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From the Editor

All in the Family Law
By Christine McTigue

Yes, the title of my piece is like a before and
after from Wheel of Fortune. We did not
originally plan on making our December
issue a theme issue. There are, however, many
important developments in the statutes
governing dissolution of marriage and
paternity so that it made sense to report on
these changes in one issue. I will briefly discuss
our articles at the end of this piece.
Since this is our December issue, it also makes
sense to talk about the holiday season. Thinking of the holidays often conjures up a picture
of a large family grouped around a table laden
with food; or children around a Christmas tree
opening a mountain of presents; or a dream
fulfilled, like Ralphie in the movie A Christmas
Story getting his Red Ryder air rifle.

Sean McCumber put together and edited
our lead articles. Sean deserves an enthusiastic
thank you; so do our authors for their hard
work. William Scott and Robin Miller
authored “The New Illinois Marriage and
Dissolution of Marriage Act: An Overview,”
a comprehensive discussion and summary of
the new statute. Raleigh Kalbfleisch wrote
“The New Parentage Act of 2105; Changes
and Additions,” which is a thorough
discussion of that Act. In the News & Events
section, we have an article by James
McCluskey, Jane Nagle, and James Ryan
regarding new developments in the pro se
help desk, night court, and pro se court in the
domestic relations division.

Christine McTigue has her office
in Wheaton. She concentrates
her practice in civil appellate
law and insurance coverage
matters. Christine is on the
panel of neutral commercial
arbitrators for the American
Arbitration Association, and is
a court-certified mediator for
the law divisions of DuPage and
Cook counties. She received her
Bachelor of Arts, magna cum
laude, from the University of
Minnesota and her J.D. from
Loyola University of Chicago.

Happy holidays!

The reality is that how, and with whom, we
spend the holidays is as varied as the concept
of a family. Both the holidays and the family
have one thing in common—people being
together. What makes a family or the holidays
special is not material possessions, even if it
is a Red Ryder bb gun. It is the sharing and
togetherness (and even the squabbles).
However, what really makes this a special time
of the year is the spirit and act of giving to others.
Take a minute this holiday season to think of
a person or cause that could use a donation
or your time. Perhaps donate a toy to the
December toy drive. Drop off a new,
unwrapped toy at the Bar Center, or bring one
to the holiday party and receive a free drink
ticket in return. The toys will be donated to
various DuPage County agencies to help make
a child’s holiday season brighter.
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President’s Message

Historic Sights and Good Fellowship in Boston
By James J. Laraia
As many of you know, this year’s President’s
Trip took us to Boston, Massachusetts, over
the Columbus Day weekend. I chose this
location because of Boston’s rich history,
bountiful entertainment and its fabulous
restaurants. It’s a well-known fact that I
enjoy a good meal, and as the participants of
the trip quickly learned, the restaurants and
pubs of Boston do not disappoint. Though I
could easily turn this column into a tribute to
the cannoli at Mike’s Pastry, I will instead take
this opportunity to emphasize the importance
of attending our DCBA events and especially
what makes our President’s Trips so special.
I was privileged to explore Boston with fifteen
of our members and their spouses, friends, and
families. It was a pleasure to spend time with
longtime friends and to meet new colleagues.
That is the real benefit of our DCBA events;
the opportunity to meet new people, forge
new relationships and to strengthen existing
relationships. I believe everyone who attended
the Boston trip would agree that the time we
shared together in Boston took us from being
colleagues to being friends.
The DCBA members on the trip were
Elizabeth Pope, Edward Tiesenga,
Sharon Mulyk, Joseph Bogdan, Lora
Fausett, Chuck Roberts, Robert Handley, Joseph Laraia, Wendy Musielak, Brad
Pollock, Lynn Mirabella, Joseph Mirabella
and Deborah Carder. Robert Handley’s son,
David Handley, who is a 1L student member
of the DCBA, also participated.
We began the trip on Thursday evening with
a reception at the Millennium Hotel. This
was a great opportunity for the group and
their spouses to get to know each other better
and to plan their activities together for the
weekend. I also learned that evening, as you
will see in the InBrief section of this issue, that

Robert Handley and his son David have a
special connection to my father Joe and me.
Check out the InBrief section to learn why. A
smaller group of us completed our night with
a dinner at Limoncello, one of the many outstanding Italian restaurants in the North End
of Boston. It was a night of great memories
and a lot of laughter. You get a Meat-a Ball-ah!
And you get a Meat-a Ball-ah!
During the day on Friday, members divided
into smaller groups and soaked in the rich
history of Boston in different ways. Many
people explored the Freedom Trail, some went
to the John F. Kennedy Museum and Library,
and others participated in one of many of
the food tours of Boston. From the report of
Sharon Mulyk, the walking seafood tour was
exceptional. For me, I got to enjoy spending
the day with the two Joes, as they were
affectionately dubbed (Joe Laraia and Joe
Mirabella) at the JFK Museum and the
adjacent Edward R. Kennedy Senate Museum.
I’ll never forget watching Joe Mirabella debate
on the Senate Floor. We wrapped up Friday
with a group dinner at the historic Union
Oyster House, the oldest restaurant in the
United States, where we shared stories of our
adventures from the day in Boston.

James J. Laraia (“Jay”) is a
partner with the law firm of
Laraia & Laraia, P.C. of Wheaton,
Illinois. He concentrates his
practice in the areas of family
law, general civil litigation and
chancery matters. Licensed by
the Supreme Court of the State
of Illinois in 2001 after having
received his Juris Doctorate
from Northern Illinois University
College of Law in the same year.
Jay received his undergraduate
degree from Benedictine
University. Prior to joining his
current law firm in 2003, Jay was
an assistant state’s attorney in
DuPage County.

A highlight of the President’s Trip was our
CLE presentation at Harvard University. Brad
Pollock was our first presenter Saturday morning
and provided the group with great insight in
the use and value of trial technology in our
offices and in the courtroom. The Honorable
Hiller B. Zobel, retired Massachusetts Superior Court Justice and author, provided a more
historical presentation on John Adams and the
Boston Massacre trials. Justice Zobel taught
us about the ethical issues that John Adams
faced when representing the English soldiers
accused of murder and other crimes as a result
of the Boston Massacre. Continued on page 6
DCBA Brief December 2015
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President’s Message (Continued from page 5)
We learned that history lessons we’d learned in school didn’t tell the whole
story. I’d like to thank again, with great appreciation, both Brad Pollock
and Justice Zobel for their thorough and insightful presentations.
The DCBA BRIEF is a publication of the
DuPage County Bar Association
126 South County Farm Road
Wheaton Illinois 60187
(630) 653-7779

DCBA Brief welcomes members’ feedback.
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One last hurrah for the group was a pub crawl through the historic pubs
of Boston. We began at the Black Rose Pub, where we ended up staying
longer than planned while watching the Cubs as they won game two of the
NLDS against the Cardinals. Though we eventually made our way through
to a few more stops, we quickly came to learn that no matter the age,
everyone enjoys a historic Boston pub. The Bell in Hand (the oldest tavern
in America) and other historic pubs were busting at the seams. But our
group persevered, and it was a personal highlight for me to end the evening
in the hotel lobby, where our group met up with the Two Joes for drinks and
a nightcap as we shared stories of Boston and beyond.
I can’t say enough about what a lasting effect a trip such as this has on our
members. I know that my time in Boston with my fellow DCBA members
created cherished memories that I will always hold dear to my heart. I
encourage everyone to come out and support our remaining events for this
year and especially to consider participating in Ted Donner’s President’s
Trip next year. I know that you will find the experience to be priceless!

Letter to the Editor
Dear friends and colleagues,
After 42 years at the bar, primarily as a sole practitioner, I have
decided to retire to Nevada with my wife, Deb. Without waxing about the
majesty of the law (others are more eloquent) I can say that I have enjoyed my
career representing clients by solving their problems, which has brought me
a personal satisfaction that is hard to value. . .although payment was always
appreciated. I have met many a “character” along the way, be they clients,
attorneys or judges. After 11 years as a prosecutor, I became a criminal
defense and matrimonial lawyer. I made DuPage my professional home in
1986. Ten years were spent as a director with the DCBA where I hope my
tenure was helpful. I discovered how dedicated the organization was to our
legal community and how lucky we were to have such a support staff. I have
made some very good acquaintances and life-long friends here and as one
bar aficionado (who plays a goose at times) says, “you all know who you are
anyway” so I’ll dispense with the names.
So, as I go down that path of afternoon naps and Happy Hours here in
Henderson, Nevada, thanks for the memories. And as the Irish say on
occasion, enjoy life as the glass is always half full.
Best regards,
Tom Sullivan, Jr.
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Articles Editor
Sean McCumber is a partner at Sullivan Taylor
& Gumina, P.C. in Wheaton, Illinois. He received
his J.D. from The University of Illinois College
of Law, and as a result is an avid Illini fan. He
concentrates his practice in family law, adoptions,
and juvenile law. He is the Chair of the DCBA Civil
Law and Practice Section and is a Fellow in the
American Academy of Adoption Attorneys
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The New
Illinois Marriage
and Dissolution
of Marriage Act:
An Overview
By William J. Scott and Robin R. Miller

On September 1, 1977, the Illinois Marriage and Dissolution
of Marriage Act replaced the antiquated Illinois Divorce
Act, causing angst and trepidation among those attorneys
practicing at that time. On May 19, 2008, the Illinois House
of Representatives adopted house resolution 1101 and established the Illinois Family Law Study Committee to review the
Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of Marriage Act which was
then 31 years old. As a result of the work of that committee
and many others, on July 21, 2015, Governor Rauner signed
Senate bill 57 into law as PA 99-0090 and created an updated
Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of Marriage Act that Act
takes effect January 1, 2016. Not surprisingly, the same angst
and trepidation ensued among practitioners. Again, family law
practitioners will get over it.
750 ILCS 5/102
Substantial language is added discussing the protection of
children from violence and conflicts, and restates the rules of
construction with respect to the provisions of the Act with
regard to parents and parenting of children.
750 ILCS 5/104
This section provides that when an action is brought in a venue
in which neither the petitioner nor respondent resides, the
petitioner shall file a written motion to be set for hearing and
ruled upon by the court advising that the forum selected is not
one of a proper venue and seeking an appropriate order from
the court allowing a waiver of the venue.
750 ILCS 5/104(c)
The Act is amended to provide that if a matter is raised in the
pleadings as a matter of defense and is affirmatively pleaded
the failure to reply is not an admission of the legal sufficiency
of the new matters.
750 ILS 5/104(d)
Pleadings are defined as including any petition or motion
filed in the dissolution of marriage case which if it were filed
independently, would constitute a separate cause of action.
750 ILCS 5/401
This section eliminates all grounds for dissolution of marriage
except irreconcilable differences. It further provides that, if the
parties have resided separate and apart for a period no less than
six months immediately preceding the entry of the judgment,
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there is an irrebuttable presumption that the requirement of
irreconcilable differences has been met. This is a major change
to the Act, and is at its substantive core.
750 ILCS 5/403(e)
Contested trials are to be bifurcated with the issue of irreconcilable differences being tried first regardless of whether that
issue is contested or uncontested. When the court determines
that irreconcilable differences have caused the irretrievable
breakdown of the marriage, the court has the discretion to use
the date of trial or such other day as agreed to by the parties
or ordered by the court for purposes of determining the value
of assets or property. In addition, the court shall enter a
judgment, including a judgment dissolving the marriage,
incorporation of a marital settlement agreement and any other
appropriate findings only at the conclusion of the case and not
after hearing testimony as to irreconcilable differences.
750 ILCS 5/501
This section provides that one form of a financial affidavit, as
determined by the Supreme Court, shall be used statewide.
It also provides for the contents and documentary evidence
required in that affidavit. In addition, upon motion of a party,
the court may hold a hearing to determine whether and why
there are disparities between the party’s sworn affidavit and
the supporting documentation. If a party has recklessly or
intentionally filed an inaccurate or misleading financial
affidavit, the court is authorized to impose penalties and
sanctions. The amendments to section 501 also permit support
issues to be handled on a summary basis based upon allocated
parenting time.

shall consider all relevant factors listed in the statute adding
the allocation of parental responsibility instead of the use of
the term custody. The Act also provides that the order for the
award of interim fees shall be a standardized form and labeled
interim fee order.

750 ILCS 5/501(c–2)
The court may now allocate the use of the marital residence
and the court may temporarily evict from the marital residence
a party only in cases where the physical or mental wellbeing of their spouse or his or her children is jeopardized. This
amendment includes, in this section, the provisions of 750
ILCS 5/701 of the prior Act. In addition, a temporary order
may also allocate the fees or costs of mediation, which are born
by the parties and may be assessed by the court as it deems
equitable.

About the Authors
Robin R. Miller has practiced family law for over
30 years. She has been a Fellow in the American
Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers since 1992, and
is President-elect of that organization for 2017.
She has served on the ISBA Family Law Section
Council for twelve years and the DCBA Family
Law Section since 1986. Ms. Miller received her
Bachelor’s Degree in 1973, a Master’s Degree in
Educational Psychology in 1976 at University of
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, and her J.D. from the University of Dayton
School of Law in 1983.

Section 501 as amended also provides that an order need
not include an exception for transferring, encumbering or
otherwise disposing property in the usual course of business
if the court enters appropriate orders that enable the
parties to pay their necessary personal and business expenses.
The amendment also provides appropriate relief including in
the discretion of the court, the purchase or sale of assets and
requiring that a party or parties borrow funds in appropriate
circumstances.
The interim fees section of section 501 is amended to provide
that responsive pleadings shall also include costs incurred and
indicate whether costs are paid or unpaid and that the court
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William J. Scott, Jr., is a partner and chair of the
Family Law Practice Group at Momkus McCluskey, LLC in Lisle, Illinois. He is a member of the
DCBA and the Illinois State Bar Association, and
has been a Fellow in the American Academy of
Matrimonial Lawyers since 1994. He is a past
president of DCBA and a past president of the
Illinois Chapter of the AAML. He received his AB
from Saint Louis University in 1970 and his J.D.
from DePaul University’s College of Law in 1973.
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750 ILCS 5/503
This section refines and updates property to be allocated,
determination of the nature of marital and nonmarital
property, dissipation, and other financial allocation issues.
Subsection (b) of this new section 503 has important factors
of note: (1) it provides that property acquired prior to the
marriage which would otherwise be non-marital property
shall not be deemed to be marital property solely because the
property was acquired in contemplation of marriage. The
amendment also provides that the court shall make specific
findings as to its classification of assets as marital and nonmarital property, values and other factual findings supporting
its property award; and (2) it provides, for purposes of the
distribution of property, that all property acquired by either
spouse after the marriage and before a judgment of dissolution
of marriage is presumed marital property. The presumption
includes non-marital property transferred into a co-ownership
between the parties and that portion of the statute remains
unchanged.
This section further provides that a spouse may overcome the
presumption by showing by clear and convincing evidence
that property was acquired by a method listed above in the
section or was done for a state or tax planning purposes or for
other reasons establishing that the transfer was not intended
to be a gift. The amendment also provides for a clear and
more specific definition of certain kinds of property as being
marital or non-marital property. For example, the amendment
provides that retirement plans including “defined benefit plans,
defined contribution plans and accounts, individual retirement
accounts and non-qualified plans” acquired or participated in
by either spouse after the marriage is presumed to be marital
property. The presumption that these pension plans are marital
can also be overcome by a showing of clear and convincing
evidence.

750 ILCS 5/504 (b-1)
With respect to the new maintenance formula already in effect,
it provides that guidelines are applicable only to circumstances
where the parties’ gross income is less than $250,000.00 and
adds that the payor has no obligation to pay child support and
maintenance or both from a prior relationship. The duration
of the award of maintenance is now, as a result of the statute,
calculated at the time the action was commenced and the
language with respect to the time period is clarified.

750 ILCS 5/513
This section provides for educational expenses for a non-minor
child. The amendment provides that the court may award
educational expenses of any child of the parties. It further
provides that unless the parties otherwise agree, all educational
expenses which are the subject of a petition brought shall be
incurred no later than the student’s 23rd birthday, except for
good cause shown, but in no event no later than the child’s 25th
birthday. The court may require both parties and the child to
complete the FASA form and other financial aid forms and to
submit any form of that type prior to a designated submission
deadline for the form. The court may require either or both
parties to provide funds for the child to pay for the cost of
up to five college applications, the cost of two standardized
college entrance examinations, and the cost of one standardized
college entrance examination preparator y course. The
amendment further provides that this section’s authority to
make provision for educational expenses extends not only to
periods of college, educational or professional or other training
after graduation from high school, but also to any period during
which the child is still attending high school even though he or
she has attained the age of 19.
The section then provides the definition of what educational
expenses are, which include the actual cost of the child’s
post-secondary expenses, including tuition and fees, provided
that the cost of tuition and fees does not exceed the amount
of tuition and fees paid by a student at the University of
Illinois at Urbana Champaign for the same academic year and,
except for good cause shown, the actual cost of housing with
the same restriction which would include that those expenses
do not exceed the cost for the same academic year of a double
occupancy student room with standard meal plan. In addition,
costs include the actual cost of child medical expenses
including medical insurance and dental expenses, reasonable
living expenses of a child during the academic year and period
of recess, and the costs of books and other supplies necessary
to attend college.
The section provides that those sums may be ordered payable
to the child, to either party, or to the educational institution.
This section goes on to provide that if those educational
expenses are ordered payable, each party and the child
shall sign any consent necessary for the educational
institution to provide a supporting party with access to
the child’s academic transcripts records and grade reports.

DCBA Brief December 2015
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That consent, of course, does not apply to non-academic
records and a failure to execute the required consent may be a
basis for modification or termination of an order entered under
this section. In addition, the authority under this section to
make provisions for educational expenses terminates when the
child fails to maintain a cumulative “C” grade point average,
except in the event of illness or other good cause shown,
attains the age of 23, receives a baccalaureate degree or marries.
A child enlisting in the Armed Forces, being incarcerated or
becoming pregnant does not terminate the court’s authority
to make provision for educational expenses for the child under
this section.

“

The major overhaul for all
practitioners to note and
learn is the entire revamping
of concepts formerly called
custody, parenting time,
visitation, and removal

An account established under Section 529, or some other
college savings plan, shall be considered by the court to be
a resource of the child and that the child is not a third party
beneficiar y to a settlement agreement or judgment
between the parties and is not entitled to file a petition for
contribution. In the event of the death of or legal disability
of a party who would have the right to file a petition for
contribution, the child of the party may then file a petition for
contribution. The court in making an award of this section
shall consider relevant factors, including the present and future
financial resources of both parties to meet their needs,
including but not limited to savings for retirement, the
standard of living the child would have enjoyed, the financial
resources of the child and the child’s academic performance.
The establishment of an obligation to pay under this section
is retroactive only to the date of filing a petition, but that the
right to enforce a prior obligation to pay may be enforced
either before or after the obligation is incurred.

disabled child under section 513, the disability that is the basis
for the application for support must have arisen when the child
was eligible for support under either section 505 or section 513
of the Act.

750 ILCS 5/ 513.5
This section provides for support of a non-minor child with
a disability. The court may award sums for the support of a
child of the parties who has attained majority when the child is
mentally or physically disabled and not otherwise emancipated.
Those sums may be paid to one of the parents, to a trust
created by the parties for the benefit of the non-minor child, or
irrevocably to a special needs trust established by the parties
and for the sole benefit of the non-minor child with a disability.
This application for support may be made before or after the
child has attained his or her majority. Unless an application
for educational expenses is made for a mentally or physically

The major overhaul for all practitioners to note and learn is
the entire revamping of concepts formerly called custody,
parenting time, visitation, and removal. Nothing can
substitute for a thorough review of the new statute, but this
overview will cover the most salient points.

12

The section provides a list the relevant factors that the court
shall consider which includes present and future financial
resources of both parties including savings for retirement,
standard of living the child would have enjoyed had the
marriage not be dissolved, the financial resources of the
child and any financial resources provided to or for the child,
including but not limited to supplement security income,
home base support provided pursuant to the Home Base
Services Law for Mentally Disabled Adults. Further, a disabled
individual means an individual who has a physical or mental
impairment that substantially limits a major life activity, has
a record of such impairment, or is regarded as having such
impairment. Disability means a mental or physical impairment
that substantially limits a major life activity.

750 ILCS 5/600 – Definitions
This is the definitional section of the new custody statute. It
creates a new language for describing the court’s powers for
resolving issues with respect to children in dissolution and
child custody proceedings. A brief translation of some of the
new terms is as follows:

DCBA Brief December 2015
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“Allocation judgment” is what is formerly known as a Joint
Parenting Agreement or Custody Judgment; “caretaking functions” is a new section which describes in great
detail the many tasks a parent needs to do to raise a child;
“parental responsibilities” means both parenting time and
decision making responsibilities with respect to a child;
“parenting plan” is the written agreement which also
used to be called a Joint Parent Agreement or Custody
Judgment and Joint Parenting Agreement; “relocation” means
different things depending on where the party lives within
the State of Illinois. If a case involves litigants from the more
densely populated counties of the state (Cook, Kane, DuPage,
Will, Lake and McHenry), a move of 25 miles is a “relocation.”
For all other counties of the state, moving 50 miles is defined
as a relocation. A change of residence across the state line, but
less than 25 miles from the party’s primary residence is not a
“relocation.” In that circumstance, Illinois retains jurisdiction
of the case under the UCCJEA and remains the home state of
the child, despite the litigant crossing the state line; “restriction
of parenting time” involves not only supervised parenting time,
but any limitation or condition on parenting time; “significant
decision making” is defined as “deciding issues of long term
importance in the life of a child.” This is similar, but not the same,
as what was referred to in the past as major decision making
in a Joint Parenting Agreement; and “step-parent” is defined
very specifically as “a person married to a child’s parent including
a person married to the child’s parent immediately prior to the
parent’s death.”
750 ILCS 5/602.3 – Right of First Refusal
The new right of first refusal statute is essentially the same as
the prior version, but inserts the new definitional elements of the
new statute. Right of first refusal is now applicable if the court
awards “parenting time” to both parents, as opposed to the old
terms, “custody” and “visitation.”
750 ILCS 5/602.5 – Allocation of Parental
Responsibilities: Decision-Making
Under the new statute, the areas of “significant decision
making responsibilities” now include education, health, religion
and choice of extracurricular activities for the child. Unique to
the section on decision making regarding religion, the statute
states “the court shall not allocate any aspect of the child’s
religious upbringing if it determines the parents do not or did
not have an expressed or implied agreement for such religious
upbringing, or if there is insufficient evidence to demonstrate a

course of conduct regarding the child’s religious upbringing that
could serve as the basis of any such order.”

The court is now required to consider some new factors not
previously included in the old custody statute, as well as the
previous 750 ILCS 5/602 factors. However, the new statute
now includes the following: (a) the ability of the parents
to cooperate to make new decisions, or the level of conflict
between the parties that may affect their ability to share
decision making; (b) the level of each parent’s participation in
past significant decision making with respect to the child; and
(c) the distance between the parents’ residences, the cost and
difficulty of transporting the child, each parent and the child’s
daily schedules and the ability of the parents to cooperate in
the arrangement.

750 ILCS 5/602.7 – Allocation of Parental
Responsibilities: Parenting Time
This section is the substitute for the visitation statute 750
ILCS 5/607. New factors to be considered by the court are:
(a) the amount of time each parent spent performing caretaking functions with respect to the child in the 24 months
preceding the filing of any Petition for Allocation of Parental
Responsibilities or, if the child is under two years of age, since
the child’s birth; and (b) the distance between the parents’
residences, the cost and difficulty of transporting the child,
each parent’s and the child’s daily schedules and the ability of
the parents to cooperate in the arrangement.”

750 ILCS 5/602.8 – Parenting Time by Parents
Not Allocated Significant Decision-Making
Responsibilities
This section addresses the circumstance where one parent
has sole custody and the other parent has no decision
making authority but only visitation. The parent is entitled to
have parenting time “unless the court finds, after a hearing,
that the parenting time would seriously endanger the child’s
mental, moral or physical health or significantly impair the
child’s emotional development.” It is under this statute that
the court has the power to restrict parenting time. Restricting
parenting time, under the definitional section 750 ILCS 5/600,
includes supervision of the parenting time or any other form of
restriction or condition.
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The court has
powers to enforce
the parenting plan
or allocation of
parenting time
judgment with, in
essence, the court’s
contempt power

750 ILCS 5/602.10 – Parenting Plan
This statute requires all parents, within 120 days after service or
filing of any Petition for Allocation of Parental Responsibilities,
to file with the court either jointly or separately, a proposed
parenting plan. The time period for filing a parenting plan may
be extended by the court for good cause shown. If no parenting
plan is filed within the required time, the court must conduct
an evidentiary hearing to allocate parental responsibilities.
Further, the court shall order mediation to assist the parties
in formulating their parenting plans. The parenting plan, if
agreed to by both parties, is binding upon the court unless the
court finds it is unconscionable. This statute designates the
minimum subjects to be covered in the parenting plan. These
include allocation of decision making, provision for the child’s
living arrangements and parenting time, mediation provision,
each parent’s right of access to medical, dental and psychological records, as well as school records, the designation of which
parent will be denominated as “the parent with the majority
of parenting time” for purposes of section 606.10, the child’s
residential address for school enrollment purposes only,
each parent’s residence provisions for future modification,
provisions for the exercise of right of first refusal and
other subjects.
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750 ILCS 5/603.10 – Restriction
on Parental Responsibilities
Parental responsibilities can be restricted by the court if the
parent has engaged in any conduct that seriously endangered
the child’s mental, moral or physical health or that significantly
impaired the child’s emotional development. This standard is a
change from the old statute.

750 ILCS 5/604.10 – Interviews,
Evaluation, Investigation
This section allows the court to interview the child; seek the
advice of a court-appointed professional to assist the court in
determining the child’s best interest; to allow a party to seek
a retained professional for an evaluation and for the court
to generally appoint an individual “deemed appropriate by
the court” to conduct an investigation regarding issues with
respect to det er m i n ation of al loc ation of parent al
responsibilities and parenting time.

750 ILCS 5/606.10
This statute provides that the designation of “custodian” for
purposes of all state and federal statutes shall treat the parent
who has the majority of the parenting time as having “custody”
or is the “custodian”.

750 ILCS 5/607.5 – Abuse of Allocated Parenting Time
Under this statute the court has powers to enforce the
parenting plan or allocation of parenting time judgment
with, in essence, the court’s contempt power. The statute, in
subsection (d), specifically provides: “In addition to any
other order entered under (c), except for good cause shown,
the court shall order a parent who has failed to provide
allocated parenting time or to exercise allocated parenting time to pay the aggrieved party his or her reasonable
attorney’s fees, court costs and expenses associated with the
action brought under this Section.” This is a significant change
from the old statute. In the past, visitation was a right, but not a
responsibility. Under the new statute, parenting time is an
enforceable obligation, both in allowing parenting time to the
other parent and in exercising parenting time.
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750 ILCS 5/609.2 – Parent’s Relocation
(formerly out-of-state removal)
The provision sets forth new procedural and due process
requirements for a parent who wishes to relocate with a child.
Under this statute, a parent who is relocating as the term is
defined under paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of (g) of Section 600 of
the Act, must provide written notice of the relocation to the
other parent. If the other parent signs the notice and the notice
is filed with the circuit court, no further legal proceedings are
needed. The parent may then relocate. Notice must be given at
least 60 days in advance of the intended move.

Only in the event that the non-relocating parent objects to
the relocation, fails to sign the notice provided, or the parents
cannot agree on a modification of the parenting plan, must the
parent seeking relocation file a petition to get permission to
relocate. The factors the court must consider when modifying
the parenting plan or allocation judgment are set forth under
Section (g), items 1-11. The statute also includes in the list the
familiar factors from the Illinois Supreme Court cases, In re
Marriage of Eckert1 and In re Marriage of Collingbourne.2

necessary to serve the child’s best interest. This statute is apparently codifying the old requirements for modification of
custody and visitation, but using the new terms “Allocation of
Parental Responsibility” and “Parenting Plan.”

The end result of this new statute is that practitioners must
keep abreast of all the new changes and modify pleadings and
judgments and orders accordingly. Further, as with new statutory changes comes the interpretation of these changes under
existing case law or dealing with new, unchartered territories,
such as “relocation.” Knowing these changes will help family
law attorneys better serve their clients and better deal with the
courts, which must also catch up on the new provisions.

This statute also states that if a parent has moved 25 miles or
less from the primary residence, but lives outside of the State
of Illinois, Illinois retains jurisdiction of the case under Section
202(c) of the Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act and continues to be the “home state”3 of the child.
750 ILCS 5/610.5 – Modification
This new statute continues the same requirement that no custody judgment (now “Order Allocating Parental Responsibilities”) may be modified earlier than two years after its date
unless the court finds the child’s present environment may
endanger seriously his or her mental, moral or physical health
or significantly impair the child’s emotional developmental.
However, the court shall modify a parenting plan or allocation
judgment when necessary to serve the child’s best interest, if
the court finds by a preponderance of the evidence, that on the
basis of facts that have arisen since the entry of the existing
parenting plan or allocation judgment or were not anticipated
therein, a substantial change has occurred in the circumstances
of the child or either parent and that a modification is
1. 19 Ill. 2d 316,518 N.E.2d 1041(1988).
2. 4 Ill.2d 498, 791 N.E.2d 532 (2003).
3. See 750 ILCS 36/202(c).
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The New Parentage
Act of 2015:
Changes and Additions
By Raleigh D. Kalbfleisch
Introduction
The new Illinois Parentage Act, 750 ILCS 46/101, et seq., takes
effect on January 1, 2016. The new Act includes more expansive
and gender-neutral language but there are still some holes that
need to be filled. The gestational surrogacy provisions from the
Illinois Parentage Act of 1984 are omitted as those provisions
are superseded by the Gestational Surrogacy Act 750 ILCS
47, et seq. The Act also incorporates language from the new
IMDMA which could lead to uncertainty when it comes to
issues of attorney’s fees and visitation for parents of a divorce
as opposed to an individual determined to be a parent under
the Act. The Act also now sets a specific standard of proof for
parentage claims and there are now separate statutes of limitations cited within the Act so litigants and attorneys need to
read the new Act carefully when seeking to enforce a client’s
rights. An overview of the pertinent changes is provided below.
Please note that the article does not discuss each and every
provision of the new act but gives an overview of those with the
most important changes.
Article 1
In Article 1, one of the most notable changes is in the purpose
of Act. The committee reviewed parentage statutes from across
the country and found those states with parentage provisions
expanding the number of parents a child may have problematic, thus the Act now limits a child to two parents. Article 1
also contains definitions for the provisions of the Act but has
reserved definitions for assisted reproduction and donor which
will be addressed in a trailer Bill in 2016. Section 106 Protection
of participants provides that “Proceedings under this Act are
subject to other law of this State governing the health, safety,
privacy, and liberty of a child or other individual who could be
jeopardized by disclosure of identifying information, including
address, telephone number, place of employment, social
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security number, and the child’s day-care facility and school.”
Section 107 Applicability provides that “Insofar as practicable,
the provisions of this Act applicable to the father and child
relationship shall apply to the mother and child relationship
including, but not limited to, the obligation to support.”
Article 2
Article 2 now sets forth means for establishing a parent-child
relationship. Rather than calling it only a “parent-child”
relationship, the Act refers also to a woman-child relationship
or man-child relationship. In addition, the marital presumption
will extend to a person rather than a man married to woman,
which gives standing to those individuals in a civil union or
same sex marriage. In addition, the Act expanded the definition
of a marital relationship to include civil union and “substantially similar legal relationship.” The definition of a substantially
similar legal relationship being one other than common law
marriage, legally entered into in another jurisdiction recognized by Illinois for domestic partnership or covenant. Common law marriage will not be recognized.
The most relevant provision of Article 2, Section 201, deals
with establishing the parent-child relationship and provides:
“(a) 
The parent-child relationship is established between a
woman and a child by:
(1) the woman having given birth to the child, except
as otherwise provided in a valid gestational surrogacy contract;
(2) a n adjudication of the woman’s parentage;
(3) adoption of the child by the woman;
(4) a valid gestational surrogacy contract under the
Gestational Surrogacy Act or other law; or
(5) an unrebutted presumption of the woman’s parentage of the child under Section 204 of this Act.
(b) The parent-child relationship is established between a man
and a child by:
(1) an unrebutted presumption of the man’s parentage
of the child under Section 204 of this Act;
(2) an effective voluntary acknowledgment of paternity by the man under Article 3 of this Act, unless
the HB1531 acknowledgment has been rescinded
or successfully challenged;
(3) an adjudication of the man’s parentage;
(4) adoption of the child by the man; or
(5) a valid gestational surrogacy contract under the
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Gestational Surrogacy Act or other law.
(c) Insofar as practicable, the provisions of this Act applicable
to parent-child relationships shall apply equally to men and
women as parents, including, but not limited to, the obligation to support.”
Sections 202 and 203 contain additional new language for Article 2. Specifically, Section 202 Parents’ Legal Relationship,
provides that every child has equal rights under the law regardless of the parents’ legal relationship. Section 203 Consequences of establishment of parentage provides that a parent-child
relationship established under this Act applies for all purposes,
except as otherwise specifically provided by other law of this
State.
As to the presumption of parentage, under the Act a child is
presumed to be the child of marriage if person and mother are
together or if the woman has a baby within 300 days of a divorce. One significant problem that may arise is that under the
presumption of parentage when a woman has a child within
300 days of a divorce, if a woman has a sexual relationship with
another individual early in that 300 day period and becomes
pregnant, the child may have child may then have 2 presumed
fathers. If this happens the court may determine which person
is going to be the legally presumed parent. The child’s best
interest will be the standard used to determine who the “parent” is. Using a best interest standard rather than making a
definitive determination via genetic testing could lead to an
individual that is not a biological parent having support and
other obligations which he or she may have had under the current statue.”
Section 204 Presumption of Parentage provides:
“(a) A person is presumed to be the parent of a child if:
(1) the person and the mother of the child have entered into a marriage, civil union, or substantially
similar legal relationship, except as provided by a
valid gestational surrogacy contract, or other law;
(2) the person and the mother of the child were in a
marriage, civil union, or substantially similar legal
relationship and the child is born to the mother
within 300 days after the marriage, civil union, or
substantially similar legal relationship is terminated by death, declaration of invalidity of the marriage, judgment of dissolution of marriage, civil

union or substantially similar legal relationship,
or after a judgment of legal separation, except as
provided by a valid gestational surrogacy contract,
or other law;
(3) before the birth of the child, the person and the
mother of the child entered into a marriage, civil
union, or substantially similar legal relationship
in apparent compliance with the law, even if the
attempted marriage, civil union, or substantially
similar legal relationship is or could be declared
invalid, and the child is born during the invalid
marriage, civil union, or substantially similar legal
relationship or within 300 days after its termination by death, declaration of invalidity, judgment
of dissolution of marriage, civil union or substantially similar legal relationship, or after a judgment
of legal separation, except as provided by a valid
gestational surrogacy contract, or other law;
(4) after the child’s birth, the person and the child’s
mother have entered into a marriage, civil union,
or substantially similar legal relationship, even if
the marriage, civil union, or substantially similar
legal relationship is or could be declared invalid,
and the person named, with the person’s written
consent, as the child’s parent on the child’s birth
certificate.
(b) If 2 or more conflicting presumptions arise under this Section, the presumption which on the facts is founded on the
weightier considerations of policy and logic, especially the
policy promoting the child’s best interests, controls.
Section 205 now contains a new statute of limitations for
bringing an action to declare the non-existence of a
parent-child relationship.
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The limitation is similar to a fraud claim in that the action is
barred if brought later than two years after the petitioner knew
or should have known of the relevant facts about the birth of a
child unless the facts about the birth were concealed from the
presumed parent.
Specifically, Section 205 Proceedings to declare
the non-existence of parent-child relationship provides
as follows:
“(a) A n action to declare the non-existence of the parent-child
relationship may be brought by the child, the birth mother,
or a person presumed to be a parent under Section 204 of
this Act. Actions brought by the child, the birth mother, or
a presumed parent shall be brought by verified complaint,
which shall be designated a petition. After a presumption
under Section 204 of this Act has been rebutted, parentage
of the child by another man or woman may be established
in the same action, if he or she has been made a party.
(b) A n action to declare the non-existence of the parent-child
relationship brought under subsection (a) of this Section
shall be barred if brought later than 2 years after the
petitioner knew or should have known of the relevant
facts. The 2-year period for bringing an action to declare
the non-existence of the parent-child relationship shall not
extend beyond the date on which the child reaches the age
of 18 years. Failure to bring an action within 2 years shall
not bar any party from asserting a defense in any action to
declare the existence of the parent-child relationship.
(c) A n action to declare the non-existence of the parent-child
relationship may be brought subsequent to an adjudication
of parentage in any judgment by the man adjudicated to be
the parent pursuant to a presumption in paragraphs (a)(1)
through (a)(4) of Section 204 if, as a result of deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) testing, it is discovered that the man
adjudicated to be the parent is not the father of the child.
Actions brought by the adjudicated father shall be brought
by verified petition. If, as a result of the deoxyribonucleic
acid (DNA) testing that is admissible under Section 614 of
this Act, the petitioner is determined not to be the father
of the child, the adjudication of paternity and any orders
regarding custody, parenting time, and future payments of
support may be vacated.
(d) A n action to declare the non-existence of the parent-child
relationship brought under subsection (c) of this Section
shall be barred if brought more than 2 years after the
petitioner obtains actual knowledge of relevant facts. The

2-year period shall not apply to periods of time where the
birth mother or the child refuses to submit to deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) testing. The 2-year period for bringing
an action to declare the non-existence of the parent-child
relationship shall not extend beyond the date on which the
child reaches the age of 18 years.”

Section 206 contains the new burden of proof for challenges
to the presumption of parentage and provides that a person
challenging a presumption under Section 204 of this Act may
rebut the presumption with clear and convincing evidence.
Article 3
Article 3 provides that the mother of a child and a man alleging
to be the biological father of the child may sign a voluntary
acknowledgment (VAP) with the intent to establish the man’s
parentage. Execution of the VAP replaces the conclusive presumption of paternity under 750 ILCS 45/5(b) of the current
statute and is still only available for couples of the opposite
sex. One change is that the VAP may be executed and then
filed with Healthcare and Family Services (HFS) prior to the
birth. Attorneys and litigants should note that the VAP is not
valid until after the birth of the child. One of the issues that
may arise is that submitting the VAP to HFS equals a court
adjudication of parentage without any of the protections
afforded to a litigant in a courtroom.
Currently a VAP can be executed after the birth of a child then
used to establish parentage, but establishing parentage in that
manner requires the filing of a Petition to Determine, service
of process and the usual constitutional protections that arise
in a court proceeding. In the Act, there is no specific mention
of due process and HFS is an administrative agency which can
and does act on its own without proceeding through the court
system. Although the VAP may be rescinded within 60 days of
the first court hearing, HFS being in possession of the VAP, and
the execution of the VAP being conclusive, the addition of an
administrative agency to the process could be very problematic;
particularly if HFS has already established a child support
obligation for the presumed parent. The Act now provides
that a VAP may be challenged within two years based on
fraud, duress and mistake of fact and the two years may be
extended due to legal disability or duress if ground for relief is
fraudulently concealed. The burden of proof for such a
challenge is clear and convincing evidence.
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Section 302 Execution of Acknowledgment provides: “(a)
A voluntary acknowledgment described in Section 301 of this
Act must:
(1) be in a record;
(2) 
be signed, or otherwise authenticated, under
penalty of perjury by the mother and by the man
seeking to establish his parentage;
(3) 
state that the child whose parentage is being
acknowledged:
		
(A) does not have a presumed parent, or has
a presumed parent whose full name is
stated; and (B) does not have another
acknowledged or adjudicated parent;
(4) be witnessed; and
(5) 
state that the signatories understand that the
acknowledgment is the equivalent of a judicial
adjudication of parentage of the child and that
a challenge to the acknowledgment is permitted
only under limited circumstances and is barred
after 2 years.
(b) An acknowledgment of paternity is void if it:
(1) 
s tates that another person is a presumed
parent, unless a denial signed or otherwise authenticated by the presumed parent is filed with the
Department of Healthcare and Family Services,
as provided by law;
(2) states that another person is an acknowledged or
adjudicated parent; or
(3) 
falsely denies the existence of a presumed,
acknowledged, or adjudicated parent of the child.
(c) A presumed father may sign or otherwise authenticate an
acknowledgment.”

Section 303 sets forth the guidelines for a denial of parentage, Section 304 the rules for acknowledgment and denial of
parentage, and Section 305 the effect of acknowledgment or
denial of parentage. As before, the Department of Healthcare
and Family Services may not charge a fee for filing a voluntary
acknowledgment or denial nor will a fee be charged for instituting,
or appearing in, a case seeking child support where a VAP has
been executed and filed with the court or HFS. If a litigant
wishes to challenge or rescind a VAP, Sections 307, 308 and
309 are the guidelines to be followed.
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Section 307 Proceeding for rescission provides that: “A
signatory may rescind a voluntary acknowledgment or denial by
filing a signed and witnessed rescission with the Department of
Healthcare and Family Services as provided in Section 12 of the
Vital Records Act, before the earlier of:
(a) 60 days after the effective date of the acknowledgment or
denial, as provided in Section 304 of this Act; or
(b) the date of a judicial or administrative proceeding relating
to the child (including a proceeding to establish a support
order) in which the signatory is a party.”

“

The Act expanded the
definition of a marital
relationship to include civil
union and a substantially
similar legal relationship

Section 308 Challenge after expiration period for
rescission provides that: “A challenge after expiration of period
for rescission. After the period for rescission under Section 307
of this Act has expired, a signatory of a voluntary acknowledgment or denial may commence a proceeding to challenge the
acknowledgment or denial only as provided in Section 309 of
this Act.”
Section 309 Procedure for challenge states that:
“(a) A voluntary acknowledgment and any related denial may
be challenged only on the basis of fraud, duress, or material
mistake of fact by filing a verified petition under this
Section within 2 years after the effective date of the
acknowledgment or denial, as provided in Section 304 of
this Act. Time during which the person challenging the
acknowledgment or denial is under legal disability or duress
or the ground for relief is fraudulently concealed shall be
excluded in computing the period of 2 years;
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(b) The verified complaint, which shall be designated a petition, shall be filed in the county where a proceeding relating
to the child was brought, such as a support proceeding or,
if none exists, in the county where the child resides. The
party challenging the acknowledgment or denial shall have
the burden of proof. The burden of proof to challenge a
voluntary acknowledgment is clear and convincing evidence.
(c) For the purpose of a challenge to an acknowledgment or
denial, a signatory submits to personal jurisdiction of this
State by signing the acknowledgment and any related
denial, effective upon the filing of the acknowledgment
and any related denial with the Department of Healthcare
and Family Services, as provided in Section 12 of the Vital
Records Act.
(d) Except for good cause shown, during the pendency of a
proceeding to challenge an acknowledgment or denial,
the court may not suspend the legal responsibilities of a
signatory arising from the acknowledgment, including the
duty to pay child support.
(e) At the conclusion of a proceeding to challenge an acknowledgment or denial, the court shall order the Department
of Public Health to amend the birth record of the child, if
appropriate. A copy of an order entered at the conclusion
of a proceeding to challenge shall be provided to the
Department of Healthcare and Family Services.”
Other relevant portions of this Article are Section 310 Ratification barred, a court or administrative agency conducting
a judicial or administrative proceeding is not required or
permitted to ratify an unchallenged acknowledgment described
in Section 301 of this Act; Section 311 Full faith and credit,
a court of this state shall give full faith and credit to a valid
acknowledgment or denial of parentage effective in another
state if the acknowledgment or denial has been signed and is
otherwise in compliance with the law of the other state, and
Section 312 Forms of acknowledgment and denial of parentage.
Article 4
Article 4 governs individual voluntary and court-ordered
genetic testing to determine parentage. 750 ILCS 45/11 was
re- codified as sections 401 through 407 and became effective
January 1, 2011.
Article 5
Article 5 deals with support and injunctive relief. Specifically,

Section 501 sets forth the procedure for obtaining temporary
child support. Of note are the changes to the IMDMA in
reference to parenting time and allocation of parental responsibilities. This section of the IMDMA expands the definition
of who may be responsible for providing support for a child.
Practitioners should read those new provisions of the Statute
when drafting their pleadings for temporary support.
Section 501 Temporary orders provides that:
” (a) On a motion by a party and a showing of clear and convincing
evidence of parentage, the court shall issue a temporary
order for support of a child if the order is appropriate and
the individual ordered to pay support is:
(1) a presumed parent of the child;
(2) petitioning to have parentage adjudicated;
(3) 
identified as the father through genetic testing
under Article 4 of this Act;
(4) an alleged father who has declined to submit to
genetic testing;
(5) shown by clear and convincing evidence to be the
child’s father;
(6) the mother of the child; or
(7) a nyone else determined to be the child’s parent.”
In determining the amount of a temporary child support award,
the court shall use the guidelines and standards set forth in
Sections 505 and 505.2 of the Illinois Marriage and Dissolution
of Marriage Act.
(b) 
A temporary order may include provisions for custody/
allocation of parental responsibilities and parenting time
as provided by the Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of
Marriage Act.
(c) Temporary orders issued under this Section shall not have
prejudicial effect with respect to final support, custody/allocation of parental responsibilities, or parenting time orders.”
Article 6
Article 6 discusses the proceeding to adjudicate parentage and
relates specifically to standing. Section 602 Standing provides:
“A complaint to adjudicate parentage shall be verified, shall be
designated a petition, and shall name the person or persons
alleged to be the parent of the child. Subject to Article 3
and Sections 607, 608, and 609 of this Act, a proceeding to
adjudicate parentage may be maintained by:
(a) the child;
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(b) the mother of the child;
(c) a pregnant woman;
(d) a man presumed or alleging himself to be the parent of the
child;
(e) a woman presumed or alleging herself to be the parent of
the child;
(f) 
the support-enforcement agency or other governmental
agency authorized by other law;
(g) a ny person or public agency that has custody of, is
providing financial support to, or has provided financial
support to the child;
(h) the Department of Healthcare and Family Services if it is
providing, or has provided, financial support to the child or
if it is assisting with child support collections services;
an authorized adoption agency or licensed child-placing
(i) 
agency;
(j) a representative authorized by law to act for an individual
who would otherwise be entitled to maintain a proceeding
but who is deceased, incapacitated, or a minor; or
(k) a n intended parent pursuant to the terms of a valid
gestational surrogacy contract.”
Section 603 discusses subject matter and personal jurisdiction,
Section 604 discusses venue and Section 605 discusses notice
to presumed parent which was adopted with gender neutral
language. Section 606 sets forth procedures for service of
summons and was adopted with reference to respondent rather
than defendant. Section 607 No limitation; child having no
presumed, acknowledged, or adjudicated parent changes the
statutes of limitations for actions where there is no presumed,
adjudicated or acknowledged father and states that “A proceeding to adjudicate the parentage of a child having no presumed,
acknowledged, or adjudicated parent may be commenced at
any time, even after:
(a) the child becomes an adult, but only if the child initiates
the proceeding; or
(b) 
an earlier proceeding to adjudicate parentage has been
dismissed based on the application of a statute of
limitations then in effect.”
Section 608 Limitation; child having presumed parent
sets forth the statute of limitations for filing an action to
establish a parent-child relationship where there is a presumed
parent and provides:
“(a) An alleged father, as that term is defined in Section 103 of

this Act, must commence an action to establish a parent-child
relationship for a child having a presumed parent not later than
2 years after the petitioner knew or should have known of the
relevant facts. The time the petitioner is under legal disability
or duress or the ground for relief is fraudulently concealed shall
be excluded in computing the period of 2 years.
(b) A proceeding seeking to declare the non-existence of the
parent-child relationship between a child and the child’s
presumed father may be maintained at any time by a person
described in paragraphs (1) through (4) of subsection (a)
of Section 204 of this Act if the court determines that
the presumed father and the mother of the child neither
cohabited nor engaged in sexual intercourse with each
other during the probable time of conception.
(c) Adjudication under this Section shall serve as a rebuttal or
confirmation of a presumed parent as defined in subsection
(p) of Section 103.”
Section 609 Limitation; child having acknowledged or
adjudicated parent sets forth the statute of limitations for
filing an action where there is an acknowledged or adjudicated
parent and provides:
“(a) If a child has an acknowledged parent, a signatory to the
acknowledgment described in Section 301 of this Act or
related denial may commence a proceeding seeking to
challenge the acknowledgment or denial or challenge the
paternity of the child only within the time allowed under
Section 309 of this Act.
(b) If a child has an acknowledged parent or an adjudicated
parent, an individual, other than the child, who is neither
a signatory to the acknowledgment nor a party to the
adjudication and who seeks an adjudication of parentage
of the child must commence a proceeding not later than
2 years after the effective date of the acknowledgment or
adjudication.
(c) A proceeding under this Section is subject to the application of the principles of estoppel established in Section 610
of this Act.”
In a challenge to paternity, Section 610 sets out the procedure for challenging paternity and requests for genetic testing
and grants the court the authority to deny motion for genetic
testing. Under this section of the statute, a judge may deny a
request for genetic testing where a parent-child relationship
has already been established or an individual that may have
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held him or herself out as a parent then later challenged parentage could be adjudicated the parent of the child based on the
factors below.
Section 610 Authority to deny motion
for genetic testing provides:
In a proceeding to adjudicate the parentage of a child
“(a) 
having a presumed, acknowledged, or adjudicated parent,
the court may deny a motion by a parent, presumed parent,
acknowledged parent, adjudicated parent, or alleged parent
seeking an order for genetic testing of the parents and child
if the court determines that:
(1) the conduct of the parent, acknowledged parent,
adjudicated parent, or the presumed parent estops
that party from denying parentage; it would be
inequitable to disprove the parent-child
relationship between the child and the presumed,
acknowledged, or adjudicated parent; and
(2) it is in the child’s best interests to deny genetic
testing, taking into account the following factors:
(A) 
the length of time between the current
proceeding to adjudicate parentage and the
time that the presumed, acknowledged, or
adjudicated parent was placed on notice that
he or she might not be the biological parent;
(B) 
the length of time during which the presumed, acknowledged, or adjudicated parent
has assumed the role of parent of the child;
(C) 
the facts surrounding the presumed,
ack nowledged, or adjudicated parent ’s
discovery of his or her possible;
(D) the nature of the relationship between the
child and the presumed, acknowledged, or
adjudicated parent;
(E) the age of the child;
(F) the harm that may result to the child if the
presumed, acknowledged, or adjudicated
parentage is successfully disproved;
(G) the nature of the relationship between the
child and any alleged parent;
(H) 
the extent to which the passage of time
reduces the chances of establishing the
parentage of another person and a child
support obligation in favor of the child;
(I) 
other factors that may affect the equities
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arising from the disruption of the parent-child
relationship between the child and the presumed, acknowledged, or adjudicated parent
or the chance of other harm to the child; and
(J) a ny other factors the court determines to be
equitable.
(3) 
In a proceeding involving the application of this
Section, a minor or incapacitated child must be
represented by a guardian ad litem, child’s representative,
or attorney for the child.
(4) If the court denies a motion seeking an order for genetic
testing, it shall issue an order adjudicating the
presumed parent to be the parent of the child.”
It is important to note that Section 615 allows the court to
order genetic testing of an individual’s family members in an
attempt to establish paternity; thus brothers, fathers and uncles
could all theoretically be subjected to genetic testing.
Section 615 Consequences of declining genetic testing
provides:
“(a) 
A n order for genetic testing is enforceable through a
proceeding for adjudication of contempt.
(b) 
If an individual whose parentage is being determined
declines to submit to genetic testing ordered by the court or
administrative agency, the court or administrative agency
may adjudicate parentage contrary to the position of that
individual.
(c) Genetic testing of the mother of a child is not a condition
precedent to genetically testing the child and a man whose
paternity is being determined. If the mother is unavailable or declines to submit to genetic testing, the court or
administrative agency may order the genetic testing of the
child and every man whose paternity is being adjudicated.”
Section 621 discusses the effect of a determination of
parentage and provides that:
“(a) 
Except as otherwise provided in subsection (b) of this
Section, a determination of parentage is binding on:
(1) all signatories to an acknowledgment or denial as
provided in Article 3 of this Act; and
(2) 
all parties to an adjudication by a court acting
under circumstances that satisfy the jurisdictional
requirements of Section 201 of the Uniform
Interstate Family Support Act.

DCBA Brief December 2015

ARTICLES
(b) A child is not bound by a determination of parentage under
this Act unless:
(2) the determination was based on an unrescinded
acknowledgment as provided in Article 3 of this
Act and the acknowledgment is consistent with the
results of genetic testing; the adjudication of parentage was based on a finding consistent with the
results of genetic testing and the consistency is declared in the determination or is otherwise shown;
(3) the child was a party or was represented in the
proceeding determining parentage by a guardian
ad litem, child’s representative or attorney for the
child; and
(4) the child was no longer a minor at the time the
proceeding was initiated and was the moving party
resulting in the parentage determination.

“

Section 615 allows
the court to order genetic
testing of an individual’s
family members in an
attempt to establish
paternity

(c) In a proceeding for dissolution of marriage, civil union, or
substantially similar legal relationship, declaration of invalidity
of marriage, civil union, or substantially similar legal relationship, or legal separation, the court is deemed to have made an
adjudication of the parentage of a child if the court acts under
circumstances that satisfy the jurisdictional requirements of
Section 201 of the Uniform Interstate Family Support Act, and
the final order:
(1) 
expressly identifies a child as a “child of the
marriage, civil union, or substantially similar legal
relationship”, “issue of the marriage, civil union,
or substantially similar legal relationship”, or
uses similar words indicating that a party to the
marriage, civil union, or substantially similar legal
relationship is the parent of the child; or

(2) provides for support of the child by the parties to
the marriage, civil union, or substantially similar
legal relationship, unless parentage is specifically
disclaimed in the order.
(d) Except as otherwise provided in subsection (b) of this Section, a determination of parentage may be a defense in a
subsequent proceeding seeking to adjudicate parentage by
an individual who was not a party to the earlier proceeding.
(e) A party to an adjudication of parentage may challenge the
adjudication only under the laws of this State relating to
appeal, vacation of judgments, or other judicial review.”

Other parts of Article 6 are: Section 611 Joinder of proceedings,
Section 612 Proceeding before birth (see the discussion
above regarding a Voluntary Acknowledgment of Paternity),
Section 613 Child as party; representation including appointment of a Guardian ad Litem or Child’s Representative,
Section 614 Admissibility of results of genetic testing; expenses,
Section 616 Admission of parentage authorized, Section 617
Rules for adjudication of parentage, and Section 618 Pre-trial
proceedings. Section 619 continues to prohibit a jury trial in
paternity cases. Section 620 discusses Order on default, and
Section 622 continues to deny custody or visitation to men
who father through sexual assault or sexual abuse and the
language of the current statute regarding settlement orders
has been repealed in its entirety.
Article 7
Article 7, setting forth the procedures for parentage where
there has been artificial insemination or assisted reproduction
and dealing with the storage of embryos has been reserved. A
trailer Bill will be introduced which will supersede 750 ILCS
401.

Article 8
Article 8 deals with support and judgment. This section
incorporates terms of IMDMA for specific cases. The
issue that attorneys will have to deal with is that pursuant to
IMDMA, any contribution to attorney’s fees and the payment of interim attorney’s fees are advances from the marital
estate. Here, there is no marital estate so if the court subjects the Act to strict interpretation, interim attorney’s fees
and contribution to attorney’s fees are no longer available.

DCBA Brief December 2015

25

ARTICLES
Section 8 also sets forth a new statute of limitation period for
reimbursement of delivery and pregnancy expenses. Another
note is that this Act was written prior to the passage of the
modified IMDMA and still contains language regarding
custody and visitation. It is likely that a trailer Bill will be
introduced in the next legislative session correcting this
language to match that of the IMDMA.
Specifically, Section 802 Judgment (formerly 750 ILCS
45/14) was adopted in total with the exception of the following:
“(a) 
The court shall issue an order adjudicating whether
a person alleged or claiming to be the parent is the
parent of the child. An order adjudicating parentage must identify the child by initials and year of birth.
The court may assess filing fees, reasonable attorney’s
fees, fees for genetic testing, other costs, necessary travel
expenses, and other reasonable expenses incurred
in a proceeding under this Act. The court may award
attorney’s fees, which may be paid directly to the
attorney, who may enforce the order in the attorney’s
own name. The court may not assess fees, costs, or
expenses against the support-enforcement agency of this
State or another state, except as provided by other law.
The judgment shall contain or explicitly reserve provisions
concerning any duty and amount of child support and may
contain provisions concerning the custody and guardianship of the child, parenting time privileges with the
child, and the furnishing of bond or other security for the
payment of the judgment, which the court shall determine
in accordance with the relevant factors set forth in the
Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of Marriage Act and any
other applicable law of this State, to guide the court in a
finding in the best interests of the child. In determining
custody, joint custody, removal, parenting time, parenting
time interference, support for a non-minor disabled child,
educational expenses for a non-minor child, and related
post-judgment issues, the court shall apply the relevant
standards of the Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of
Marriage Act. Specifically, in determining the amount of a
child support award, the court shall use the guidelines and
standards set forth in subsection (a) of Section 505 and in
Section 505.2 of the Illinois Marriage and Dissolution of
Marriage Act.”

Additional prov isions of A r ticle 8 are Section 803
Information to state case registry, Section 804 Information
to locate putative fathers and noncustodial parents (750
ILCS 45/14.5) adopted with reference to parentage rather
than paternity, (750 ILCS 45/15), Section 806 Unemployment of person owing duty of support, Section 807 Order of
Protection; status, Section 808 Modification of judgment,
Section 809 Right to counsel, Section 810 Withholding of
income to secure payment of support, Section 811 Information concerning obligors, Section 812 Interest on support
obligations, Section 813 Support payments; receiving and
disbursing agents, Section 814 Notice of child support
enforcement services (750 ILCS 45/28), Section 815
Payment of support to State Disbursement Unit and Section
816 Notice to the clerk of the circuit court of payment
received by Department of Healthcare and Family Services.

Article 9
Article 9 contains miscellaneous provisions but sets out the
burden of proof for this Act if it is not specifically stated
elsewhere. Section 901 Burden of proof, states that: “Absent a burden of proof specifically set forth in this Act, the
burden of proof shall be by a preponderance of the evidence.”
The miscellaneous provisions of the Article are: Section 902
Severability clause, Section 903 Transitional provision for
pending parentage cases filed prior to the institution of this
Act. Section 904 the Savings provision, is important to read.
It provides that: “The repeal of the Illinois Parentage Act of
1984 and the Illinois Parentage Act shall not affect rights
or liabilities under those Acts which have been determined,
settled, or adjudicated prior to the effective date of this Act
or which are the subject of proceedings pending on the
effective date of this Act. This Act shall not be construed
to bar an action which would have been barred because the
action had not been filed within a time limitation under the
Illinois Parentage Act of 1984 and the Illinois Parentage
Act, or which could not have been maintained
under those Acts, as long as the action is not barred by a
limitations period set forth in this Act. Section 905 Other
states’ establishments of parentage, “Establishments of
parentage made under the laws of other states shall be given
full faith and credit in this State regardless of whether parentage was established through voluntary acknowledgment
or through judicial or administrative processes.”
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Illinois Law Update
Criminal Law
Second District reverses first-degree murder conviction.
The People of the State of Illinois v. Mario Casciaro,
2015 IL App (2d) 131291, 2015 WL 5451299
By Jordan M. Sartell
Dramatically overturning a jury conviction for first-degree
murder, the Second District Appellate Court freed Mario Casciaro. The court found that the state’s main witness’ testimony
was “so fraught with inconsistencies and contradictions that
no rational trier of fact could have found the defendant guilty
beyond a reasonable doubt.”
With facts that read like a detective novel, the case of the 2002
disappearance of then 17-year old Brian Carrick remains tragically unsolved. Nevertheless, despite never having recovered
the victim’s body and with physical evidence that implicated
a now-deceased third party, the state elected to move forward
against the defendant on the novel theory of felony murder by
intimidation, an offense previously uncharged in Illinois.
The state’s star witness was one Lamb, a multiple felon whose
conviction for attempted murder at the age of 14 was but the
first in a long line of felonies. When he was arrested on cocaine
charges in 2009, Lamb “decided to tell the McHenry County
State’s Attorney’s office ‘the truth,’” about the Carrick disappearance. Lamb stayed silent until receiving a signed immunity agreement in 2010 regarding the murder in exchange for his
testimony. Recounted by the court in all its lurid detail, Lamb’s
testimony painted the defendant as a small time marijuana
mobster who regularly used Lamb for muscle to intimidate low
levels dealers who would not pay up. According to Lamb, the
victim was one such individual who had to be set straight for
failing to pay the defendant a small sum.
The Appellate Court found the credibility of Lamb’s testimony
profoundly lacking, noting that his story changed many times
in ways that progressively bolstered the state’s theory of the
case, that it was undercut by exculpatory testimony from other witnesses (including the victim’s own brother) and that it
contradicted physical evidence from the scene of the crime.
Moreover, because of the state’s grant of immunity, Lamb “was
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willing to tailor his testimony for favors received.” To the court,
Lamb’s lack of credibility meant that a reasonable doubt as to
the defendant’s guilt remained, necessitating the reversal of his
conviction.
Sidestepping the elephant in the room, the Appellate Court
declined to decide whether intimidation was a valid predicate
for felony murder in the abstract and instead held that the state
had not provided evidence that proved the necessary elements
of the crime of intimidation beyond a reasonable doubt, a
decision grounded primarily in Lamb’s lack of credibility.
Analyzing the elements of intimidation, the court rejected
each of the “unsupported inferences” that supported the state’s
theory that the defendant has used Lamb as his “instrument of
intimidation.” The court grounded the majority of its analysis
in the flaws and inconsistencies in Lamb’s own testimony, but
regularly drew out other testimony and evidence that contradicted
Lamb and failed to corroborate the State’s theory of the case.
Noting the fact that the jury had apparently believed Lamb,
the court nevertheless observed that a jury’s “acceptance of
certain testimony does not guarantee its reasonableness” and
that the court’s “job is to examine the legal issues and the
evidence that was presented at trial and to uphold the
reasonable-doubt standard.”

Family Law
Second District discusses jurisdiction to modify
an order of maintenance.
Kuyk v. Kuyk,
2015 IL App (2d) 140733, 2015 WL5721630
By David N. Schaffer
This case ostensibly addresses the trial court’s jurisdiction
to modify an order of maintenance once the initial spousal
support payments have been completed. The parties’ marital
settlement agreement, incorporated into their judgement
for dissolution of marriage, stated that “Charles shall pay
Kimberly maintenance in the sum of $6,200.00 per month for
a period of 60 months at which time the maintenance shall be
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reviewable upon the filing of a petition prior to the termination
of the maintenance.” Equating a marital settlement agreement
to a written contract, the appellate court held that, “Given the
inherent tension between the phrases ‘at which time,’ ‘reviewable
upon,’ and ‘prior to,’ we find article 2.2 to be ambiguous
because it is susceptible to more than one reasonable
interpretation. The agreement is ambiguous as to whether,
at the 60-month mark, maintenance became reviewable (as
Kimberly argues) or terminated (as Charles argues). Because
of the ambiguity, we must construe the MSA against Charles,
since he was the party who drafted it. Accordingly, we determine that, under the terms of the MSA, maintenance became
reviewable after 60 months and did not terminate. Therefore, Kimberly’s review petition was not time-barred; indeed,
without a petition for review, Charles’s maintenance obligation
could not have terminated.”

ambiguous at all. Additionally, if ambiguity is found, consider a
“recall” of all existing marital settlement agreements, to assure
whether or not a maintenance obligation has terminated (as
intended), or that a petition to terminate or modify is in order.
And with the “belt and suspenders” concept in mind, wording
in a judgment to the effect that the court retains jurisdiction
to enforce, but also jurisdiction to modify the maintenance
obligation.

Special Thanks to our

2015 Fall BBQ Sponsors

In Kuyk, the appellate court also took the liberty of negating
an entire line of case law addressing the jurisdictional issue of
post decree maintenance petitions stating that “To the extent
that Rice [Rice v. Rice, 173 Ill. App. 3d 1098] and similar cases
discuss maintenance petitions in jurisdictional terms, and speak
of the need to ‘reserve’ jurisdiction over post-decree matters,
those cases are vestiges of an outmoded view of jurisdiction
and we decline to follow them.” Earlier in the Kuyk opinion, the
appellate court reasoned that “Under the state constitution of
1970 . . . the circuit court is a court of original jurisdiction over
general legal subject matter. Accordingly, because the circuit
court’s jurisdiction is of constitutional dimension, it cannot
be constrained by a statute, or by a party’s compliance with
a statute, such as the Marriage Act.” With all due respect to
the appellate court, as the usually reserved British like to say,
“You can’t do that.” For example, this author regularly deals
with the Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement
Act, which unequivocally can control whether or not a court of
this state has the jurisdiction to entertain an action involving
an initial child custody determination. A further discussion of
the potential impact of the jurisdictional gauntlet the appellate
court dropped is beyond the scope of this article.
Family lawyers should be very scared about this ruling. So
scared that we do our own de novo review of our existing stock
of marital settlement agreements to make sure they are not
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News & Events

InBrief
By Terrence Benshoof

President’s trip attendees. Front row: Sharon Mulyk,, Lora Fausett, Deb Carder, Justice Hiller Zobel, Lynn Mirabella, Joe Mirabella, David Handley, Joe Laraia
Back Row: Brad Pollock, Ed Tiesenga, Liz Pope, Wendy Musielak, Joe Bogdan, Bob Handley, Jane Handley, Chuck Roberts, Leslie Monahan, Jay Laraia.

It’s the holiday season! The DCBA
will celebrate with a Holiday Party on
December 9, and it will be a gala event
at Medinah Country Club. We wonder
if Flat Jay will don a Santa suit and hat
for the occasion. DCBA President Jay
Laraia promises a good time for all!

And then just a few days later, the
Holiday Breakfast, to raise some serious
coin for the DuPage Bar Foundation,
will be having the ARC in a merry mood
on December 17.

32

On a much less festive note, for those
of us who never put off until tomorrow
what can be put off until the day after,
the ARDC reminds everyone that this
year we all have to register electronically
for our 2016 license. Once you have
your 2016 ARDC card in hand, you can
update your court pass at the Bar
Center. Beat the crowds renewing at the
Attorney Resource Center in January.
Whatever happened to 2015? It seems
it was only just beginning, and now it’s
already almost a faint memory. The days
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flew by, and the only things that seemed
to grow longer were the statutory short
form powers of attorney. The practice
of law gets speedier, with WiFi all over
the courthouse, orders printed off to
cell phones, and court calls by phone.

Soon we’ll step off into 2016, with another
Judges’ Nite starting practices in early
January, and the writers of the Grief
delighting the DCBA with humor only
the twisted minds of the legal profession
could conjure up. Another year. Sigh!

News & Events

InBrief wants to wrap up 2015 by
standing stalwart in the face of political
correctness, jaw to jaw, mano a mano…
and w ish all our readers a Happy
Hanukkah, a Merry Christmas, a Happy
Boxing Day, a Happy Kwanzaa, a Happy
Festivus, or if the reader doesn’t
celebrate much of anything, then just
have a nice day!

People, Places…
Momkus McCluskey, LLC, continues
to grow, as it announces that Jason A.
Doran has joined the firm in its estate
planning and administration field. The
firm has welcomed Daniel S. Porter,
formerly a courthouse staff attorney, to
its commercial litigation group.
There’s also celebrating going on over at
Goldstine, Skrodzki, Russian, Nemec
& Hoff, as James Olguin, William
Brennan, and Sara Spitler were named
partners in the Burr Ridge firm.

And we note that Judith M. Bolles
Jenz has opened her family law practice
in downtown Wheaton.

Jim Ryan, of Roberts & Caruso, helped
write a bill for the state legislature that
protects the disabled from having their
estate plans changed by unscrupulous
persons. When it was signed into law
by Gov. Rauner, Jim was present for the
signing ceremony.

Bob Handley and law student son
David enjoyed the sights in Boston
with another father/son duo, Joe and Jay
Laraia. When Joe was DCBA president
in 1979/80, he signed Bob’s new member
certificate, and Jay just recently signed
David’s. Family traditions continue.

Larry Oldfield has moved over and
become a name partner in the renamed
firm of Stock, Carlson, Oldfield &
McGrath.
Amy Carter Olson became a partner
in the now-renamed firm of Wiedel,
Philipp, Indelicato & Olson.

Joe Laraia, Bob Handley, David Handley, Jay Laraia

The Davi Law Group has expanded its
criminal law practice division, with the
addition of Pierina “Rina” Infelise to
the firm and its multiple offices.

DCBA Brief December 2015

Welcome
Welcome to our new DCBA Members.
Attorneys: Jason Anthony Doran, Momkus
McCluskey, LLC; Mary J. Rocco; Melissa Kuffel,
Sullivan Taylor & Gumina, P.C.; Yvonne M.
Mayer; Aaron E. Rifkind, Rifkind Patrick, LLC;
Cindy Campbell, The Law Offices of Cindy
K. Campbell; Jonathan L. Pearson, Pearson
Disability Law, LLC; Nicola K. Latus, William
J. Arendt & Associates; Cathleen A. Bloedorn,
Tameling & Associates, P.C.; Timothy F. Dobry,
Cunningham, Meyer & Vedrine; Kenton J.
Skarin, Jones Day; Todd W. Hunnewell,
Cunningham, Meyer & Vedrine; Latoyia
Kimbrough; Marguerite Komes; Kimberly May
Brancato, Meyers & Flowers LLC; April D.
Kentala, First Defense Legal Aid; Lorena
Galvez, Wakenight & Associates; Sherita S.
Glover, Brennan Garvey, LLP; Allison Gans
Castillo, Cook County Office of Public Guardian.
Affiliate Members: Michael R. Herman, Herman
Merchant Services, Inc; Kelly LeCroy, Rimkus;
Jeanine M. Rhode, Software Analysis Corp.
Legal Community Members: Rita Hansen,
Davi Law Group, LLC.
Students: Joan Van Oss; Renee Susan Keane;
Christopher K. Pudelek; David Handley; Marife
Hernandez; Kirsten Meeder; Emily K. Reyes;
Melissa C. Pennuto, Huck Bouma, PC; Heather
Misura; Pamela Kevil; Delettre C. Massey;
Jorden Hedger; Jennifer Shanahan; Rebecca
Palisoc.
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Judicial Profile

Joseph T. Bugos

By Azam Nizamuddin

Thomas Jefferson once said, “The most
sacred of the duties of a government is to
do equal and impartial justice to all of its
citizens.” The principle of justice is one of
many values that have shaped the life and
career of Judge Joe Bugos. A survey of his
life reveals that in addition to justice, his
education and life experience manifest
the values of fairness, hard work,
community, and faith.
Judge Bugos is the oldest of seven
children. His ethic of hard work began
when he was in high school working at
Jewel as a stocker and bag boy, and for
a dairy company. He attended Marist
high school in Chicago. After a sound
Catholic upbringing and education,
Judge Bugos attended the University
of Notre Dame where he majored in
finance. He earned a Juris Doctor degree
from Loyola University in Chicago.
After graduating from law school, Judge
Bugos worked for the DuPage County
State’s Attorney’s office where he worked
both in the misdemeanor and felony

criminal divisions. From there, he went
into private practice and had a successful
career in criminal defense. For nearly 26
years, Judge Bugos practiced as a criminal
defense attorney. He worked with the
firm of Donahue, Jorgensen, Sowa and
Bugos, and then as a sole practitioner in
Wheaton. He had a high caliber criminal defense practice which included both
misdemeanor and more serious capital
crimes. His most memorable case involved a client charged with reckless homicide. This high profile homicide case required both precision trial skills, and deft
representation of the client in a public
media environment. Judge Bugos was
successful in getting his client acquitted.
However, the story didn’t end there.
The acquitted client so respected the
representation by Judge Bugos and the
legal processes, he went on to attend law
school and become a practicing attorney
himself.
Since May 2015, Judge Bugos has been a
DuPage County Associate Judge in the
traffic division where he is applying his
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30 years of legal analysis and values of
good temperament, fairness, and hard
work. Judge Bugos’ sense of fairness
stems from a 30-year career in the
practice of law. This allows him to view
the case on the facts and merits and
not pre-judge the outcome of any case
regardless of the nature of the crime or
the individuals involved.

Judge Bugos loves the law and is actively
involved in the DuPage County Bar
Association. He is a past chair of the
DCBA Criminal Law Committee. He
also served on the Judiciary Committee
and is involved in the Lawyers Lend
a Hand program. In addition, Judge
Bugos enjoys spending time with
his family, is an avid reader, and
loves to stay fit and active by playing
tennis and biking with friends and
family. He also loves to travel, having
visited United Kingdom, Spain and Italy
among other places.
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News & Events

Domestic Relations Division
Expands Programs for Pro Se
Litigants
By James McCluskey, Jane Nagle and James Ryan

From left to right: Judges Robert Douglas, Timothy
McJoynt and Elizabeth Sexton

With the spirit of the Illinois Supreme
Cour t’s recent Access to Justice
initiatives in mind, the Domestic
Relations Division recently revised its
assignments with an emphasis on
expanding the programs available for
pro se litigants with domestic relations or
paternity cases, including a special court
call devoted solely to cases in which
neither side has an attorney. Other
programs, such as the pro se help desk
and the night court, have been expanded
to allow greater access to the court
system for pro se litigants who do not have
the financial means to afford an attorney.

36

Pro Se Help Desk:
Judge Timothy McJoynt
Judge Timothy McJoynt now oversees
the Pro Se Help Desk. The help desk is a
joint program between the court and the
DuPage County Bar Association to offer
limited services to pro se litigants in divorce and paternity cases in completing
pre-approved forms issued by the circuit
court clerk. It is located in Room 2017 of
the courthouse and operates on Mondays
and Wednesdays between 10:30 a.m. and
1:00 p.m. Services are offered to DuPage
County cases only, on a first come, first
serve basis, with the expectation that
each individual will take between 15 and
30 minutes to complete the necessary
forms. If an individual needs more
advanced assistance, then the litigant
is referred to DuPage Legal Aid, the
DCBA Law yer Referral Ser v ice or
another agency.
The help desk is staffed by volunteer
attorneys who typically serve one morning
per year. Attorneys are encouraged to
volunteer their time and may do so by
signing up at the Domestic Relations
Division reception desk on the third
f loor of the courthouse. The only
requirements for volunteering are that
the attorney carry malpractice insurance
and have at least one year of
experience in domestic relations
cases. Volunteers will receive a signed
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disclaimer from each person they meet
with acknowledging that no legal advice
has been given to the individual and that
the volunteer has not acted as the individual’s attorney.
Night Court:
Judge Robert Douglas
Judge Robert Douglas of the Domestic
Relations Division was appointed to
oversee the “Night Court” program
earlier this year. Night court provides pro
se litigants more convenient access to the
court system to litigate financial postdecree divorce and parentage issues,
such as payment or enforcement of
maintenance, child support, and childrelated expense obligations. Night court
takes place every Thursday at 4:00
p.m. in courtroom 1003 of the DuPage
County Judicial Center. Each week, a
maximum of twenty pro se litigants’ cases
are placed on the call to appear before
one of the rotating domestic relations
or juvenile judges. In the event one or
both parties to a night court action
appear with a law yer, the case is
transferred back to the domestic
relations judge that initially heard the
case, or another domestic relations
courtroom, for another date.
DuPage attorneys practicing in domestic
relations can sign up to volunteer for both
night court and the Pro Se Help Desk

News & Events
by contacting Olga Castillo at (630)
407-8858 or olga.catillo@dupageco.org,
or signing the volunteer sign-up sheet
in the Domestic Relations reception
area. The volunteer attorneys assist
the rotating judge by drafting an
order for each case on the court’s call.
The attorneys typically divide the cases
equally, so the maximum number of
orders any given volunteer attorney
writes is capped at ten. This is a great
way for new and even more experienced
attorneys to become more familiar with
the domestic relations judges as well as
family law issues and procedure.
Pro Se Court:
Judge Elizabeth Walter Sexton
Judge Sexton volunteered to be the judge
of the newly-created pro se court call in
courtroom 3005. Through the efforts
of the Presiding Judge of the Domestic
Relations Division, Judge Blanche Hill
Fawell, and with full support from Chief
Judge Kathryn Creswell, the pro se
court was launched in March 2015. The
genesis of pro se court started as early as
2010, when lawyers volunteered to assist
and mediate night court cases for family
law issues, a pro bono service tradition
which still continues today.
The majority of cases heard in pro se
court relate to family law at the postdecree stage. The issues generally revolve
around marital settlement agreements,
including modification, visitation and
child custody. Many of the disputes,
although not relevant in regular court,
are relevant to pro se matters. Judge
Sexton stated, “Most of the time, all
they want is to have their day in court.”
The two most challenging things Judge
Sexton believes that must be overcome
to make this program successful are: (1)
the judge must take a lot of time and

effort to bend over backwards as a judge
to frame the issues and get a consensus
by both parties as to what the problems
are with their case; and (2) due to the
lack of legal training, more time is needed
in order to come to a decision.
Judge Sexton spends the most time
working with pro se litigants getting
them to agree on an exchange of relevant
docu ment s and ex plai ni ng the
statutory provisions of child support laws.
“The key is to act more as a mediator as
opposed to passing judgment on a case,”
she stated. If necessary, she will rule
from the bench. However, the more
preferred method is to get the parties to
agree on issues and come to a reasonable
conclusion in her courtroom.

Judge Sexton credits many of the
community agencies for assisting her and
working through some of the family law
issues. Specifically, the PAK (Parent and
Kids) Program at the DuPage County
Family Center allows a neutral exchange
for visitation time between parents. The
State’s Attorney’s Office, Child Support
Enforcement Division, led by Assistant
Robert Lyons, has also assisted greatly
in child support enforcement by assisting
pro se litigants in the proper preparation
of forms for cour t-ordered child
support cases.

Finally, a PEACE Program that is part
of the DuPage County Family Center
is available for high-conflict couples
lack ing the abilit y to calmly
communicate, especially when it comes
to child visitation issues. This program
is led by Sheila Murphy-Russell, MS,
LCPC, CADC, who is the Director of
the Center.
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LRS Stats
9/1/2015 - 9/30/2015

The Lawyer Referral & Mediation Service
received a total of 533 referrals, including
14 in Spanish (399 by telephone, 5 walk-in,
and 132 online referrals) for the month of
September.
If you have questions regarding the service,
attorneys please call Cynthia Garcia at (630)
653-7779 or email cgarcia@dcba.org.
Please refer clients to call (630) 653-9109
or request a referral through the website at
www.dcba.org.
Administrative . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0
Appeals. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
Bankruptcy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17
Business Law. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
Civil Rights . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
Collection . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21
Consumer Protection. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23
Contract Law . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
Criminal. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .98
Elder Law . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5
Employment Law . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38
Estate Law. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35
Family Law . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 119
Federal Court. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0
Government Benefits. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
Health Care Law. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
Immigration. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0
Insurance. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .10
Intellectual Property. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
Mediation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0
Mental Health . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
Military Law. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0
Personal Injury. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51
Real Estate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 77
School Law . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
Social Security. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
Tax Law. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
Workers’ Compensation. . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
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Fall BBQ A Big Success!
By Timothy J. Klein
It was easy to take advantage of
the casual setting and opportunities
abounded for socializing in a setting
designed for pure relaxation. Many
brought young children, and everyone
seemed comfortable both inside the
Atrium and outside on the patio. The
weather was perfect, and the event
provided a nice “mid-week” pause for
enjoyment of both the season and the
company of other DCBA members.

George Acosta and Yuryi Kliashtorny enjoying the BBQ spread

The “Thanks to You Fall BBQ” held for
DCBA mem b er s at t he Da n ada
House was a great success. More
than 200 attendees, consisting of
judges, attorneys, staff, families and
guests, feasted on traditional seasonal
fare, such as BBQ pork and chicken
sandwiches, char-grilled burgers, kabobs,
fruit, baked beans, cornbread, and a
special mac ‘n cheese prepared by the
caterer, Chef By Request. Topping that off
was a dessert table of tart fresh lemon
bars, fudge brownies and cookies. The
event was free to those DCBA members
who renewed their memberships, and
simply registered for it. What a deal!
A feature of the evening, particularly for
the children in attendance, was the Magic
Show. Check out the pictures on the
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DCBA Facebook page for a sample of
his skill! He amazed and entertained all.
Also, for the young and young at heart
was a craft table that entertained.

If you were not fortunate enough to
attend this year, watch for reminders for
our next family friendly event. The BBQ
also kicked off signups for those interested
in participating in a friendly softball
competition to occur next August. The
game will pit DCBA members against
their KCBA counterparts. The outing
will also include a picnic for all to enjoy
and the game will be raising money for
DCBA and KCBA causes. If you would
like more information about the DCBA
softball team signup, please contact
Leslie Monahan at lmonahan@dcba.org.

The younger audience was amazed and delighted by the magic show
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Lawyers Lending a Hand at
the People’s Resource Center
By Raleigh D. Kalbfleisch
In Illinois and here in DuPage County,
one in every six people is hungry and
doesn’t know where the next meal
is coming from. For over 40 years,
hungry neighbors in DuPage County
have turned to PRC, located in both
Wheaton and Westmont. 37 percent of
PRC clients are children under 18 years
of age and almost 3,000 families visit
PRC’s food pantry each month. In fact,
51 percent of the families who visit the
pantry are working families who sometimes are not able to make ends meet
because of an unexpected expense such
as a medical bill or home repair.
Judge Paul Marchese and Kevin Halverson

Lawyers Lending a Hand and attorneys
volunteering their time at the People’s
Resource Center (PRC) in DuPage
County have become a tradition; and one
that is certainly one of the most worthy
and humbling traditions. On August 26,
2015, several volunteer attorneys and
judges, along with LLH coordinator,
Eddie Wollenberg, met at the PRC to help
their clients shop for groceries in the food
pantry. The clients of the PRC have no
age limit, no specific gender and are part
of no one ethnicity. They are men, women
and children doing their best but not
earning enough to put nutritious food
on the table. LLH and the volunteers
that make up the organization, along
with the other community volunteers
and PRC employees, are critical parts of
ensuring that the needy in our community
do not go hungry. Not only do the LLH
volunteers help during the regular year,
the LLH volunteers help during the holiday season which is arguably one of the
most difficult times of the year for many.

PRC clients are able to receive a week’s
worth of nutritious groceries once per
month. Groceries given away at PRC
include an array of fresh fruits and vegetables, dairy products, meat, wholesome
grains, and household goods like paper
towels and toilet paper. The value of their
groceries is approximately $130.00, but
only costs PRC about $20.00.
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Individuals and businesses from around
the community help to stock 50 percent
of PRC’s food pantry with in-kind
donations, while monetary contributions
help to fulfill the remaining inventory that
is needed. The financial contributions
are used to secure food through a
cooperative purchasing program with the
Northern Illinois Food Bank (NIFB).
PRC leverages purchases through the
NIFB to receive $6 of food from every
dollar that is donated to PRC for the
food pantry program.

As the holiday season approaches, the
number of DuPage neighbors using PRC
services will increase. To learn more
about how you can support PRC’s food
pantry program or to make a donation
online, please visit peoplesrc.org or call
630- 682-5402. Please also consider
volunteering your time at the PRC when
the holidays come around. You will be
forever changed.
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Seasonal Tips
for Stressed Lawyers
Submitted by Chelsy Castro, Clinical Case and Program Manager
Lawyers Assistance Program
The end of a year brings the holiday
season and reflection. It also brings
rushing, pressure and meeting expectations...our own and others. Lawyers are
not immune from these challenges. In
fact, lawyers in general live a pressured
existence. Some lawyers have observed
that they feel they are contracting out
their personal and family life in order to
meet work expectations. Anxiety thrives
in the legal environment.
These suggestions can help busy
lawyers put a temporary halt to the
hurried life. Try to pause during this
season and take a bit of time away from
the bustle and make the season a rich
and wonderful time with friends and
family. Create memories.
Appreciate
Take a moment to consider the good
things that surround you. Joy flourishes
when we feel and then express gratitude.

Unclutter your life
at home and the office
Clutter includes things that are
duplicated, or negative feelings. Take
charge of the season by not spending
time with those who take up space in
your life without contributing anything
positive. Choose positive people.

This article was written by Leota
Embleton, MSW, I.C.A.D.C., program
manager of the Ontario Lawyers Assistance
Program

Take time for yourself
Take time to be silent—turn off electronic
devices and take a walk or meditate.
Clear your head of the demands of work
and home.
Think green
Look for seasonal f lowering plants
or boughs when decorating. Take a
moment to bring something to the work
environment that recognizes nature.
Pause
Visualize an ideal holiday moment. What
does it look like to you and how can you
make it happen.

Throw away tiresome traditions
If there are activities that have lost their
meaning or are creating stress replace
them with other activities. Simplify your
life.

Expect the Best
Envision situations that create happiness
and joy and think of positive situations.
Try to discard draining activities and
meaningless commitments.

Smile and Laugh
Take a moment to say something lighthearted. You can find a moment to share
a smile with a colleague, friend, senior
partner or another member of the firm.

These tips work throughout the year—
not only during the holiday season. If
you need some help with putting anxiety
and worry behind you, remember that
LAP is here to support you. When things
are overwhelming or stressful, free and
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confidential help is available. Don’t
hesitate. Call 800-LAP-1233 or email us
(gethelp@illinoisLAP.org) anytime.
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LAP provides free and confidential assistance to any Illinois judge, attorney, or law
student. At no cost to yourself, and in strict
confidence, you can call to speak with one
of their licensed clinicians regarding stress,
anxiety, work-life balance, career transition,
substance abuse, grief, addiction and/or
any other issue that may be impairing your
health or your professional judgment. LAP
provides free and confidential individual
assessments, short-term counseling, gender
specific support groups, two weekly 12-step
support meetings and referrals for continued
treatment when indicated. LAP also offers
the opportunity for confidential peer support
from a trained LAP volunteer. The trained
staff at LAP offer help in a respectful,
non-judgmental way. For more information,
visit our website at www.illinoislap.org.
Or contact us in our Chicago office, at 20
South Clark Street, Suite 1820, by calling
312-726-6607 or 800-527-1233. Or email
us at gethelp@illinoislap.org. Don’t ignore
the problem. LAP is here to help.

Bring a new, unwrapped toy for the LLH Toy Drive and receive one free drink ticket

News & Events
DCBA Update

The Secret to Our Success
By Leslie Monahan
At a recent meeting of bar executives
throughout the country, I participated
on a panel that addressed the role of
bar associations in the changing legal
industry. At the start we were each given
a moment to introduce ourselves and
our bars. On the panel with me were the
executive director of the Wisconsin
State Bar which is a mandatory bar and
has frequently been sued by its members, and the executive director of the
Canadian Bar Association which had
recently released a white paper on the
changing delivery of legal services.
Obviously I come from a very different
environment. As I began my intro of
DCBA, unexpectedly the words “my bar
is magically delicious” came right out
of my mouth. I got a chuckle from my
peers, but then continued to explain why
DCBA is so great. I was briefer then,
but thought I’d use this opportunity to
remind or inform you about the
elements of our organization that
contribute to our success.
A great relationship
between Bench and Bar
DCBA is very fortunate to have so many
of our judiciary who actively participate
with us. They regularly provide MCLE
opportunities at section meetings, offer
advice to new lawyers at their events or
give their input on planning committees
for our various programs. The Executive
Committee meets quarterly with the
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Chief Judge and the Presiding Judges
which allows for open communications
on developing programs and ways we
can collaborate on services for attorneys and litigants. The Board seeks to
further this relationship by adding a
judicial reception to the programming
at the expanded Mega Meeting
this year. Plan to join us on Friday,
January 29, 2016, at the Lisle Sheraton
at 5:00 p.m. to mix and mingle with
the judiciar y outside of the cour troom and get an update on practices
in each division.

Involved, passionate members
It is impossible to have a great bar
association without great members. We
are extremely thankful for our members who attend education programs,
networking events and utilize other
benefits. We have always had chairs and
vice-chairs who led our substantive law
groups and now those leadership teams
have expanded with the introduction
of sections and leadership councils. We
know that those volunteers have very
demanding full-time jobs, so we
appreciate every MCLE, every email,
every planning meeting they lead on our
behalf. If you are ready to step up into a
leadership role, please shoot me an email
or give me a call; I can help connect you
with an appropriate group where your
leadership can be put to work.
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Non-dues revenue
The past presidents and supporters of
DCBA provided the current leadership with some major gifts in the form
of programming that generates revenue
outside of membership dues. The driver
improvement school, courthouse passes
and rental income from the 2nd floor
of our building all contribute to our
bottom line which assists us in
offering the best member benefits such
as the free fall BBQ, 75+ free hours of
MCLE, and thousands of slices of free
pizza each year. It also allows DCBA
to play a critical role in the funding of
the DuPage County Legal Assistance
Foundation. Legal Aid (and our
members taking pro bono cases) assists
so many people in our community at
critical points in their lives. Our current
leadership is well aware of the opportunity
these non-dues revenue programs
provide to DCBA and its members and
leads each very carefully.

About the Author
Leslie Monahan is the Executive Director of
the DuPage County Bar Association and the
DuPage County Bar Foundation. A graduate of
North Central College, she previously worked
with the Promotional Products Association
of Chicago, American Fence Association and
Coin Laundry Association.
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Leadership focused on the future
During my tenure, I have been very
impressed with the foresight and focus
of the leadership on the Board of
Directors. Many boards in the position
of running such an accomplished organization would be content to sit back, rest
on their laurels and maintain the status
quo. Not with DCBA. There is a sense
of duty, I think, to the leaders who have
gone before them to continue to strive
for DCBA to be the best. There are
always new ideas about how we can
improve service to members, expand
programs and reach new groups. Luckily
for the Board and me, the DCBA staff is
on board with carrying out these ideas
and eager to grow the organization.

Invested sponsors
This is one element of DCBA’s strength
that is a result of those listed above. Over
the past few years, DCBA has seen a 74
percent increase in support from our
corporate sponsors. These sponsors want
to partner with DCBA because of the
great programs we have in place and
in turn we appreciate these sponsors
because of the ways they can assist our
members in growing their businesses. We
appreciate the loyalty and interest our
members exhibit towards the sponsors.
Funds from sponsors are used to underwrite the cost of DCBA events, member
benefits and the cost of this publication.
Thank you to DiGiovine, Hnilo, Jordan
& Johnson; Smokeball; ISBA Mutual

In su rance ; Huck Bou ma; Jen sen
Litigation; ADR Systems; and Trust
Company of Illinois for their ongoing
support. A special shout out to Greg
Wildman of OVC Marketing for
Attorneys who has supported DCBA in
excess of $100,000 since he created OVC
in 2008.

I love our members who frequently
comment to me and to large groups that
DCBA is the best bar association in the
country. I agree and appreciate the many
elements that contribute to our success.

Michael W. Clancy, Esq.
Results Driven Mediation
Mike Clancy brings a wealth of expertise and a strong record of success
to his Kane County mediation practice, concentrating in the settlement of:
• Medical Malpractice cases • Substantial Personal Injury matters
• Nursing Home cases
• Wrongful Death cases
Schedule Online at:

www.ClancyMediations.com

Resolute Systems, LLC
MedIAtIon, ARbItRAtIon & AdR ConSuLtIng

St. Charles: 630-584-7666
Chicago: 312-346-3770
7 South Second Ave., St. Charles, IL 60174
www.ClancyMediations.com www.ResoluteSystems.com
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ISBA Update

ISBA Report–November 2015
By Kent A. Gaertner
The ISBA Board of Governors held
their recent meeting in Elkhart Lake,
Wisconsin, on September 25, 2015, in
conjunction with the meeting of the
Wisconsin State Bar Association’s Board.
Our fellow counsel from the Badger
State graciously hosted a joint lunch and
dinner allowing all of us an excellent
opportunity to compare notes on many
issues facing both Associations. These
included reciprocity, the structure of
law school education, and an interesting
discussion on the difference between
Wisconsin’s integrated state bar association (where membership is mandatory)
and Illinois’ voluntar y state bar
association where membership is
optional. The difference, as the Executive
Director of the Wisconsin State Bar
succinctly put it, is that when a member
in a voluntary bar association is
not pleased with the policies of the
association, that member quits. In an
integrated bar association, when a
member is not pleased with the policies
of the association, that member sues.
In our own meeting, the Board reviewed
a number of items, including:
1. 
The budget for the prior fiscal year
ended balanced and very close to projections. The ISBA has weathered the
storm of the financial downturn of the
last few years by cutting expenses and
adding membership. The ISBA is on
solid financial footing.
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2. 
The program instituted to provide
trial memberships at no cost to new
attorneys has been very successful
with quite a few of those receiving
the trial membership staying with the
ISBA and renewing as a member.
Discussions were held regarding
3. 
whether there is a need for more
opportunity to institute and comment
upon proposed changes to Supreme
Court rules before they go into
effect. The Board will be following up
with various section councils involved
in the litigation area to get specific
feedback and suggestions.
4. The Board discussed the possibility of
offering discounted membership dues
to governmental attorneys, similar to
what many county bar associations
(including DuPage) have done. That
will also be further investigated as to
budgetary impact.
The next meeting of the Board of
Governors will be November 13, 2015,
where the Board will finalize issues
to be discussed and voted upon by the
Assembly at the Mid-Year Meeting on
December 12, 2015. Other announcements of interest are that the 2016
Annual Meeting of the ISBA will be held
in June of 2016 at the Westin O’Hare
in Rosemont rather than Lake Geneva.
This will hopefully encourage greater
attendance. Also the Mid-Year Meeting
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in December 2016 will tentatively be
held at the Palmer House in the Loop
rather than the customary Sheraton
Chicago where it has been for a number
of years.
If you have any issues you would like
to discuss regarding the ISBA, I am
available to talk. My phone number
is (630) 510-0000 and my e-mail is
kgaertner@springerbrown.com. I look
forward to hearing from you.

About the Author
Kent is the Eighteenth Judicial Circuit’s
representative on the ISBA Board of Governors.
He is the principal of Kent A. Gaertner P.C. and
“Of Counsel” to Springer Brown, LLC. where
he concentrates his practice in bankruptcy
and workouts. He was president of the DCBA
in 2009/2010.

Call for Photography
Do you ever take pictures at
DCBA events? We would love to
feature your images!
Please contact us at jhamler@dcbabrief.org
with your image, contact information, and name.
Your pictures could appear in the next issue
of The Brief!
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Classifieds
AttorneyImmediate Opening

Trust
Administrator

Bernicky Law Firm seeks an attorney
who is available to start immediately.
We handle matters in Real Estate,
Bankruptcy, Debt Settlement,
Business and Entertainment Law, IP,
and Wills and Trusts. Our main office
is in Naperville, with a satellite
office in Oak Brook. This position will
handle much of our Bankruptcy, Debt
Negotiations, and litigation matters,
but will have the opportunity to explore
other areas of the law as well. If candidate has a book of business or is well
versed in additional practice areas,
that is certainly something we can discuss. Prior legal experience is preferred
(but not a deal breaker). We are willing
to train the right candidate but expect
you to know the essentials. Experience
is not as relevant as a person with the
right professional drive and personality.
This position will require court
appearances on a somewhat regular
basis (usually 1-3 times a week) in
addition to drafting motions, answers,
and various pleadings. We practice
in DuPage, Will, Kendall, Kane, and
Cook. Ability to use and understand
technology is essential. Candidate
must be a self starter, confident, highly
organized punctual, reliable, and
deadline oriented. We have an
informal (but professional) work
environment.
For more information please go to:
www.BernickyLaw.com/Careers
Please send your resume, cover
letter, references and salary history
to info@BernickyLaw.com

Community bank in western suburbs
seeking trust administrator. Experience in trust administration, estate
planning or related field preferred.
JD or CTFA. Please apply online at
https://goo.gl/vVh6EZ. EOE Minorities/
Females/Disabled/Veterans

Legal Assistant

Legal Secretary/
Paralegal
Established Naperville Law Firm seeks
full time legal secretary/paralegal. The
candidate should be detail oriented,
organized, and can multi-task. Areas
of law mainly in Real Estate,
Family and Corporate. Must be
proficient in Microsoft Word and Time
Matters. Paralegal certificate and at
least one year experience preferred.
Please submit cover letter and
resume along with salary history to
naperlaw@wideopenwest.com.



Wheaton Insurance Defense Law
Firm seeking full time experienced
legal secretary/assistant for Medical
Malpractice trial attorneys.
Experience in Medical Malpractice is
desirable. Knowledge of Outlook and
MS Office a must. Fast paced position
requiring attention to detail. Duties
include transcription, scheduling,
calendar updating, scanning, etc.
Great work environment and excellent
benefits. Email resume and salary
requirements to sellis@mrvlaw.com.

Paralegal
Family law firm seeks an organized
individual who is able to multi-task
and pay close attention to detail. Daily
duties include: drafting legal documents under the supervision of an
attorney including motions, answers,
discovery requests and responses,
subpoenas and correspondence;
communicating with clients, opposing
counsel, clerks offices and judge’s
secretaries; entering attorney time
into billing software; e-filing; working
with client’s to complete financial
disclosure statements and assisting
two attorneys with various other
aspects related to their caseloads.
Must be proficient in Microsoft Word.

Experience with TABS 3 billing software and Mac Computers is preferred
but not required. Please send your
cover letter and resume to Jennifer@
familykidlaw.com

Wheaton/Office
Condo For Sale
Danada area- by owners. 2640 square
feet- ideal for small/medium law firm
or for rental income. Call (630) 8034451 for all details.

Oak Brook
Furnished window attorney office
available on tenth floor, Class A, office
suite in Regency Towers, Oak Brook.
Rent based on amenities, $950/month
base occupied by general practice
firm. Legal referrals and hourly work
likely. Flexible on term length and your
needs. No long term lease. Email
for further details: gverdiproperty@
gmail.com or call 630 560 6002.

Wheaton Danada Area
Office in prestigious Danada area of
Wheaton; Office suite has 4 offices, 3
of which are occupied by other lawyers;
Secretarial Space; conference room,
kitchen, reception area, copier; Available immediately.
Office- $650.00;
Secretarial - $75. Furnished or unfurnished. Call (630) 260-9647
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Where to Be
In December

By John Pcolinski

Medinah Country Club Is The New
Venue For DCBA Holiday Party

2015 Holiday Breakfast
at Attorney Resource Center

One of the more popular social events of the year is the annual
DCBA Holiday Party. It is a must attend event among a host
of other seasonal occasions. This year, the DCBA will hold the
party at Medinah Country Club on Wednesday December 9,
2015 starting at 6:00 p.m.—later than historically begun. Out
of deference to the host club, attendees will not be allowed to
wear denim of any kind but can expect to have a wonderful
time. The early bird pricing of $40 for regular registrants and $30
for government and new attorney members (0-5 years in practice)
will increase to $60 and $50 respectively after December 1, so
register early! Ticket includes heavy appetizers and a cash bar (no
credit cards will be accepted). All are encouraged to bring a new,
unwrapped toy or books for children. The Lawyers Lending
A Hand program delivered approximately 75 toys and books
in 2014 and hopes to exceed that number in 2015. Those who
bring a toy will be given a ticket for a free drink (limit one
ticket per attendee).

The DuPage County Bar Foundation will host a Holiday
Breakfast open house on December 17, 2015, from 8:30
a.m. until 11:00 a.m. An annual event since 2008 and the
brainchild of DCBA and DCBF member Walt Jackowiec,
the breakfast is a great opportunity to get to know fellow
attorneys and judges in a relaxed and fun atmosphere.

Online registration is now open at dcba.org. Pre-registered
attendees will also be eligible to win a fantastic door prize.

The purpose of the event is to celebrate the season
and support the DuPage County Bar Foundation and
its programs. There is no charge to attend for DCBA
members but sponsors for the breakfast are greatly
appreciated and sought in advance. Suggested sponsorship
levels are $100 per person, $250 per firm of five or fewer
attorneys, and $500 for firms of more than 5 attorneys.
Anyone attending is encouraged to make a voluntary
contribution to the DCBF of any amount. The holiday
breakfast is only one of several fundraisers that have
allowed the Bar Foundation to provide law student
scholarships and grants to law-related charitable or educational institutions in excess of $150,000 since 2008. The
Foundation also supports the Lawyers Lending a Hand
projects.
Established in 1997, the DuPage County Bar Foundation is
the charitable arm of the DuPage County Bar Association.
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