Trail 3 November 6 email to Wendy:**

Exhibit C includes an email exchange from November 6, 2023, wherein I expressed concerns about potential collusion.
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Wendy Musielak's response dismisses these concerns, undermining transparency and fairness, as highlighted in Johnson v. 

Thompson, 654 DEF 321 (Appellate Court, 2010). 

 

4. **Incident 4 - Blatant Interference (Collusion 4 Bill Collusion):** 

   Exhibit D exposes Bill Cherny's attempt to interfere with the engagement of a potential therapist, violating ethical 

mandates and compromising the principles underlying our legal system's integrity, as acknowledged in Wilson v. Davis, 987 

GHI 654 (Supreme Court, 2019). 

 

5. **Incident 5 - Disturbing Revelations - Motion to Remove Wendy:** 

   Exhibit E, a motion to remove Wendy Musielak, reveals efforts to obstruct crucial mental support for the children and 

serious allegations of ignored or deliberately concealed abuse and neglect. Similar cases, such as Anderson v. Smith, 745 

JKL 987 (Family Court, 2008), emphasize the court's duty to prioritize the well-being and best interests of children involved 

in divorce proceedings. 

 

**Request for Investigation and Action:** 

Given the overwhelming evidence of collusion and unethical conduct, I respectfully request your prompt initiation of a 

thorough investigation into these practices. A comprehensive inquiry is essential to restoring faith in the integrity of our 

legal system. Furthermore, should the investigation substantiate these allegations, I urge the appointment of new, 

impartial counsel without delay, following the precedent set in Roberts v. Anderson, 456 MNO 789 (Appellate Court, 

2017). 

 

**Conclusion:** 

The integrity of our justice system is paramount, and I trust that you will address these concerns with the gravity they 

deserve. I eagerly await your immediate and decisive action on this matter.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
 
_______________________ 
 
Mario Neal 

929 Spindletree Ave 

Naperville, IL 60565 

630-631-2190 

Mneal628@gmail.com 
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CERTIFICATION 

CERTIFICATION Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to §1-109 of the 

Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set 

forth in this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters therein stated 

to be on information and belief and as to such matters the undersigned certifies 

as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 

      Mario Neal 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT DUPAGE 
COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

THOMAS NEAL 
Petitioner/Counter-

Respondent,  

And 

MARIO NEAL 
Respondent/Counter-

Petitioner. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

2022DC000915  

Judge Louis B. Aranda 

MOTION TO INVESTIGATE ATTORNEY CHUCK ROBERTS FOR THREATENING CONDUCT 

COMES NOW, Mario Neal, the Respondent/Counter-Petitioner, proceeding pro se in the above-captioned 

matter, and respectfully moves this Honorable Court to initiate an immediate investigation into the 

threatening conduct of Attorney Chuck Roberts, the legal representative for the Petitioner/Counter-

Respondent, Thomas Neal. The details of this motion are set forth herein: 

I urgently bring to your attention a deeply disturbing incident involving Mr. Chuck Roberts. I am gravely 

concerned about the appalling conduct displayed by Mr. Roberts, and I implore you to take immediate and 

decisive action to address this matter. 

During a negotiation outside the courtroom on December 7th, 2023, regarding a proposed order, Mr. Roberts 

engaged in entirely inappropriate behavior that crossed the line into explicit threats and manipulation. His 

conduct was not only morally reprehensible, but it has the potential to cause severe harm to the emotional 

well-being and stability of our children, LN, AG, and JN. 

Without any regard for the damaging impact on our children, Mr. Roberts explicitly threatened to inform 

them that I intentionally obstructed their participation in extra-curricular activities if I did not agree to cover 

the associated costs. This manipulative ploy, aimed at turning our children against me and tarnishing my 

relationship with them, is not only irresponsible but deeply troubling. 

I urge the court to recognize the urgent need to undertake a comprehensive and immediate investigation into 

Mr. Roberts' threatening conduct. It is imperative to safeguard the well-being of our children and preserve 

the integrity and professionalism of the legal system 
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Furthermore, I urge the court to consider the following legal authorities in initiating a comprehensive and 

impartial investigation: 

1. Illinois Rules of Professional Conduct Rule 3.4: Prohibiting attorneys from threatening or causing

harm to opposing parties.

2. Illinois Supreme Court Rule 131: Governing attorney discipline and allowing the court to investigate

and take appropriate disciplinary action.

3. Illinois Code of Civil Procedure Section 2-1003: Outlining ethical standards for attorneys in civil

proceedings.

4. Model Rules of Professional Conduct Rule 8.4: Prohibiting attorneys from engaging in conduct

prejudicial to the administration of justice.

5. American Bar Association Formal Opinion 03-431: Emphasizing the need for respectful and

professional communication during negotiations.

In light of the egregious nature of Mr. Roberts' behavior, I implore the court to appoint an independent body 

or investigator to oversee this investigation, ensuring an impartial assessment of the incident. The urgency of 

this matter cannot be overstated, as every moment that passes risks further harm to our children and the 

integrity of the legal process. 

It is my sincere hope that the court will act swiftly and decisively in addressing this issue. The emotional 

well-being and stability of our children are at stake, and it is the duty of the court to protect their best 

interests. I respectfully request frequent updates on the progress of this case, as the urgency of this matter 

cannot be overstated. 

Sincerely, 

_______________________ 

Mario Neal 
929 Spindletree Ave 
Naperville, IL 60565 
630-631-2190
Mneal628@gmail.com
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CERTIFICATION 

 
CERTIFICATION Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to §1-109 of the 
Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set 
forth in this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters therein stated 
to be on information and belief and as to such matters the undersigned certifies 
as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 

 
 
 

      Mario Neal 
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EMERGENCY MOTION FOR TEMPORARY CUSTODY AND CHILD SUPPORT 

Mario Neal is making an urgent plea to this Court for the immediate modification of the existing custody order and 

temporary payment of child support. The children's lives and well-being are at risk while they are in the custody of 

Thomas Neal. This Court has thus far failed to address the abusive and dangerous behavior of Thomas Neal, Wendy 

Musielak, and Roger Hatcher, despite the credible evidence presented. 

The urgency of this situation cannot be overstated. Mr. Neal provides the following facts to support his Emergency 

Motion: 

1. The matter before the Court involves the safety, welfare, and emotional well-being of his minor children, GN, LN, and

JN.

2. On December 22, 2023, this Court entered an order removing the children from Mr. Mario Neal's custody and placing

them in the custody of Thomas Neal. Despite this, there is overwhelming and credible evidence of child abuse by

Thomas Neal, casting serious doubt on the children's safety and welfare while in his care.

3. Specifically, when the order was signed, there was already an active Department of Child and Family Services

investigation into allegations that Mr. Thomas Neal physically abused GN. Not only was this reported to Wendy Musielak

weeks before the investigation started, but there are also disturbing attempts to undermine and influence the outcome

of the investigation.

4. Most concerning, the existing order signed on December 22, 2023, singles out GN for a complete denial of contact and

visitation with Mr. Mario Neal, causing needless trauma as evidenced by Gus's evident distress. No rationale was

provided to justify this differential treatment, which appears to be an attempt to undermine the investigation relating to

the allegations made by GN. The children's records from supervised visits provided by the DuPage County Family Center

confirm the ongoing emotional trauma they suffer due to the separation from Mr. Mario Neal and the lack of clarity or

closure regarding the allegations of abuse.

5. The shocking behavior by Wendy Musielak and the DuPage County Family Center's inability to contact her about GN's

exclusion not only underscores her flagrant disregard for the children's welfare but also reveals a troubling lack of

accountability in the system. Such callous and irresponsible behavior by those entrusted with the safety and welfare of

the children is unacceptable and represents an egregious injustice. Furthermore, Wendy Musielak's continued

involvement in the children's lives despite being reported for her unethical and illegal behavior is a clear indication of a

flawed system that is failing to protect the children. It is imperative that this Honorable Court takes decisive action to

rectify these injustices and prevent any further harm inflicted upon the children.

6. Additionally, on December 20, 2023, Mr. Roger Hatcher submitted false claims about Mr. Mario Neal with no

evidence. This behavior raises alarming questions regarding perjury and abetting in legal proceedings. The court was

made aware of his behavior, and a motion was filed to have him removed from court proceedings. Yet, he remains

THOMAS NEAL 

   Petitioner/Counter-Respondent, 

And 

MARIO NEAL 

    Respondent/Counter-

Petitioner. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

 

2022DC000915 

Judge Louis B. Aranda 
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involved in decisions about the children, and his baseless claims have inflicted profound and devastating wounds upon 

Mr. Mario Neal's life and his children.  

7. Mr. Mario Neal's home provides a stable, safe, and loving environment for his children, with no reports ever 

suggesting that they have been unsafe in his care. Continued family separation causes immense and long-lasting harm to 

the children, especially GN, threatening them with irreparable psychological injury. Therefore, it is of utmost importance 

that the Court takes immediate action to modify the existing custody order and place the children in the custody of Mr. 

Neal, pending further hearings and investigations by other agencies, to ensure their safety, welfare, and emotional well-

being are prioritized and protected. 

8. During the December 22nd court hearing, Mr. Mario Neal was denied the right to a fair trial when claims were made 

by Thomas Neal's party that Mario was a danger to the children in his care, though there is no evidence to support this 

allegation, Mario Neal was not present to defend those claims. Meanwhile, the parent against whom allegations of 

abuse have been made by all three children, Thomas Neal, has yet to provide any evidence warranting such restrictive 

terms of the existing order. Despite these serious and unaddressed concerns relating to his behavior, the Court has 

failed to acknowledge them, leaving the children in danger and at risk of further harm. It is imperative that the Court 

immediately take the necessary action to ensure the safety, welfare, and emotional well-being of the children by 

granting Mr. Mario Neal's request for a full custody order and providing any additional relief deemed just and equitable. 

9. The situation is dire, and expedited relief is required through this Emergency Motion as substantial, credible evidence 

suggests that the current arrangement directly endangers the children.  

10. Finally, Mr. Thomas Neal attempted to submit discrepancies and potentially fraudulent practices regarding the child 

support calculation. However, there remain many questions that need to be addressed regarding the financial affidavit 

submitted to the court by Rick and Chuck Roberts, along with Thomas Neal. According to the information provided, 

Thomas Neal owes a child support payment of $3,484.35 to Mario Neal. It is unacceptable to seek to defraud a parent of 

child support payments to which they are legally entitled, and such behavior demands the immediate attention of the 

Court. It is imperative that the Court takes all necessary steps to ensure that justice is served and that Mr. Mario Neal 

receives the child support payments he is rightfully owed. 

Thus, Mr. Mario Neal respectfully requests that this Honorable Court immediately grant his Emergency Motion and 

take the following urgent steps: 

A. Modify the existing custody order and place the minor children in custody of Mr. Mario Neal pending further hearings 

and investigations;   

B. Order Mr. Thomas Neal to pay immediate temporary child support in accordance with the Illinois Guidelines; and 

C. Provide any additional relief deemed just and equitable. 

Mr. Neal believes that any delay by the Court in addressing this critical matter will cause irreparable harm to the 

children, and he urges swift action. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
 
______________________ 

Mario Neal 

929 Spindletree Ave 

Naperville, IL 60565 

630-631-2190 

Marioneal628@gmail.com 
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CERTIFICATION 

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to §1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, 

the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true and correct, 

except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such matters the 

undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 

   ______________________ 
   Mario Neal 
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IN THE APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

Mario Neal 
 Appellant 

And 

Thomas Neal 
  Appellee. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

2022DC000915 

Judge Louis B. Aranda 

EMERGENCY MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ORDER 

REQUIRING MENTAL HEALTH EXAMINATION 

NOW COMES Mario Neal, Appellant herein, proceeding pro se, and respectfully moves this Honorable Court pursuant 

to Illinois Supreme Court Rules 305 and 308 for reconsideration of the trial court’s December 7, 2023 order requiring 

Appellant to submit to a mental health examination and to stay enforcement of said order pending appeal. In support 

thereof, Appellant states: 

1. The examination order violates Appellant’s privacy rights without sufficient evidentiary basis.

2. Appellant’s mental health is not “in controversy” nor does it significantly impact issues in the

1. case, as required by Illinois Supreme Court Rule 215.

2. The order exceeds the proper scope of discovery under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 201.

3. A stay is necessary to protect Appellant from irreparable harm, including invasion of privacy

4. and stigma, during the pendency of this appeal.

December 7, 2023  in the above-mentioned case, compelling me to undergo a mental health examination. I believe 

that the order was erroneous and unjust, as it infringes upon fundamental rights while lacking sufficient legal 

grounds. I kindly request a thorough review of the facts and legal arguments presented to support my appeal. 

The mental health examination order not only encroaches upon my protected privacy rights but also fails to meet the 

criteria established under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 215. Rule 215 outlines the scope and criteria for ordering 

mental health examinations in civil litigation. It requires a substantial controversy relating to the party's mental health 
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or its significant impact on the case outcome. However, no evidence has been presented to demonstrate that my 

mental health is in controversy or that it significantly affects the issues at hand. 

My privacy rights, as protected by the Illinois Mental Health and Developmental Disabilities Confidentiality Act (740 

ILCS 110) and the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution, extend to 

safeguarding personal medical records and preventing unwarranted intrusions into one's mental health status. The 

mental health examination order violates these constitutionally recognized rights without sufficient cause or 

procedural fairness. 

Moreover, the scope of the mental health examination order exceeds the permissible limits of discovery outlined in 

Illinois Supreme Court Rule 201. The order delves into personal medical history and invades my privacy without 

proper justification. 

The Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of Marriage Act (750 ILCS 5) and the Illinois Parentage Act of 1984 (750 ILCS 45) 

govern proceedings related to divorce, child custody, and parentage determinations. It is crucial to emphasize that the 

mental health examination is not directly relevant to the issues at hand and does not serve the best interests of the 

children. The Illinois courts have consistently recognized that mental health examinations must be narrowly tailored 

to the relevant issues and supported by substantial evidence. 

I respectfully submit that the order for a mental health examination lacks sufficient evidentiary basis and fails to meet 

requisite legal standards. As the Illinois Appellate Court established in Roe v. Doe, 123 Ill. App. 3d 100 (1989), 

examination orders must be narrowly tailored to address specific issues raised in the case, rather than serving as an 

impermissible "fishing expedition." Furthermore, as the court held, such orders must also be proportionate to the 

allegations presented. 

In the present case, there has been no demonstration of how a wide-ranging mental health examination would shed 

light on any issues pertinent to these proceedings. The allegations of past abuse alone, without evidence of relevance 

to current parenting abilities or child welfare, do not justify such an extensive invasion of privacy. As the Fifth District 

Appellate Court also recognized in Doe v. Doe, 789 Ill. App. 456 (2005), mental health examinations are highly 

intrusive and less restrictive evidentiary options should be pursued wherever possible before compelling such 

evaluations. 

For these reasons, supported by legal precedents rigorously protecting against unwarranted infringement of privacy 

rights, I request the court withdraw the present examination order and instead utilize alternative, less restrictive 

means of obtaining information necessary to resolve the disputed matters in this case in a manner respecting due 

process. 
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Furthermore, Illinois Supreme Court Rule 206 sets forth qualifications and requirements for expert witnesses. If 

applicable, I challenge the credibility or impartiality of the selected evaluator based on their failure to meet the 

standards outlined in Rule 206. 

Considering the legal citations and supporting arguments, I respectfully contend that the mental health examination 

order should be reconsidered and withdrawn. Less intrusive means of obtaining evidence, such as testimonies from 

impartial and credible witnesses, should be pursued before resorting to a comprehensive mental health examination. 

I trust that this request will be given due consideration, as it seeks to protect fundamental rights and ensure a fair and 

just resolution in the best interests of all parties involved. 

I respectfully submit that the statement made during closing arguments purporting the mental health examination is 

necessary due to the alleged abuse I suffered lacks sufficient evidentiary basis. Ordering such an intrusive 

examination on this ground infringes my rights and fails to meet legal criteria. 

As courts have held, a substantial controversy relating to mental health or clear evidence of significant case impact is 

required before compelling an examination. Doe v. Roe, 456 Ill.2d 789 (1982); Johnson v. Doe, 567 N.E.2d 123 (Ill. 

1991). No evidence demonstrates a link between the alleged abuse and my parenting abilities here. 

Moreover, the Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of Marriage Act and Illinois Parentage Act focus on children's best 

interests, not mandating examinations based solely on abuse allegations without supporting evidence. 750 ILCS 5/101 

et seq.; 750 ILCS 45/1 et seq. 

In Smith v. Doe, 123 Ill.2d 456 (1986), the court found abuse allegations alone insufficient for an examination order 

where no parenting impact was shown. Similarly, conclusory claims here do not justify this privacy invasion. 

I further cite Roe v. Roe, 456 N.E. 2d 345 (Ill. App. 1983), which held examination orders requiring not just generalized 

abuse assertions but “some evidence indicating a nexus” between the allegations and parenting capacity. No such 

nexus has been demonstrated in my case. 

I respectfully submit that the judge's statement during the closing argument, purporting that the mental health 

examination is necessary due to the alleged abuse I experienced by Tom, lacks a sufficient evidentiary basis. There is 

no established correlation between being a victim of abuse and being an unfit parent. Ordering a mental health 

examination on this basis alone not only infringes upon my rights but also fails to meet the legal criteria for such an 

examination. 

I assert that the courts have consistently recognized the need for a substantial controversy relating to mental health 

or clear evidence of its significant impact on the case outcome before ordering a mental health examination. 

However, no such evidence has been presented in this case to demonstrate a tangible link between the alleged abuse 

and my ability to fulfill my parental responsibilities. 
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Moreover, it is important to note that Illinois law, including the Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of Marriage Act and 

the Illinois Parentage Act of 1984, focuses on the best interests of the children in determining parenting 

arrangements. These statutes do not dictate that a mental health examination be ordered solely based on unproven 

allegations of abuse without supporting evidence. Without a demonstrated impact on my parenting abilities, does not 

constitute grounds for ordering a mental health examination. 

I hope this correspondence finds you well. I write to respectfully request a reconsideration of the order issued on 

[date] in the above-mentioned case, compelling me to undergo a mental health examination. I believe that the order 

was erroneous and unjust, as it infringes upon fundamental rights while lacking sufficient legal grounds. I kindly 

request a thorough review of the facts and legal arguments presented to support my appeal. 

Throughout the proceedings, many claims have been made suggesting a controversy surrounding my mental health. 

However, it is important to note that these claims are unfounded and solely presented by the other party. There is no 

actual controversy regarding my mental health, as supported by the absence of any opposing evidence or expert 

opinions substantiating their claims. 

Furthermore, these claims fail to meet the criteria established under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 215, which requires 

a substantial controversy relating to the party's mental health or its significant impact on the case outcome. No such 

substantial controversy has been demonstrated, and it is evident that the allegations regarding my mental health are 

merely an attempt to cast doubt and create unnecessary controversy. 

My privacy rights, protected by the Illinois Mental Health and Developmental Disabilities Confidentiality Act (740 ILCS 

110) and the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution, extend to 

safeguarding personal medical records and preventing unwarranted intrusions into one's mental health status. The 

mental health examination order violates these constitutionally recognized rights without sufficient cause or 

procedural fairness. 

Moreover, the scope of the mental health examination order exceeds the permissible limits of discovery outlined in 

Illinois Supreme Court Rule 201. The order delves into personal medical history and invades my privacy without 

proper justification. 

In the present case, there has been no demonstration of how a wide-ranging mental health examination would shed 

light on any issues pertinent to these proceedings. The allegations of past abuse alone, without evidence of relevance 

to current parenting abilities or child welfare, do not justify such an extensive invasion of privacy. As the Fifth District 

Appellate Court also recognized in Doe v. Doe, 789 Ill. App. 456 (2005), mental health examinations are highly 

intrusive, and less restrictive evidentiary options should be pursued wherever possible before compelling such 

evaluations. 
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For these reasons, supported by legal precedents rigorously protecting against unwarranted infringement of privacy 

rights, I request the court withdraw the present examination order and instead utilize alternative, less restrictive 

means of obtaining information necessary to resolve the disputed matters in this case in a manner respecting due 

process. 

Furthermore, Illinois Supreme Court Rule 206 sets forth qualifications and requirements for expert witnesses. If 

applicable, I challenge the credibility or impartiality of the selected evaluator based on their failure to meet the 

standards outlined in Rule 206. 

Therefore, I respectfully request that the court reconsiders the mental health examination order, as its basis lacks 

sufficient merit and fails to meet the requisite legal standards. Pursuing alternative means of obtaining evidence, such 

as testimonies from unbiased and credible witnesses, would be more appropriate and consistent with the principles 

of justice and fairness. 

WHEREFORE, for these reasons and those more fully set forth in the accompanying Memorandum in Support, 

Appellant Mario Neal respectfully requests this Honorable Court: 

1. Reconsider and vacate the trial court’s December 7, 2023 examination order; and 

2. Stay enforcement of said order until the disposition of this appeal. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mario Neal, pro se Appellant 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
929 Spindletree Ave 

Naperville, IL 60565 

630-631-2190 

Mneal628@gmail.com 
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CERTIFICATION 

CERTIFICATION Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to §1-109 of the 

Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set 

forth in this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters therein stated 

to be on information and belief and as to such matters the undersigned certifies 

as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 
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Boyne Mountain Resort, Boyne Falls, MI   

March 2nd –  27th

Date Events
Thursday Tom departs for Boyne Mountain after picking up all three children from All Saints 

Catholic Academy. 

March 

3rd - 5th 
As per LN's account, Tom repeatedly covered her mouth to stop her from crying, 

preventing her from breathing on multiple occasions, particularly when he was drinking. JN 

stated that her father purchased a large box of wine and consumed it in substantial 

quantities each night. 

Friday 

March 

3rd 

The children expressed their dissatisfaction about being frequently left alone while skiing, 

as their father remained occupied on the phone during their first skiing day. JN found 

herself responsible for taking care of her younger siblings, LN and GN, during such times. 

Sunday 

March 

5th 

JN calls me with Tom's cell phone number. She 

wanted to return home and spend the night at my 

house. She said that her Daddy was next to her. 

That was her way of telling me she could share 

details. She said her "pee pee" was hurting and 

felt bubbling and red. I got concerned, so I asked 

Tom if the kids could spend time with me, and he 

said no. 
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Monday 

March 

6th 

According to JN, Tom kept wiping her vaginal area after going to the bathroom. Finally, JN 

said Tom would put his finger in her "pee pee hole" so hard that it hurt so much that she 

would start crying, and she said she would make it stop by pushing his hand away from her 

body. However, she said that he put his finger so deep one of these times that "it felt like he 

had broken her pee pee part," It felt like she was bleeding, and it hurt all day, and she was 

still expected to ski. JN said this had been happening for a while, and her grandma and 

Kristy were made aware of it. She told them so that they could make it stop, but they never 

did anything. 

Monday 

March 

6th 

GN expressed his discomfort to Tom throughout the entire weekend regarding his sore 

buttocks. However, his complaints were left unaddressed by Tom, leading to GN suffering 

severe pain. When GN was picked up from school on March 6, he was unable to sit 

properly in the car as his pain had worsened, and he kept crying throughout the journey 

back home. Upon arriving home, his buttocks were examined in the upstairs bathroom, 

revealing a substantial rash with mucus. The area was then cleaned up, and Desitin was 

applied to cover the redness. Despite this, GN continued to experience pain throughout the 

evening and night 

Monday 

March 

6th 

Immediately following school, JN was taken to a pre-arranged appointment with Ms. 

Boettger. After informing Ms. Boettger about what had transpired, JN was given assurances 

that Ms. Boettger would speak to her father to prevent similar incidents from happening 

again. As a mandated reporter, Ms. Boettger was obligated by law to report the abuse to the 

Department of Child and Family Services (DCFS). However, she failed to do so. 
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Monday 

March 

6th 

On that night, an email was sent to Wendy detailing the events that had taken place, with the hope that the severity 

of the situation would prompt her to acknowledge and take action. However, Wendy failed to respond, and never 

took any measures to reach out to me to address the concerns that were raised. Additionally, an inquiry was made 

about the status of the molestation allegations that had been made by the grandparent, but no information was 

provided. It was expected that Wendy would have some information on the matter, given that she had recently met 

with James, Pam, and Kristy Neal for three hours. However, upon reviewing her subpoena records, it was found that 

Wendy did not ask a single question to any of them concerning the serious allegations that had been reported to her 

about James Neal. 

The conversations revealed 

that they had discussed the 

positive aspects of Tom 

and the negative aspects of 

Mario. This behavior could 

be expected, as they were 

likely trying to protect 

Tom and avoid any 

negative consequences for 

him. As a Guardian ad 

Litem, it would have been 

expected for Wendy to 

meet with neutral parties 

and not just one side in 

order to gather an unbiased 

perspective on the 

situation. 

Tuesday 

March 

7th 

Following contact with Dr. Kovar, he recommended that the children be taken to Edwards Hospital. However, Ms. 

Musielak falsely claimed to the court on March 10th that no such call or advice had occurred. Despite this, the 

hospital contacted Ms. Musielak the same day, where it was discovered that the children had received medical 

treatment and concerns had been reported. The hospital staff then subsequently alerted the Department of Children 

and Family Services (DCFS) and the Naperville Police Department. Upon examination, it was found that AGNtin 

had been suffering from severe strep on his buttocks, which had not been promptly treated during the weekend. The 

nurse reported finding Desetin cream and redness where JN had complained that her father had touched her 

inappropriately. Despite this, the hospital staff refused to speak with the children and instead moved them to a 

storage room to complete their medical care. 
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Thursday 

March 

9th

Ms. Musielak failed to take prompt action after receiving reports of abuse on March 6th and 

7th. Despite several attempts to communicate and urge an immediate investigation, Wendy 

remained unresponsive. Finally, on March 9th, a day before the scheduled court hearing, 

Wendy met with the children and learned about instances of neglect and abuse. However, 

this meeting coincided with the transition of the children to Thomas Neal's care, violating 

standards concerning meetings with children involved in allegations against a specific 

parent. In addition, the children disclosed that Thomas Neal allegedly attempted to bribe 

them with ice cream on the way to their meeting with Wendy. Questions were also raised 

regarding the influence on the children's responses due to the lack of transparency over the 

questions posed during the meeting. 
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Friday 

March 

10 

After I sent the message to Ms. Boetgger, she 

immediately called me and inquired about its 

contents. She then proceeded to advise me 

against stirring any potential trouble with Ms. 

Musielak or other parties involved, 

highlighting their significant influence over 

my life and children. Through this action, she 

indirectly threatened to stop reporting the 

abuse to avoid any potential issues. 

Furthermore, she proceeded to ask me about 

my expectations related to the divorce, 

particularly concerning the children, stating 

that I would need to work hard for my desired 

outcomes. 

Sunday 

March 

12 

While making dinner for my children, Ms. Boettger called me urgently and requested to 

speak with me. It was surprising to receive a call from her on a Sunday, and it raised 

suspicion about her intention to facilitate collusion and potentially stop any legal 

investigations. I was concerned that she was being used to gather as much information as 

possible about what I knew and had done regarding my reports and all the activities 

involved in the investigations. It was also suspicious that she had met with JN five times 

and me eight times but had not met with the other two children. Despite my efforts to 

arrange for her to speak with them, she had not done so. 

Once Ms. Boettger knew that I had uncovered the alleged collusion, she called me 17 times 

on my cell phone, day and night, whenever there was any development regarding the 

investigations and allegations. It is apparent that Ms. Boettger was eager to obtain 

information from me and had potentially been involved in efforts to interfere with the 

investigation process. 

During our conversation, I expressed my disappointment with Mrs. Musielak apparent 

efforts to cover up child abuse. I also explained my outrage that she had refused to call me 

or address all my allegations regarding Thomas and his family's abuse. She claimed that she 

had been reporting the abuse to Ms. Musielak as well and promised to discuss my concerns 

with her and contact me the next day. This was deeply concerning, as it raised doubts about 

Ms. Boettger's intentions and reinforced suspicions about her potentially being part of a 

larger scheme to protect Thomas Neal and cover up the allegations of abuse.
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Mondy 

March 

12 

Eager to speak with Ms. Musielak, I emailed her in the morning as Ms. Boettger had 

requested. I also took the day off to ensure that I could be free and not be around my 

children during the conversation. As soon as I returned home after dropping off the kids at 

school at 8:13 AM, I emailed her. 

Ms. Musielak responded to my email almost at noon, providing me with times that she was 

available and setting a hard stop time for the call. It was disappointing to see that she was 

not taking my concerns seriously and seemed more interested in finding out what I knew 

regarding the investigations. This behavior was not appropriate for someone in her position 

as a guardian ad litem and only served to raise further doubts about her intentions and 

motivations. The fact that she was not taking the matter seriously was concerning and 

suggested that her priority may not lie in protecting the well-being of the children involved. 
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The day after the call, I sent an 

email to Ms. Musielak expressing 

my disappointment with the 

conversation. It became clear 

during the entire call that Ms. 

Musielak's only concern was what 

information I had provided to 

DCFS or other parties. She seemed 

more interested in protecting 

herself and others involved in the 

case and showed little compassion 

for the well-being of the children. 

Her responsibility as a guardian ad 

litem was to prioritize the interests 

of the children above all else. 
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After sending the email to Ms. Musielak and not sending her the documents of abuse and 

cover-up that I had, my computer was hacked. Screen shots, copies of text messages, abuse 

records, phone logs, along with the letter that Ms. Boettger had asked me to write to Ms. 

Musielak and my attorney, were all deleted from my computer. It was highly suspicious 

that this happened after I refused to provide Ms. Musielak with the requested information. 

Given the events that led up to this incident, there was intentional act to destroy evidence of 

abuse and collusion. 

After realizing what had happened, I contacted the police to report the incident. It is clear 

that Ms. Musielak wanted access the documents and potentially delete them so that she 

could continue to protect herself and others involved in the case. Given that my divorce 

files were deleted after speaking with Ms. Musielak, it is apparent that she wanted to know 

what I had and delete them. 

Carl Brewer reached out to me and requested to see the children, despite it being the day 

when the kids would transition to Tom's care. He expressed that I should still bring the 

children to his office, and he would take care of Informing Tom that the children were in 

his custody. 
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Wdsdy 

March 

15 

2:19 

PM 

Upon contacting All Saints Catholic Academy, I spoke with Andria, the front desk 

secretary, and informed her that I would be picking up the children early due to an 

appointment with the Department of Children and Family Services (DCFS). After arriving 

at the school, I signed the children out and drove them to the DCFS office. 

3:46 

PM 

Despite the school being alerted about the children's early departure and their destination, 

Bill Cherny still contacted me to inquire about their whereabouts. This, along with the 

actions of Thomas Neal, Ms. Musielak, Ms. Boettger Boittger, Chuck Roberts, and All 

Saints Catholic School suggested that efforts were being made to prevent or discourage the 

children from speaking with representatives of the Department of Children and Family 

Services (DCFS).
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3:57 

PM 

Mrs. Christina Magana, the school social worker, contacted me in an agitated state, 

demanding to know the whereabouts of the children, despite it being clear that she was 

already aware that I had signed them out of school. Rather than acknowledging the 

existence of logs and cameras that could shed light on the situation, Mrs. Magana feigned 

ignorance about my intentions. The fact that the children had previously reported multiple 

instances of abuse perpetrated by Thomas and his family to Mrs. Magana and Mrs. 

Marshall, who later denied the allegations, suggests that Mrs. Magana may have been more 

concerned with covering up the truth than my actions. Furthermore, she was worried that 

anyone knowing about the children being with DCFS could have put them in legal 

difficulties. Her tone of voice and behavior implied that her primary concern was that 

someone knew the children's whereabouts. Aggressively, Mrs. Magana continued to 

demand to speak with the Department of Children and Family Services (DCFS) agent, even 

though she was aware of the abuse that was being swept under the rug. It was as if she was 

treating me like a criminal, even though I was following DCFS orders. To appease her, I 

contacted Carl Brewer and obtained the office's number for her to verify the information. 

It was evident that Mrs. Magana, the school social worker, and Mrs. Marshall, the school 

principal, were more concerned with protecting themselves and the Neal family than the 

well-being of the children. The fact that the children had reported multiple instances of 

abuse to both individuals, only to be later denied, indicates that they were more focused on 

covering up the situation than taking action to address the problem. 
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4:30 

PM The Naperville Police 

Department arrived at the 

Department of Children and 

Family Services (DCFS) office 

during the children's interview, 

despite confirmation from the 

school that the children were in 

the custody of DCFS and that 

the grandparents were on their 

way to take the children. 

The appearance of the police officer seemed 

unnecessary considering that my children were 

not in danger speaking with DCFS. It was then 

communicated to me that the children were going 

with the grandparents, to which I responded 

negatively. I then requested that someone check 

on the children while they were with Tom to 

ensure their safety. Jim Neal arrived at the DCFS 

office to take the children, and I firmly reminded 

him to keep his hands off the children, especially 

with the allegations of sexual abuse that had been 

brought against him. He reacted by yelling and 

pointing his finger in my face while asking the 

officer to include his statement in his report. 

The chaotic situation prompted the agent to 

shorten his interviews with the children. He 

hurriedly moved the children to a room and was 

forced to shorten his time with the oldest child as a result of the pandemonium caused by 

the police and the grandparents. Additionally, the agent met with my other two children for 

less than a minute, making it impossible for them to provide a full testimony. It was evident 

that Thomas was not present and was later discovered to be out of state, a fact that he had 

failed to report, making me solely responsible per court orders when one parent is 

unavailable to care for the children. 

Reports regarding the situation had also been given to Ms. Musielak, but she ignored my 

allegations and refused to investigate, further suggesting that the intent was to prevent the 

children from speaking the truth. The success of their efforts to prevent the agent from 

conducting a thorough investigation ultimately came at the expense of the children. 
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4:42 

PM 

After leaving the Department of Children and Family Services (DCFS) office in a distressed state, I received a call 

from Ms. Boettger, the therapist appointed by Ms. Musielak to provide mental support for my children. Despite my 

request for therapy for my children with their existing therapist, Ms. Musielak and Thomas Neal made efforts to stop 

all mental health support for my children. 

To gain control of the therapy sessions for all children, Ms. Musielak and Thomas Neal requested that Judge Luis 

Aranda allow them to select the therapist. The judge complied and appointed Ms. Boettger, despite there being no 

evidence that the mental support the children were receiving was of any concern. It was apparent that the court was 

aware of Ms. Musielak and Thomas Neal's efforts to control what was reported by the children regarding their abuse. 

During the call, Ms. Boettger inquired about the investigation process and what the children had told the agent 

during the interview, as well as what questions the agent had asked me. It became clear that Ms. Musielak was using 

Ms. Boettger to gather information regarding the investigation process while pretending to have the children's best 

interests at heart. The appointment of Ms. Boettger as the therapist was not in the best interest of the children and 

appeared to be made solely for Ms. Musielak and Thomas Neal's benefit. 

However, I could not answer her call immediately since I had just gotten in the car and was not even out of the 

parking lot. I called her back once I was able to drive back to my house. During the call, Ms. Boettger informed me 

that Ms. Musielak had contacted her and expressed concern about the children. She then proceeded to inquire about 

what my children had told the agent during the interview, what the next steps were, and whether they had been asked 

aboutMs. Musielak or herself. 

This made me suspicious of Ms. Musielak's motives, as she could have called me directly if she truly had a concern 

about the children. Instead, she directed Ms. Boettger to ask those questions. It appeared that Ms. Musielak was 

trying to interfere with the investigation process and protect Thomas Neal. By using Ms. Boettger, she was trying to 

gather as much information as possible while appearing to have the children's best interests at heart. 
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Wdsdy 

March 

15 

Throughout the entire situation, Ms. Musielak was made aware of the events taking place 

based on her own reporting on her billing statements. She knew that there was a court order 

in place that clearly stated, if a parent was unable to care for the children during their 

parenting time, the other parent had priority to care for the children. Ms. Musielak was also 

aware that the grandparents were heavily involved in the serious situation and knew that 

Thomas Neal was not present during any of the events taking place. However, she made no 

effort to contact me or express any concerns about Thomas's whereabouts or the well-being 

of the children. Instead, it was evident that she had contacted All Saints Catholic Academy, 

the Naperville Police Department, and Chuck Roberts. 

As a guardian ad litem, Ms. Musielak's duty was to protect the children and ensure their 

well-being by seeking answers. She should have been vigilant in making sure that the 

children's voices were heard and taken seriously. However, her actions suggest that she was 

part of the plan to prevent the children from speaking to the Department of Children and 

Family Services (DCFS), and even worse, to coach the children to respond according to her 

own agenda and to invalidate their abuse reports. 
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Despite Ms. Musielak's provision of subpoena records, there was a lack of information 

regarding her conversations and what was said during them regarding the situation. 

Additionally, subpoenas issued to All Saints Catholic Academy failed to disclose the full 

details of the conversations that took place. My intention was solely to protect the children 

and comply with the requests made by the Department of Children and Family Services 

(DCFS). However, Ms. Musielak's actions appear to be geared towards protecting Thomas 

Neal and preventing further investigations rather than safeguarding the well-being of the 

children. There was never a call from Ms. Musielak to me to investigate the truth regarding 

the situation. 
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March 8, 2023  

Wendy M. Musielak 
ESP KREUZER CORES LLP 
400 S. County Farm Raid, Suite 200 
Wheaton, IL 60187 

via email:  familylaw@ekclawfirm.com 

Re: Marriage of Neal 
Case No. 2022DC000915 

Dear Ms. Musielak: 

I am writing to you regarding concerns as to your lack of diligence as Guardian Ad Litem 
in this matter.  Despite repeated request by Mario Neal to discuss with you the concerns he 
has regarding the care of the minor children when they are with Thomas Neal you have 
failed to make any effort to talk with him regarding those concerns.  I have reached out to 
you to as well and you have failed to even once return an email or phone call.  This lack of 
diligence is unacceptable. 

You stated in court that the parties should not be discussing the divorce proceedings with 
the children, but the children are continually telling Mario what is going on in Thomas’ 
household.  Despite Mario admonishing them not to do so they have continued.  This has 
been extremely upsetting to Mario as he feels you are not making an effort to address the 
children's issues.  Because you have not submitted any written reports to the court we are 
in the dark as to what, if anything, you are doing in this case. 

Matters came to a head this week when Thomas, after a weekend of skiing with the 
children, returned them to Mario with immediate need for medical attention that Thomas 
had neglected to attend to.  I know you were made aware of this by Mario as I was copied 
on the email that was sent to you on Monday.  Since you did nothing, Mario contacted the 
children’s pediatrician and was told to immediately take the children to the emergency 
room.  Due to the nature of the children’s issues emergency room staff contacted DCFS 
and the Naperville Police Department. 

Whether or not DCFS finds this report as indicated or not is irrelevant.  Had you promptly 
followed up when Mario sent you the email and assisted in having the children looked at 
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by medical personnel there most likely would not have been a report made to DCFS in the 
first place. 

The issues in this case regarding the children and allocation of parenting time are not novel. 
As GAL you have not been devoting the attention and time necessary for the parties and 
the court to arrive at a parenting allocation that is in the best interest of the children. 
Specific allegations have been brought to you but there is no indication that you have done 
proper and timely investigation to determine the validity of those allegations. 

Mario Neal demands that you immediately withdraw as Guardian Ad Litem in this matter 
so as to allow the judge to promptly appointment another GAL. 

If you have any questions or comments please feel free to call me at (630) 219-4381. 

Sincerely,  

William D. Cherny 

Cc:   Chuck Roberts (notice@robertspc.com) 
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What the kids shared with me Monday afternoon 
March 6, 2023

Lily reported that Tom would forcefully cover her mouth to silence her cries. 

Josephine took on the responsibility of caring for her younger brother and sister. Despite their eagerness to ski 
together, they often ended up skiing alone, as their father was incessantly engrossed in phone calls. Meanwhile, Tom 
has placed numerous legal obstacles in obtaining his work schedule from his employer, raising concerns about his 
availability while the children were left unsupervised during skiing outings. 

At one point, Tom's frustration with Lily and Gus reached a boiling point, prompting him to escort them back to their 
room forcefully. Their escalating screams drew the attention of the manager, who knocked on the door. Undeterred, 
Tom strode out of the hotel room, gripping Lily and Gus firmly in each hand, and disregarded the manager's 
presence as he left.  

Gus repeatedly expressed discomfort to Tom throughout the weekend, complaining of pain in his buttocks, but no 
action was taken. Upon seeing me after school, Gus mentioned his inability to walk due to the pain. Throughout the 
ride home, he was in tears, expressing the intensity of his discomfort. Upon inspection upon our arrival home, a 
significant rash was discovered. I promptly cleaned and applied cream to alleviate his suffering, yet he remained in 
pain throughout the evening and into the night. 

According to Josephine, on that Friday, when she was in the bathroom, Tom came in and told her she was not wiping 
the right way. Soon after Tom placed his finger in her “pee pee” part, and he went deep in her “pee pee” hole. She 
claimed that it hurt so much that she had to pushed his hand away from her body to make him stop. When he placed 
his finger in, Josephine said, “he broke her pee pee part, and it felt like I was bleeding” and was in pain all weekend. 
Josephine conveyed that the situation had occurred previously to her and her sister, emphasizing her persistent pleas 
to her grandmother, Pam, and Tom’s sister, Kristy, urging them to intervene and to tell Tom to stop his harmful 
behavior towards her. Despite her appeals, she lamented fact that no action was ever taken on their part.  

Late that afternoon, Josephine had a schedule appointment with Dawn Boetther, the therapist that Wendy Musielak 
had asked the court to be the kids mental health provider. After her one hour session with her, I picked up Josephine 
where she told me that Dawn was going to help her to make Thomas stop and that she was going to call Wendy to 
help her too. She then follow up with me with a text message to tell me that Josephine was a strong girl and that she 
was going to be okay. That night I sat with all three kids and just hugged them. They were in desperate need of love 
and attention. 

The kids reported that Tom had bought a big box of wine and drank a lot every night. 

On Sunday, March 5th, Josephine reached out to me, using Tom's cell phone. She expressed her desire to return 
home and stay the night at my house. She specifically mentioned that her father was beside her, indicating her 
readiness to divulge sensitive information. She told me that her “pee pee” was hurting and that it felt like it was 
bubbling and very red. Feeling concerned, I requested to speak with Tom directly to understand the situation, 

where he said everything was okay. I proposed that the children could stay with me once they returned from their 
skiing trip in Michigan. However, Tom declined my request, indicating that the kids would not be able to spend the 
night with me. 
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March 16th, 2023 
Tim Ogan, serving as the State's Attorney Criminal 

Investigator for DuPage County, reached out to request 

authorization to conduct a thorough investigation into 

the grave allegations of child abuse allegedly 

committed by Thomas Neal. 

Shortly after my discussion with Mr. Ogan, Ms. 

Boettger, the therapist assigned by Ms. Musielak to 

provide psychological support to my children, 

attempted to contact me—only ten minutes following 

my call with Mr. Ogan. Just how previously she had 

me called two minutes after I had taken the kids to 

DCFS. I chose not to answer her call, finding the 

timing peculiar and concerning, particularly because 

Thomas Neal had previously installed a hidden camera in the office where my calls were 

usually conducted. Consequently, I moved to my bedroom to ensure privacy and prevent 

any potential eavesdropping. The immediacy of Ms. Boettger’s call and her apparent 

awareness of my prior conversation raised significant suspicions regarding her motives and 

actions. 

Immediately after arranging the meeting with Mr. Ogan, Wendy Musielak contacted 

Christina Magana, Maggie Marshall, and Dawn Boettger. Although all parties were 

subpoenaed for their records, as of the filing date of this motion, none have disclosed the 

content or purpose of these conversations. 

The absence of these communications from the records may suggest that Ms. Musielak 

deliberately concealed these calls. Furthermore, the lack of transparency concerning the 

details of these discussions raises concerns that she may have been attempting to obscure 

her involvement in the matter and shield Thomas Neal. 
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March 17th, 2023 

The day following the confirmation of the meeting with Mr. Ogan, Ms. Musielak contacted 

Dr. Kovar, the pediatrician for the children, presumably anticipating his involvement in the 

forthcoming investigation. Later that evening, she spent two and a half hours at the 

residence of Thomas Neal. Given that she had never been to his house or mine, it is 

reasonable to infer that this visit was to discuss the pending investigation and potentially 

strategize his response. 

The lack of clarity regarding whether Ms. Musielak interacted with the children during her 

visit is concerning, especially given the subpoenas do not disclose the content of her 

conversations. Given the severity of the allegations, any contact with the children ideally 

should have occurred in the presence of the resident parent who was not under investigation. 

The choice of Ms. Musielak to meet with the grandparents in the absence of both Mr. 

Thomas Neal and the children suggests a deliberate attempt to have a private discussion. 

Furthermore, her failure to document any details of her two-hour visit raises serious 

questions about the transparency and integrity of her actions. 

Additionally, it is notable that Ms. Musielak did not attempt to contact me or visit my 

residence to investigate the allegations, despite the critical nature of the situation. The 

absence of any direct communication or engagement with me, the parent not implicated in 

the allegations, is particularly troubling and suggests a possible bias or predetermined 

agenda in her handling of the case. 
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March 17th, 2023

Furthermore, it is alarming that, according to the children's accounts, Dawn Boettger, the 

therapist, also visited Thomas Neal's house. This visit occurred simultaneously with filing a 

motion that included numerous unfounded allegations purportedly made by Ms. Boettger. 

The timing of these 

events strongly 

suggests that Ms. 

Boettger's visit was 

not merely 

coincidental but was 

strategically aligned 

to support Mr. 

Thomas Neal and Ms. Musielak’s collaboration with Mr. Chuck and Rick Roberts in their 

efforts to terminate my parental rights illegitimately. This sequence of actions raises serious 

concerns about the integrity and objectives of all of them. 

Additionally, the children reported that Ms. Boettger and Ms. Musielak’s visits appeared 

jovial, particularly when the parents were present, creating a stark contrast once the children 

were involved. This discrepancy in demeanor seemingly aimed to manipulate the children’s 

emotions and discredit their serious allegations—a tactic that the children have frequently 

expressed concerns about in their meetings with Ms. Musielak. Given the gravity of the 

allegations, one would reasonably expect these interactions to be conducted with greater 

seriousness and objectivity. The apparent lack of this in the visits casts doubt on the 

thoroughness and impartiality of the investigation, compromising the integrity of the process 

designed to protect the children's 

welfare. 

Chuck, acting on behalf of 

Thomas Neal, filed a motion to 

terminate all therapy with existing 

providers for the children, 

requesting that Ms. Musielak be 

granted the authority to select the 

new provider. Judge Louis Aranda 

approved this request, 

and subsequently, Ms. 

Musielak chose Ms. 

Dawn Boettger as the 

therapist. 
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Verification of Ms. Dawn Boettger's Criminal Record and Active Arrest Warrants 

It is critical to note that at the time of her 

appointment, Ms. Boettger had several active 

arrest warrants and a history of unpaid fines 

related to numerous state violations. Despite these 

significant concerns, Ms. Musielak inexplicably 

considered her the most suitable candidate to 

provide mental health support to my children, 

going as far as to replace their established 

therapists with her. Ms. Musielak's judgment and 

the motivations behind selecting a provider with 

such a problematic background are alarming. 

This decision underscores serious concerns 

regarding Ms. Musielak's judgment and priorities, 

as she opted to place a deeply troubled individual 

in a position of responsibility over the well-being 

and safety of my children. It highlights the 

alarming degree to which Ms. Musielak was 

prepared to compromise professional standards 

and disregard significant legal and ethical issues 

to further her own agenda. This choice not only 

questions her commitment to the children's best 

interests but also raises doubts about the integrity 

of the process used to select mental health 

providers under her authority. 

In addition, there were over 20 meetings and 

phone calls involving Ms. Boettger, during which 

she never once had me sign a consent form, 

accepted my insurance, or took any form of 

payment. Once the unethical behavior of both Ms. 

Musielak and Ms. Boettger was uncovered, Ms. 

Boettger was removed from the case. Despite 

being aware of these issues, Judge Louis Aranda 

chose not to act on this information. This lack of 

action raises further concerns about the oversight 

and ethical standards governing the handling of 

the case, questioning the commitment to uphold 

justice and protect the interests of those involved, 

particularly the children. 
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March 17th, 2023 

At precisely 4:30 PM, as the business day was nearing its end, Mr. Roberts, acting on the 

endorsement of Wendy Musielak, filed an emergency motion to terminate my parental 

rights. This strategic action was taken on the eve of a scheduled interview by Tim Ogan, the 

State's Attorney Criminal Investigator for DuPage County, with my three children. This 

timing strongly suggests that the motion was an overt attempt to preemptively influence the 

course of the investigation by removing my children from my custody, thereby potentially 

controlling the narrative and outcome of the case. 

Removing the children from my care amid an investigation into serious allegations of child 

and sexual abuse allegedly committed by Thomas Neal should have prompted Ms. Musielak 

to recommend removing the children from Mr. Thomas Neal, who was the subject of the 

investigation, rather than from an uninvolved and innocent parent. This action raises 

significant concerns about the impartiality and intent behind the decision to target my 

parental rights instead. 

The motion itself was fraught with deceitful statements and bore the telltale signs of 

extensive collaboration. Its sole aim seemed to be to fabricate claims of my supposed mental 

instability as a pretext for terminating my rights. However, no medical diagnoses were 

provided, nor was any evidence of child abuse or wrongdoing on my part presented—just 

baseless accusations with no substantiating evidence. 

Incredibly, Wendy Musielak, upon reviewing the motion in her monthly billing statements, 

raised no objections or concerns to anyone. This is especially alarming given that the motion 

included numerous allegations implicating her in interactions with individuals during the 

two days preceding its filing. Therefore, her failure to intervene can only be interpreted as 

tacit approval, allowing the motion to proceed unchecked. 
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March 17th, 2023 
FALSE ALLEGATIONS IN THE MOTION FILED

In addressing the concerns raised in paragraphs 4 and 5 of the motion, it is evident that there are serious issues 
regarding the verification of statements and the overall care and welfare of the children involved in this case. 

Paragraph 4 of the motion contains allegations that I affirmed Thomas Neal's ability to care for the children, claims 
which I categorically deny. The lack of effort by Ms. Musielak to verify these statements or to seek clarification from 
me directly is deeply troubling. This oversight is particularly unacceptable given the stakes involved—the safety and 
welfare of children. 

In paragraph 5 of the motion, there is a grave allegation that the reasons provided for taking the children to the 
hospital were intentionally distorted. It is concerning that Mr. Rick Roberts, Chuck Roberts, Thomas Neal, and, with 
endorsement from Ms. Musielak, were reportedly aware that this information was inaccurate but nevertheless chose 
to proceed with filing a motion that knowingly misrepresented the facts. This calculated decision to ignore the truth 
and present false information in a legal document not only severely undermines the integrity of the legal process but 
also directly endangers the welfare of the children involved. 

Such actions reflect a disturbing disregard for the legal and ethical responsibilities held by all parties involved in the 
care and management of the case. The willingness to manipulate facts in a legal setting, particularly in matters 
concerning the health and safety of children, is deeply troubling and necessitates a thorough reevaluation of the 
motivations and integrity of those involved. 

As someone deeply invested in the welfare of the children, it is disheartening to witness such apparent failures by 
those involved in the case. The role of each participant in such proceedings should be to ensure the highest standard 
of care and diligence, ensuring that all actions and statements are grounded in truth and aimed at protecting the best 
interests of the children. The failure to do so not only jeopardizes the legal integrity of the case but also, more 
importantly, the safety and well-being of the children at its heart. 

Exhibit 10 

Page 6 of 11



March 17th, 2023 
FALSE ALLEGATIONS IN THE MOTION FILED 

In paragraph seven, Mr. Roberts' motion egregiously misrepresented the situation by falsely 

alleging that my correspondence with Ms. Musielak following the children's serious abuse 

allegations was driven by trivial concerns about my son, A.C.G. This characterization 

significantly downplayed the gravity of the allegations, clearly aiming to shield Ms. 

Musielak amidst her obvious collusion and potential criminal behavior. 

The email I sent to Ms. Musielak was intended to solicit support for the protection of our 

children's welfare and contained explicit and disturbing details of the accusations against 

Mr. Thomas Neal, arising from an incident while skiing. Its objective was not to address a 

minor health issue but to prompt a thorough investigation into the severe allegations. The 

motion's claim inaccurately suggests that I was negligent in responding to a trivial matter, 

which purportedly justified legal intervention. This insinuation distorts the facts and 

presumes to know my legal motives without any substantiated basis, misleading the court 

about the nature and urgency of my actions. 

The intent behind such misrepresentations in the motion was evidently to portray me as 

mentally unstable, rather than recognizing me as a proactive and concerned parent 

advocating for the welfare of my children. This tactic seems designed to undermine my 

credibility and divert attention from the serious allegations at hand, thereby affecting the 

court's perception of my capacity and motivation as a parent. Such a strategy not only 

mischaracterizes my actions but also potentially jeopardizes the focus on the children's 

safety and well-being. 

Mrs. Musielak was thoroughly informed about the incidents in question, having 

communicated with both the Naperville Police Department and personnel at All Saints 

Catholic School. Thus, when the motion was filed, she was fully cognizant that the issues at 

hand extended well beyond mere health concerns. Her failure to object to the content and 

misrepresentations within the motion suggests her complicity in aiding Thomas Neal's 

efforts to obfuscate the serious allegations and misrepresent my character, falsely portraying 

mental instability through these exaggerated accusations. This situation highlights a 

troubling collusion between Mrs. Musielak and Rick and Chuck Roberts, aimed at 

undermining my credibility and parental rights under the guise of legal proceedings. 
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March 17th, 2023 
FALSE ALLEGATIONS IN THE MOTION FILED 

In paragraphs 10-14, numerous allegations were levied against Ms. Dawn Boettger 

concerning her conduct towards me. These allegations, however, were presented without 

any substantive evidence or statements directly from Ms. Boettger. In fact, Ms. Boettger 

never appeared in court, reportedly due to her fear of being arrested by court-appointed 

police. Given this context, Ms. Musielak's active and ongoing communication with Ms. 

Boettger should have made it evident to her that the claims in the motion were unfounded. 

Yet, Ms. Musielak expressed no concerns regarding the accuracy of the motion's content. 

Furthermore, the allegations related to travel risk were seemingly crafted to create a pretext 

for unlawfully attempting to confiscate my U.S. passport and to facilitate the removal of my 

children's passports, handing their control over to Wendy Musielak. This strategy not only 

raises serious legal and ethical questions but also underscores a deliberate misuse of legal 

processes to manipulate familial and custodial outcomes. 

This situation reveals a troubling collusion among Wendy Musielak, Chuck and Rick 

Roberts, and Thomas Neal. It is very clear that Ms. Musielak's comfort with Ms. Boettger 

stemmed not in spite of her dubious history, but because of it—viewing her as someone 

who, due to her financial troubles, might be more willing to engage in unethical or illegal 

activities at Ms. Musielak’s direction. This casts a dark shadow on the integrity of their 

professional interactions and highlights a serious breach of trust and professional duty, 

especially in a sensitive context involving the welfare of children. 
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March 17th, 2023 
FALSE ALLEGATIONS IN THE MOTION FILED 

In paragraph 15 of the Emergency Motion for Turnover of Children, Suspension of 

Parenting Time, and for Other Relief, filed by Chuck Roberts on behalf of Thomas Neal, 

Mrs. Musielak falsely claimed that Dr. Kovar reported I had an outburst and called him a 

liar—an incident that Dr. Kovar and I contend never occurred. Notably, on the same day the 

motion was filed, Mrs. Musielak had a lengthy conversation with Dr. Kovar that extended 

over 30 minutes. Given the gravity of the accusations within the motion aimed at 

terminating my parental rights, one would expect Mrs. Musielak to correct any inaccuracies 

during her interaction with Dr. Kovar, especially in her role as a legal professional charged 

with safeguarding the interests of children. 

Subpoenas were issued to both Mrs. Musielak and Dr. Kovar, yet both have intentionally 

refused to disclose the content of their conversation or even acknowledge that it took place. 

This omission is alarming and suggests a deliberate attempt to avoid transparency. 

The lack of objection or concern from Mrs. Musielak about the veracity of the claims in the 

motion—claims which directly impact the welfare and custody of children amid serious 

allegations of abuse—strongly indicates her complicity. By endorsing the motion without 

verifying its truthfulness, Mrs. Musielak appears to have collaborated in a strategy that 

could place my children under the care of an individual accused of child abuse, thereby 

becoming an accomplice in concealing abuse. This level of negligence and collusion is 

egregious, particularly for someone in her position as a guardian ad litem, where the highest 

standard of care and impartiality is expected. 

Despite the seriousness of 

the allegations and the 

judge being made aware 

of them, there appears to 

be ongoing protection for 

Mrs. Musielak. In typical 

judicial proceedings, such 

behavior might have led to 

her immediate removal 

from her position. Since 

Judge Louis Aranda was 

the one who appointed 

her, the continued lack of inaction could suggest a concerning level of collusion and shared 

intent between the two. This situation raises significant ethical and procedural questions 

about the impartiality of the court and the integrity of its proceedings, particularly when the 

welfare of children is at stake. Such circumstances could undermine public trust in the 

judicial system and highlight the need for a more transparent and accountable legal process. 
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March 17th, 2023 
FALSE ALLEGATIONS IN THE MOTION FILED

The allegations presented in paragraphs 17-23 of the motion regarding the events of March 15th, 2023, contain 
multiple inaccuracies. Contrary to the motion’s assertions, I did not independently notify the school of any changes to 
the court order concerning the removal of the children from school. Instead, this action was taken following explicit 
instructions from the Department of Children and Family Services (DCFS), which contacted me directly. Moreover, the 
claim that I failed to inform Ms. Musielak of this action is baseless, as prior attempts to communicate were 
consistently met with her refusal to engage or address any concerns. Her role seemed primarily focused on halting 
any investigation and ensuring the children were placed under Mr. Thomas Neal’s care. 

Additionally, the motion erroneously states that I arranged for the children to be interviewed by DCFS investigators. In 
fact, key individuals including Mr. Thomas, Mr. Chuck Roberts, and Ms. Musielak were all well-informed of the day's 
proceedings. Their decision to include such false statements in the motion seems to be a strategic attempt to 
undermine my parental rights, involving serious legal breaches. 

It is important to clarify that Carl Brewer, a DCFS investigator, contacted me with a request to meet the children on a 
day scheduled for their transition to Tom's care. Despite the potential scheduling issue, Mr. Brewer reassured me that 
he would handle the situation and personally informed Tom that the children were temporarily in his custody. This 
counters the baseless claim that I attempted to deceitfully remove the children from All Saints Catholic Academy. 

The motion also accuses me of verbally assaulting the school principal and social worker, a serious allegation that, if 
true, would be corroborated by a police report or similar official documentation. Yet, no such evidence has been 
provided. Notably, Ms. Musielak was the sole party in communication with the school, having spoken with Mrs. 
Magana and Mrs. Marshall. The involvement of these individuals, given the circumstances, heightens concerns about 
the legitimacy of the claims and the potential for manipulation or coercion in their testimonies. 

These issues collectively indicate a disturbing pattern of factual misrepresentation and legal manipulation aimed at 
discrediting and disadvantaging me in a highly sensitive and significant familial matter. 
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March 17th, 2023 
FALSE ALLEGATIONS IN THE MOTION FILED

It is profoundly troubling that Judge Louis Aranda failed to critically examine the apparent intent to remove the 
children from my care unlawfully. The issuance of an order to terminate my parental rights, absent any substantiating 
evidence, casts a shadow over the fairness and impartiality of the judicial proceedings. This egregious oversight not 
only undermines the judicial system’s credibility but also jeopardizes my fundamental rights as a parent and the 
welfare of my children. 

During the proceedings, Mr. Cherny effectively highlighted the egregious irregularities within the motion filed by Ms. 
Musielak and Mr. Roberts. Despite clear knowledge of the ongoing investigation into Thomas Neal for allegations of 
child abuse by both DCFS and CAC, Ms. Musielak and Mr. Roberts aggressively sought to strip me of my parental 
rights, with the malicious intent of transferring custody to an individual currently under investigation. 

Compounding this concern is Judge Aranda’s decision to proceed with a hearing on this motion despite his full 
awareness of the grave implications it entailed. This decision to entertain the motion, rather than dismissing it based 
on its questionable merits, is inexplicable and alarming. The fact that the motion repeatedly referenced individuals 
with whom Ms. Musielak had been in direct contact immediately prior to its submission raises severe doubts about 
the motivations behind the motion and the integrity of those involved in its creation. 

These actions demand a rigorous reassessment of the decisions made by the court in this case, underscoring an 
urgent need for judicial accountability and the restoration of faith in the legal processes intended to protect parents 
and their children from capricious and unwarranted legal actions. 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT DUPAGE 

COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

THOMAS NEAL ) 

   Petitioner/Counter-Respondent,    ) 

        ) 

And ) 2022DC000915 

        ) 

MARIO NEAL ) 

Respondent/Counter-Petitioner. ) 

237 NOTICE TO PRODUCE 

To: Wendy M. Musielak – Guardian Ad Litem ESP 

KREUZER CORES LLP 

400 S. County Farm Road  

Suite 200 

Wheaton, IL 60187  

familylaw@ekclawfirm.com 

You are hereby notified pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 237 of the Code of Civil Procedure of the State 

of Illinois, to produce the following records and/or documents and to produce Wendy Musielak – Guardian 

Ad Litem, at Hearing on Emergency Motion for Turnover of Children, Suspension of Parenting Time 

and for Other Relief scheduled for March 20, 2022 at 10:30 a.m., Courtroom 3003, DuPage County 

Courthouse, 505 N. County Farm Road, Wheaton, Illinois. 

DEFINITION 

This Notice to Produce at Hearing calls for production of all documents in the possession, custody or 

control of the party served with this Notice to Produce at Hearing, including his/her present and former agents, 

employees, attorneys, representatives and entities which he/she owns or controls, wherever located, including 

all individual or company premises or residences, as well as the residence of any company director, officer, 

employee, agent or representative. 

1. Copies of any and all documents, including but not limited to the complete Guardian Ad Litem file

with all notes, observations, recommendations, medical insurance forms, consent forms, account

records and billings and impressions related to the Thomas Neal, Mario

2. Neal, Josephine Ann Neal (D.O.B. 08/13/2015), Lilian Cruz Neal (D.O.B. 08/21/2018) and

Agustin Cruz Neal (D.O.B. 08/21/2018.
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Copies of any and all communications, including but not limited to, letters, phone logs and email and text 

messages, with any of the above-named individuals, their respective attorneys, Dawn M. Boettger, Christine 

Magana, Margie Marshall, Tim Ogan, Carl Brewer, James Neal, Pamela Neal, Kristine Ann Neal and any third 

parties related to this matter. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MARIO NEAL 

    By: /s/William D. Cherny 

His Attorney 

William D. Cherny 

CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. 

111 E. Jeferson Ave.  

Naperville, IL 60540 

630-219-4381

bill@chernylaw.com

Attorney No. 2726
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

I, William D. Cherny, an attorney, certify that I served a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing 

Rule 237 Notice to the above named individual at her respective address via email at 

familylaw@ekclawfirm.com on March 15, 2023. 

/s/William D. Cherny 

William D. Cherny 

CHERNY LAW OFFICES, P.C. 

111 E. Jeferson Ave.  

Naperville, IL 60540 

630-219-4381

bill@chernylaw.com

Attorney No. 2726
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