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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

DONALDSON TWYMAN,
Plaintiff,

No. 16-cv-04182

V.

Honorable Virginia Kendall

S&M AUTO BROKERS, INC., et al. Magistrate Judge Sheila Finnegan

Defendants.

N N N N N N N

RESPONSE TO JOEL A. BRODSKY'’S REQUEST FOR
JUDICIAL NOTICE OF CERTAIN DOCUMENTS

Plaintiff responds to Joel A. Brodsky’s request for judicial notice as follows:

1. One of the documents Mr. Brodsky asks the Court to take judicial notice of is a
motion to reconsider his disqualification that he filed in the case of Salem v. Nesheiwat.

2. Although Mr. Brodsky attached his motion to reconsider to the request for judicial
notice, he did not attach the order ruling on that motion.

3. In the interest of completeness, Plaintiff’s counsel has obtained a copy of that order
and attaches it hereto as Exhibit A. Plaintiff would request that, if the Court takes judicial notice
of Mr. Brodsky’s motion to reconsider in Salem, it also take judicial notice of the Salem court’s
order ruling on that motion.

DONALDSON TWYMAN

By: /s/ Andrew C. Murphy
One of his attorneys

Peter S. Lubin

Andrew C. Murphy

DITOMMASO LUBIN AUSTERMUEHLE, P.C.
17 W 220 22nd Street — Suite 410

Oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181

(630) 333-0000

acm@ditommasolaw.com
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

FAHRED SALEM, MARIAM )
SALEM and JROUGH AL-DAQUD, )
) 1111348
Plaintiffs, )
) Calendar S
V. )
)} Judge Raymond W, Mitchell
RABI NESHEIWAT and GEORGE )
NESHEIWAT, }
)
Defendants. )
ORDER

This case is before the Court on Plaintiffs’ Motion To Reconsider the Order
entered April 24, 2013 striking the appearances of Plaintiffs’ attorney Joel Brodsky
and Defendants’ attorney Michael Meschino for repeated instances of bad conduct
— conduct admitted by each attorney and observed by the Court.

1. Objections Barred By Waiver & Forfeiture

Plaintiffs, for the first time, raise objections tothe disqualification of Mr.
Brodsky. None of these objections were interposed at the time the Court announced
its decision to disqualify counsel. Because these are matters now raised for the first
time in a motion to reconsider, these points have been waived or forfeited. See, eg.,
RBS Citizens, Nat'l Ass'n v. TRG-Oak Lawn, LLC, 407 I1l. App. 34 183, 189 (1st
Dist. 2011) (arguments raised for the first time in a motion for reconsideration in
the circuit court are waived).

Plaintiffs’ assertion that counsel had no notice or opportunity to object to his
disqualification is without factual basis. In open court, on February 14, 2013, the
Court advised counsel that it was contemplating a variety of sanctions, including
disqualification, in light of each attorneys’ inability to behave in an appropriate
manner and each attorney’s violation of past admonitions. Twice by written motion
in February and April, with voluminous citations to authority, full notice and
unfettered opportunity to raise any and all arguments, Mr. Brodsky invited the
Court to sanction counsels’ bad behavior,

On April 24, 2013, when the Court announced its decision to disqualify each -
attorney, the Court reviewed with counsel their past transgressions and the latest
allegations of misconduct occurring during a deposition held in the courtroom on
March 15, 2013. Each attorney acknowledged aspects of his own bad behavior and
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commented on the behavior of opposing counsel. Significantly, in a collequy with
the Court on April 24, Mr. Brodsky did object to the Court’s characterization of his
two letters to the Chief Judge as constituting prohibited ex parte communications,
but he raised no other objections on any other issue.

Moreover, after the Court announced its decision to strike counsels’
appearances, Mr. Brodeky and Mr. Meschino each thanked the Court. Because
there was no court reporter present, the Court indicated that it would issue a
memorandum opinion and order later in the day. Neither attorney expressed
- discontent with the oral ruling; neither requested further explanation of the Court's
decision; neither requested further opportunities to submit additional briefs; and
neither gave any indication that he disagreed with the decision.

Having failed to object to anything other than the Court’s characterization of
his ex parte communications, Plaintiffs’ counsel waived or forfeited every other point
raised in Plaintiffs’ motion to reconsider.

II. Adequate Factual Basis

Even if counsel had raised any form of objection, there is more than an
adequate basis to order Mr. Brodsky's disqualification, based exclusively on the bad
conduct he admitted and the conduct observed by the Court. On April 24, Mr.
Brodsky handed the Court a transcript from the deposition in which he reportedly
called Mr, Meschino a “moron” and a “liar.” Indeed, in his February 4, 2013 motion,
Mr. Brodsky admitted to calling Mr. Meschino a “low life piece of garbage” in the
courtroom during a recess. In addition, there were the repeated instances in open
court where counsel exchanged insults and other improper comments, in spite of
admonitions from the bench and the intervention of courtroom deputies.

While there are fact disputes over the extent of some of the conduct (e.g.,
while Mr. Brodsky admits to calling Mr. Meschino a “low life piece of garbage,” Mr.
Meschino contends that Mr. Brodsky called him a “fucking low life piece of
garbage”), the Court concluded that an evidentiary hearing on such disputes was
not necessary because counsels’ admitted bad conduct along with the conduct
observed by the Court was more than sufficient to warrant disqualification. Indeed,
the Court’s April 24 opinion makes clear that the disqualification is hased only on
conduct admitted by counsel or observed by the Court. Any conduct reported by
sheriffs deputies or court personnel that was referenced in the opinion was conduct
later confirmed and admitted to by the attorneys in open court.

III. Improper Ex Parte Communication

The only argument not forfeited is Plaintiffs’ objection to the Court'’s
characterization of Mx. Brodsky's two letters as improper ex parte communications,
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Each letter was addressed to the Chief Judge and was delivered by facsimile
transmission to the Office of the Chief Judge on April 22, 2013 and February 4,
2013, respectively. Mr. Brodsky admitted in open court that he sent the letters and
did not copy his opposing counsel on either letter. Each letter references motions
filed by Mr. Brodsky in this case. Each letter includes the case name, case number,
and the name of the judge presiding over the matter. Each letter notes the date
that Mr. Brodsky's motion was to be presented, and at least one letter included a
copy of Mr. Brodsky’s motion. Each letter urges the Chief Judge to “confer with
your colleagues and whoever else you deem necessary.” Each letter requests the
Chief Judge “to deal with Mr. Meschino [sic] anger and rage issues, and enforce
civility and decorum in the courts.” (The letters are included in an Appendix to this
Order).

Mr. Brodsky maintains that these communications do not run afoul of the
prohibition on ex parte communications, because the Chief Judge was not presiding
over the case. (Mr. Brodsky also maintains that the letters do not relate to the
“merits” of the case, but that is hardly a serious contention given that each letter
sought relief identical to the relief sought from this Court in the then-pending
motions).

Rule of Professional Conduct 3.5 prohibits this type of ex parte
communication with the court: “A lawyer shall not: (a) seek to influence a judge,
juror, prospective juror or other official by means prohibited by law; (b)
communicate ex parte with such a person during the proceeding unless authorized
to do so by law or court order.” (emphasis added). The express language of the Ruls
applies to communications with the judge hearing the matter and other officials at
the court. :

The Restatement makes clear that the prohibition on ex parte
communications extends beyond the judge presiding over the case to include other
officials at the tribunal, including a supervising judge with the authority to assign
cases to specific judges. See Restatement of Law, Third, The Law Governing
Lawyers, § 113 cmt. d (the prohibition also applies to other officials who have
decision-making authority in the litigation, such as those with the “responsibility to
assign cases to judges.”); see also In re Hancock, 136 Cal, Rptr. 901 (Cal. Ct. App.
1977) (ex parte comment to supervising judge with power to assign cases to trial
judges). The prohibition against ex parte communications with the court is intended
to protect the proper exercise of the judicial power: “[ulnauthorized ex parte
contacts with a trier of fact or other adjudicatory personnel undermine the system
itself, because they deprive the opposing party of an opportunity to respond.”
Geoffrey C. Hazard, The Law of Lawyering, § 31.5, 2011 Supp. at 31.-8,

Mr. Brodsky has violated both the letter and spirit of Rule 3.5, and his letters
to the Chief Judge are textbook examples of improper ex parte communications,
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IV. No Unfair Prejudice

By way of affidavit, one of the Plaintiffs complains that the disqualification of
Mr. Brodsky works an undue hardship because Mr. Brodsky has built-up knowledge
about the case. In an adversarial legal system, attorney conduct is routinely
charged to the client and can result in the loss of substantive rights. As the Court
noted in its opinion, the decision to disqualify counsel was made after careful
deliberation and after a host of other measures proved unavailing to curb the
persistent bad conduct of counsel.

It 1s worth noting that this case is 27 months old, which places it in the oldest
decile of the 340 cases pending in this courtroom, where the average case is
disposed of within 18 months of filing. Part of the delay in resolving this case is
attributed to Plaintiffs. Last summer, the Court stayed these proceedings at
Plaintiffs’ request because their counsel, Mr. Brodsky, was busy handling a criminal
trial. The Court extended that courtesy to a sole practitioner in recognition of the
significance of a client’s right to have the counsel of her choice. But as discussed in
the April 24 opinion, that right is not absolute.

There is no unfair prejudice here. In its April 24, 2013 opinion, the Court
recognized the potential prejudice to the parties and sought to ameliorate it by
striking the June trial date and by giving each party time to retain new counsel.
Successor counsel will no doubt benefit from the work that Mr. Brodsky has done on
the case and Mr. Brodsky is obligated to cooperate with successor counsel to further
limit any potential hardship on his clients.

k% *

For all these reasons, Plaintiff$’ Motion to Reconsider is DENIED. A copy of (:", &Jl—)
this Order shall be transmitted to the Attorney Registration and Disciplinary S 5{ 85_

Commission,

Judge Reymond W, Mitohell

HAY hewed 8 AN Ary
ENTERED, UL

20 bl
2

Judge Raymond W. Mitchell, No. 1992
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Law Office of Joel A. Brodstky

8 8, Mizhigan Ave,
Suite 3200
Chinago L 60603

rfi_:ent

facsim
To: Hon. Timothy Evans
Fax Number: 1 312 603-5366
From: Jos| A. Brodsky
Fax Number: 312.541-7311

Buginess Phone:  312-541-7000
Mome Phone:

Pages: 20
Date/Time: 4/2212013 7:21:33 PM
Subfect: URGENT MATTER - PLEASE READ ABAP
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JOrL A. BRODSKY
St Saes
EIGHT SOUTH MICHIGAN AVERVE

3R3ND FLODR
CHICAGRO, ILUNOIS 80803

13I1R) 84:-7000
FAX(2IR) S41-7311
JoelbrogskyGabopiobal nat

April 22, 2013
Hoen. Timothy C. Evans
Ghiaf Judge, Clrauil Courl of Cook County
50 W, Washington 5t., Sulte 2600
Richard J. Daley Center
Chicago (L 50802
Fax: 312-603-5366

Re: Motion To Enforee Decorum
Fahred Salem at. al. vs. Rabi Neshelwat et.al, 11 L 1348

Attorniey Michael A. Meschina
Dear Judge Evans,

Because this matter is up In Court tomorrow (Wednesday, April 24, 2013), this is
urgept. Unfortunately this Is the second time | have had to bring this matier lo your atlentlon. |
do & bevause 1 know that you are intarested in decorum in the courts in the Circuit Court of Caok
Gounty, | s bringing this matter to your attention. | am the altorney for the Plaintitfe in the abiove
referenced matter. The Defendants are represented by Attorney Michae! A. Magching. Inmy
prior etter, & copy of which | am atiaching, ) reporied to you that in several appearance in court .
Meschlig has. f auiting, st Bogressive hreatening foward me, hoth
before the court and after the judge has lsft the bengh. On two (2} occasions he has had o be
escorted from the 20" floor of the Dalay Center, the last lime baing January 26, 2013.

Now, in a depoaition which took place In the Daley Center on March 15, 2013, {at my
request because | thought that Mr. Meschino weuld ke under conlrai In that location), Attorirey
Meschingwas personally insuiting toward me, apd as d me by grabt apers qutofn

and (which he g admits the tr

nang

| am filing my-second Motion To Enforca Decorum before Judge Raymond Mitchell, which
is sat for tomorrow (Wednesday, April 24, 2013). | hope that Judge Mitchel! can handle this. |
belleve that Mr. Meschino is mentally unstable, and may become a physical threat, If you read the
uttached melions you will understand why.

If you wish furtlier proof of Mr. Mesching's behaviar, | have recently had the chance lo
speal with altomey Kathryn C. Liss of the law firm of Griffin, McCarthy & Rice (312) 782-4244, who
8 involved In‘another case with Mr. Meschina, Kristina Dron v. Wojcieeh Dron, 07 D3-31244 (Hon.
Hyman Relbman, presiding) She informe me that Mr, Meschino has been similarly and aggrassively
ahusive, Insulling, and threatening toward her (and the court), in that case. We bath agreed that
Mr. Meschine has very significant anger contra! and rage issyes that are inapposite to ihe propar
decarum an attémey is required to exhibit In the courtroem and to appasing counsel. '

0212 SLPE-CO9-208 oBpPAr yoiyT BLi 40 A31,J0 WY E20 £L0Z 520y
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Hon, Timathy C. Evans
April 22, 2013
Page 2

[ bring this 16 your sttention beosuse ne attorney should have to suffer abuse while
representing his or her client before the courls. It Is up to the courts to do something about it,
*....a rlal judge has tha inharent suthorlty to maintain decorum and ta require clvility of not only the
parties to the case and their atlorneys, but to witnesses as well." People v, Davifla, 236 Itl. App,
3d 367, 380 (M. App. Ct. 1st Dist. 1992} “For years courts throughoui this natlon have
complained about the loss of civility in the praclice of law and wondered what they can do to
reverse this trend. This case provides a textbook example of the lack of civility we have complained
about, and If we judges In llincis tolerate conduct Hka this, then we have lost our moral autharity
1 eonlain.' Peeple v. Conrall Corn., 231 Nl App. 3d 850, 563 (. App, Ct, 4th Dist, 1993)
FPresiding Justice Steigmann specially concurring. “While the advaersary system of litigation
is aliva and well, it does not requise that counsel become gladiators prepared to tight to the daath.
1t Ie not enough for courts of review, bar assoclation leaders and others to decry the lack of civility
and fairness in our judiclal system. When counsei goes beyond the rules, her client must baar

sorne of tha responsibility for her Inexcusablz conduct.” Rutladge v. St. Anne’s Hosg,, 230 I,
App. 3d 788 (lll. App. Ct. 1st Dist. ¥992) (emphasls added) :

‘A trial properly conducied is a dignified procedurs, Counsel in the case are officers of tha
court and owe 2 duty to the court, lo opposing counsal, to the cause of justice and to themselves.
Often In the heat and fervor of a sharply contested trial these standards are forgolien. Too often
they arenat only forgatien but completaly disregarded and dragged in the mire. Objections properly
mae are addressed to the court and counsel |8 entitled Lo state his reasans for his objections, but
an inflammatery statement accormpanying each objection, apparently made solely for the purpose
of prejudicing the jury, is improper. Abuse of opposing caunsel and of the court has no propor
place in a trial. All of those maiters rest within the control of the trisf court, and the frial
court hes the power and duty to preserve decorum, The trial court can and should Institute
contempl procesdings against recalcitrent counsel and impose sither a fine or jail sentence,’
Eizenmon v. Behn, 8 I, App. 2d 203, 288-287 (ill. App. Ct, 15t Dist. 1856) (emphasis added)

| ask that you confer with your colleagues and whoever else you deam necessary, o deal
with Mr. Maeshing anﬁer and rage issues, and enforee civiiity and decorum in the courts, 1lear that
it Mr. Meschina's behavior goes unchecked, i will only get worae and only end when somebody
gets Injured. '

Ve ly yo

oel ASBrodsky

JABIre

02/¢ SLYPEE09-ZLE 20PNT 130 Byl ;0 240 WY £2.01 £L0Z-£2-ady
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JOEL A, BRODSKY

Wu@“%ﬂ PR
EIGHT S0UTH MICHIGAN AVENUE,}".::.' 0
[F3H

AZNG FLOOR

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 80663 .5 (O :

(312) 5417000
FAX [312) B4-7TI
joalbradsky@abaglobal.nat

Fabruary 4, 2013

Hon. Timethy C, Evans

Chlef Judge, Clrcult Court of Cook County
50 W, Washington Si.; Suite 2600
Richard J. Daley Center

Chicago L 60802

Fax: 912-603-5386

' Re: Motion To Enforce Decorum

Fahred Salam et al. vs. Rabi Nesheiwat et.al, 11 1. 1348
Attorney Michael A, Meschina

Dear Judge Evans,

Because | know thal you are Interesting in decarum in the courts in the Ciroult Court af
Cook County, | am bringing this matter to your altention, | am the attorney for the Faintilfs in the
above referencad matter. The Defendants are represantad by Attorney Michaet A, Meschino. in
several appearshee in court Mr. Maschino has bacome abuslve, insuling, and snaressivaly
threatening toward me, both bafore the court and affer the judge has left the beneh. On two (2)
occasions he has had to be escorted from the 20" floor of the Daley Center, the last lime being
January 28, 2013, The case is before the Hon. Raymond W. Mitcheil. To address {hs mafter |
have filed 8 "Motlon For' An Order Enjoining Condust Of Defendants Attornay And Entiorcing
Deearum®, which | infend to present o Judge Mitchell an February 14, 2013. ! have served a copy

' of the motion to M. Meschino by mall, end | have provided Judge Mitchelt with a countesy gopy.

If you wigh | gan provide you with a copy of the motien.

Furthar, | have recently had the chance to spaak with allorney Kathryn C. Liss of the jaw
firm of Griffin, McCarthy & Rice (312) 782-4244, whois invalved In another cese with Mr, Masching,
Kristina Dron v. Wojsiech Dron, 07 D3-31241 (Hon, Hyman Reibman, presiding) 8he informs me
that Mr. Meschine has been similarly and aggressively.abusive, insulting, and threatening toward

" her (and the court), in that case. We both agresd that Mr. Mesohino has very significant ahger
" control and roge issuos that am inappesiie to the proper décorum an attorney is reguired to exhibit

celv

in the caurtroom and to opposing counsel.

{ bring this to your attention baceusa no' attiomey shaould have to suffer abuse while
repreaenting his or her client before the courts, It Is up to the courts to do something about It.
v .alrlal judge has the inherent authority to maintain decorum and to require civility of not anly the
parties to the case and their attomeys, but to witnesses as well.” Pe v. Daviifa, 236 ill. App.
3d 387, 380 (M. App. Ct. 1st Dist. 1992) ‘Fer years courls throughout this nalion have
complained shout the lass of civility In the practica of. law and wondered what they can do to
revarso this trend, This case provides a texibook example of the lack of chvility we have complained
about, and if we Judges in Iinols tolerate condue lice this, then we have [ost our moral authority

GLPE-€09-2LE SBPDM 42T By_ 4o 33130 WY €201 eloz-fz-4dy
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| Hon. Timathy c; Evans o | @ COPY

az/e

February 4, 2013
Page 2 -
to compiain.” Peopls v. Conrall Corp., 251 L. App. 3d 550, 563 (1. App. Ct. 4th Dist. 1835)

Prosiding Justice Steigmann specially concurdng. *While the adversary system of litigation.

Is aliva and wall, It does not require that counsel besome gladiators prepared to fight tothe death.

It is not enough for courts of review, bar assactation leaders and others to decry the lack of civility -
end fairnesas in our judiclal aystem. When counsel goes beyond the rules, her olient must bear

some of the responsibllity for her inexcusable comdudt.” Retledne v, St Anne's Hosp, 230 /il

App. 3d 786 (I, App. Ct. 15t DIst. 1992) (emphasis added)

“A gl properly conducied Is a dignified-procedure. Caunssl in {ha case are officers af the
court and owe a duty to the count, to'opposing counsel, to the cause of justice and to themeelvas,
Ofen in the heet Bnd fervor of a sharply contested trial these standards are forgotian. Too often
they ara not only forgotten but completely disregarded and dragged In the mire. Objacticns properly
made are addresaed to the court and counsel Is entifled to state his reasong for his objectlona, but
an inflammatory statement accompanying each abjection, apparently mede solely forthe purpose
of prejudicing the jury, s improper, Abuse of opposing counsel and of the court has no proper
place In a trial, All of these matters rest within the control of the trial court, and the trial
courf htas the power and duty io preserve decorum. The tdal court can and should institute
contempt proceedinge against recalvitrant counsel and Impase elther & fine or jail sentence.”
Elzerman v. Behn, 9 . App, 2d 263, 286-287 (Hil. App. Ct. 18t Dlst, 1956} (emphasis added) .

{ ask that you confer with your colleagues and whoever else you deem nacessary, to deal
with Mr. Meschino anger and rage lssues, and enforce civilily and decorum in the couris. lfearthal
if Mr. Meschino's behavior goes unchesked, it will only get worse and only end when somebody |
gets Injured. - )
Very truly your: "

oal A. Brodsky

JABfra

SLYE-£09-2tE afpnr JawD ayl 40 231)40 WY £2 04 €102 €2-1dy
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINCIS
- COUNTY_DE‘PARTMfENT-LAWDIVISION :

Fahred Salers, Marizm Salem, a.ncl
Jrough Al-Daoud
Plaintifts
ve. Na, 11 L 1348

Rabi Neshsiwat and George Nesteiwat

Defendant

E

To.  Michasl A, Maschine
Attorney At Law
800 E. Northwest Highway
Suile 503
Palatine 1L, 60074
fax: 847-981-7590

On Apri? 24, 2013, at 10:00 a.m. or a8 soon theraafter as counsel may be heard, 1 shall
appesr before the Honorabls Raymand W, Mitchell, or any judge sitfing in his stead, in
Cuuitroom 2004 of the Richerd J. Daley Centar, Washington and Dearborn Sheets Chicago,
iinols, and present tha altachied mation,

Joel A. Brodsky
Attomnay for Plalnitfis

8 5. Michigen Ave.

Sulle 3200

Ghicago flincis 60603 -~
(312) 541-7000

Ally # 50584

P ERVICE BY FAX

|, Joel A, Brodsky, the attorney, certify that on April 22, 2013, | sarved this nbtie by faxing

a copy to each person lo whom It is direcled at the number indicgted above halBre 5:00 p.m,

v /4

2219 GLVE-ED5 20 #BpAr JBWD #yL 40 B30 WY £2Z 0} EH0Z-E2-4dy
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COUK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY BEPARTMEHT LAW DIVISION

)
)
|
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)

PLAINTIFE'S SECOND MOTION
FOR AN ORDER ENJOINING CONDUCT OF

Fahred Salem, Marlam Saiem, and
Jrough Al-Daoud g’ ‘
Plaintitis G COPY
vs. No. 11 L 1348

Rabi Neshelwat and George Neshalwat

Defendant

Now comas the Plaintiffs altornay, Joel A, Brodsky, and {nr the secand ﬂma moves his
court, pursuant to this Gourt's inherant aulhnrtty. 1o enter an order requiring that Defendant's
attarney Michuel A, N‘laschino cease his insulting and threatening behaviar and further cease his
demeaning of Plainiiffs atiornay, and further that he cbserve proper decorum in this case. In
support of this motion the Plzintiffs attorray states: _

1, Ttila is the second motich the Plaintiffs attorney hes had to bring in this regard. A copy
of:l-he first motion {5 attzched hereto ag ExhIbit “A", Wae urga the Court {o roview the attached
pravisus motien Il bringe into conlext what tﬁ ful extent of what can only be descriced as
disturbed and strange bahavior by Mr. Meschino,

2, On March 15, 2013, during the deposition of the Pleintiff Mariam Salemn, which took
placa in tha courtroom, tha tr-ansa_ript reveals tha! Mr. Maschine made several personal insults
towand Mr. Brodeky, assauited him by grabbing papers out of his hand, and made inappropriste

camments dirsctly to Mr. Brodsky's clients:

0211 GLPE-E00-21e Abpar Jon auy g0 83,30 v £2 01 €i02-¢¢-dy
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Pg70ln19  Mr. Brodsky:ict therecord reflect that Mr. Meschino, the lawyer, i3 mising his voice,
to Pg 71 n 3 Mr. Meschino: Have some decorum, sir,
Mr. Beadsky: quit ratsing your veice, Pleage.
Mr. Meschine: That's it. Keep talking to her. Let the record reflect that he is
constantly whispering to her, He is constanty shaking iy head, iy bald fond, so
that tha light is shining on me. (BEmphasis added)

lines 21-22  Mr, Maschino [ understand, Ms, Salem, I know you are an honest person, but your
lawyer is not,

Page 72 Mr. Drodsky: I'm poing to say if there is ono mote insult, I'm terminsting the
deposition, You have called ms and said dishonest —

Mr, Meschino: You ere. .
M. Brodsky: ~ bald. That’s the third time you callcd me dishonest. Are yousaying

that a third time?

Pape 75 M. Brodsky: Okay. We ace leaving. Let the record show that he just strusk me ~
M, Mesching: I didn’t stikes yon
Mz, Brodsky: ~with a piece of paper that was - (inaudible)
Mr. Meschino: Liook the plece of paper out of your hand when you were trying to
PIep your witness with it. Prep you witness beforo the deposition. (smphasis added)

Page 76 . By: Mr. Meschino:
‘What, Mrs. Salem? What do you went e to do? Get onather attorney, okay?
Flease, (emphasis added) -

Page79 M. Meschino; Let the record refectthat Mr, Brodsky 1s shuffling papers now tryiug
tn disrupt me in my questioning.
M. Brodsky: No. I'm not. 'You era g Har,

Page 8L M. Rrodsly; (to his client Ms. Salme) If you have a question, you can ask me. If
you have o question —
Ms. Meschino: No, you can’t. Noet during a deposition: you can’t.

Page 82 Mr. Brodsky: Yes, ytnacan. ‘

: Mr, Meschino; No, you can't

Mz, Brodsky: Yes, you can. .
Mr, Meschino; You Enow, pou don't fmow criminal lmw. Xou don 't kinow civil Inw.
Stop it {emyphasis added)
M. Brodsky: We are done,
The Witness: Please, Mr, Brodsky., ' :
Mz. Brodsky: We.are done, ‘We axe done with this moron. We sre dooe.
Mz, Mescling: Get another attorney, Mrs. — Ms. Salem. You are anjce lady. He's
ruining your cass. (emphasls added)

2.
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Page 107 Mr. Brodsky: Do not snswer the question.
Mr. Meschino: Lef the record reffecy Mr. Brodsky is telling her 5ot to answer
guestians ugain hecause he hasn’t preppeid hev ou hiow (o answer them.

3. Mr. Meschino's bizarrs behavier toward opposing counsel In this case staried a2 year
aanier, on April 13, 2013, when he [eft & vary angty veite mall message for Plalntiff'e altornay (a
CD-ROM recording was aftached to the prior metion, and is available upon request), In which Mr.
Mesching, in a menacing and totally inappropriate voice, left ihe following messape (not onlyis the
message blzarre, but you have lo lislen o the recording to get the full understanding of how
sirange the message Is).

“Mr, Bradsky this is Michae! Meachino or maybe | should call myself Fielding

Mellish, ay long as we ace playing iittls games (ke (his first of all | don't know what

kind of equipment your using lo fax this over but #1s bean over half an hour now that -

yau hava tied up my machine. So you either get a new macnine that's in the 21°

.eantury or you elther mall this to me or you can email this lo me st

Mikadsiflamaritech.net. Join the 21* conluty Mr. Brodsky, its really interesting

whean you usg up o date office equipment. But | am not going to have my office

equipment tided up by you're sillinass in faxing & S8 page Molion for Judgement on

& Pleading thet Is taken over a half hour to just get out 16 pages. Getl a how fax

mathine M, Brodsky this is Flelding Mellish calling you my number Is 847-991-
7080" ’

4. Then, three (3) daya [ater Mr, Meachine sent an e-mail to Plaintiff's aitarneay Joel Brodsky
which stated in part "Who do you think you sra Moe Greane?".! {Exhibit “C" to attached prier
motion) Déspita the obvious threatening nature of this characterization, the true extent of Mr.
Mesching's meaning was not made clear untll just recsntly on January 28, 2013,

5. The on January 28, 2013, {his case was bafore the Court on the Plaintiffs Third Motion
For Blscovary Sanctions. The court s aware of what happenad whan we ware before the bench

{whichincluded a reference to batting Plaintiffs counael all of the monoy he mada In the “Petarasn

* Mos Greene is & fictional mafiasa sharactar in the movie the Godfather whao iz hndally
assaszinaied at the end of the movie with a gunshet threugh his eye,

3
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case")a. However, after the Court laft the bench, the fallowing occurred.

A. Mr. Meschino staried caling Plaintifis counsel “little man®, and kept repeating
thie over phrase and over untli the deputy orderad him to stop and teave the mom.
He then ignored the deputy and kept tsunting the Plaintiffs counsel with the phrase
°)le man". He then made a reference to Plaintifis counsel's brother (who is an
associate judge in Lake County, Hiinela) and connected Flaintiffs counsels brother.
10 tha “little man® comiments, Al this paint the depuly kept teling Mr. Meschino ta .
iaave, but he ignored her so the deputy callad for backup.

B. Then, Mr. Meschino told Plaintiffs counsel “he should get a shave® and that *he
needed a shave® (Fizintiffs counsel has a beard), and further ssid that saliing him
Moe firasn was 3 compiiment because Mos Sreen was not like Plaintifis atlormey,
because Plaintiffs counsel was "fat, bald and short”,

C. Al this point Mr. Meschine stated that Plaintiffs counsel was a ‘Meron® for nol
belhg able to finish this case In two (2) yaars, (forgetting that we were thate on
Pilaintiffs 3" motion e cempal Dafandants to answar discovery), and stated that ha
was Jooking forward 10 *kicking your (Plainiitfs atlorney) ass® in this case®,

D. At thiz paint, Plaintitfa altorney insthis coal {after several minutes of continueus
taunting from Mr..Mesching), and lold Mr. Meschino that he was a “low life plece of .
garbage"' and that he should leave the room ilke doputy was telling him to do.
£, Then, aftes Mr. Maschino heard thai retort from Plainliffs counsel, his face
furned baat red, he was spitling he worda Iike a man ot of contral, and Maschino
stated to Plainiiffs counsel “you sound like a tough guy, lets go outside sa l can
baat tha crap ouf of you’ and then Mr, Maschino started ranting and raving about
racent news events conceming post-trial metens in the Orew Petarson murder
cane. Atthis point the back up errlved and Mr. Meschino was escorted off tha fioor,
8. llis clear from hla year long conduct of this sage by insult, threat, #nd total lack of
chility, Mr. Maching Is unable to voluntarily control kimsell, has serious anger issues, and suffers
from & mantal liness thet causes him to act in a manner unwarthy of the license that he holds. In
short, Mr. Mesehino |8 a very stk man.
7. Plaintiffe aitomay should nol be required to suffar insulls and abuse from oppasing

gounsel wheh representing his clients whe are sesking rellef before this Gourt. The aventual

2 Thia ia not the first fimea that Mr..Mesehino tas made raference to Plaintiffs counsels
represantalion of 2 client in & high profile murder case, ead perhaps he is obsessed with the fact
that his oppesing attomey rapresented & cllent in a high profile murder case and bellaves thal this
gives him Heenea to act toward Plaintiff's counsel in # demeaning manner.

wdn
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retorts by Plalniffs altorney, made long afisr Mr. Meschine begins to Insulted him and goad Kim,
are only the expected reaclion of a reaseriable parson to the rude, abugive and ill-bread insults

belng hurdiad at him by Mr. Meschino.
B. “...n tiaijudge has ihe inherant autharity to malntain decordm and lo require Sivility of

not only the partles to the case and their atlorhays, but to wilnasses as wail.” fo v,

236 1, App. 3d 367, 380-(1l. App. Ct. 151 Dist, 1992)

. A court has the autharity to lasue an order which regulres that tha aftorneys in a pase -
sct with the appropriate dacarum. Paonly v. Kelly, 397 I App. 3d 232 (Iif. App, Cf.-‘lst Dist,

2008}

‘It i5 vertainly true thal trial attorneys should not engage I parsonal vituperation
however long, however arducus and hewaver &lose the character ol Lhe fitigation,
‘Abusa of opposing counscl ., , has no proper place in a trial.” Johhson v,

531 am, 104 Hl. App. 20 406, 410897 (I, App. Ci 2d Dist. 158 8)

{emphasis added)
10, I g case In which cerlain assistant altorney génaral office faifed to give appraptista

notica in a case the appellata court stated:

.

"For yaars courts throughout this nation have complained about the foss of civility
In the praciice of law and wondsred what they can do to reverse thls trefd, This
case provides a texthaok example of tha [ack of eivility we have complained about,
“and If we judges in {llinois tolerata m:lmduct fika this, then we have lost our moral
" authorlty 1o complain,” 1 - Corp., 257 1M, App. 3d 56D, 583 (L.
App. Ot 4th Dist. 1933) Pmsfdlng erllca Sfelgmann specially cohcurting

14, In 2 case where tha court reversed becauge of improper bahavlor of the dafendants
ettorney during the trial, {he appeliale count staled {hal sanclions (in that case reversaf of a
judgment), are appropriate even ifit effects Ihe Iawyers dlient:

“White the adversacy system of litigation -ls aliva and well, It doas not require that

couneeltecome gladiators prepared 1o fight lo the death. L is not encughfor courts

of review, bar sssociation leaders and athers lo decry the lack of civifity and fairness

In our' judiclal systern, When counse! goes beyond the rules, her cllont must

bearyomaofthe respona:bmfy for her Inaecusabls condiret.”
Anpels Hosp., 230 I'1. App. 3d ?88 (i1, App. Ct, 15t Dist. 1892) (emphasis added}

5.
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12., This Court shouid enfer an appropriate order prohibiting Mr, Meschino from acting
inapprogrately or abusing either oppssiﬁg counsal or the Plainliffs, and imposing such other
" testrictions at the Court deems At )

*A tigl properly conducted is.e dignified procedure, Counsel In the case are officers
of tha court and owe a dity to the coutt, to opposing counsel, 1o the cause of justice
and to thersalvas. Oftan in tha heat and fervar of a sharply contested trial these
standards are forgotten. Toa often they ere not anly forgotien but complately

“disregardad and dragyed in the mire. Objections properly mada are addreased to
the eourt and counsel Is enlitied lo state his reasons for his objections, but an
inlemmalory statemsnt accompanying aach objection, apparantly mads solgly for
the purpoge of prejudicing the jury, is imprepar, Abuse of oppasing counsel and
of the court has no proper place in & trial. All of these matters rest within the
contral of the trial court, and the trlal court hag the power and duty to
preserve decarum. The trial court can and should institute contempt proceadings
agalnet recaleitrant counssl and Imposo elther a fine -or jall sentance.” Elzarman
v..Béhn, 8 ill. App. 2d 263, 286-287 (Il App. CL. 1st Dist, 1958)

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray that this Geurt enter an appropiiate order sanclioning hr.

. Mes'chino. P]avaning him taken by the sheriff for a mental health examination, .prohibiting Mr.
Masching from continulng his threatening behavior and further cease his demeaning of Plaintifia
atternay, and from acting inappropriately or abusiag either opposing Eounsel or the Plaintiffs, and

Imposing such other restrictions at the Court deems fil.

Plainitffs Fahred Salemn, Mariam Salem, and

Jrough AlDaoud
P
By;
"I

» Jdel A Brodsky their Altoy,

Joal A, Brodsky

Attomey for Plaintife

8 8. Michigan Avs,

Sulte 3200 .

Chizago (lincls G003
. {312) 541-7000

Alty # 50584
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF GO‘dk‘COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT « LAW DIVISION.

. . } .
Fahred Saletm, Mariarm 8alem, and ] o = ‘
Jrough Al-Daoud ; 3 N —}— ué a} ,.,l
e
Plalntlfis ) %' oWt TT'—"
) . : ?E":.-a: ' N !:u'.')
VS, ) No. 11L7348 < EES g v
} ! "‘%"'-:"\ e Tt
Rabi Neshelwat and George Neshelwat ) ‘5\9 3g. = o0
l ) o = o
. i ) 5
")

De!'endant

MOTION FOR AN ORDER ENJO!NING CONDUCT OF
- L5 LI k

_ Now comes the Plainitfs attqmay. Joal A, Brodsky. and purauant to this Court’s inherent
authortty, moves thia Court to enter an ordar requiring thal Dar‘endant's attomey Michael A, '
Meschine caaee his threatening behavior and further cease his damean}ng:or Plaintiffs at‘tama?,
and further that né observe praper decorum in this cass, In support of this motion the Plaintifis
attorney stalss: ‘ ' '

1. a frfal judge has the inherent aytharity fo malnlain decarum and to requlie cvility of
notonly the partlas !o the case and thalr attomisys, but Io wltnesses as well” E onpfe v, gav{ﬂa.
238 lﬂ. App. 3d 367, 380 (Ili. App. CL 1st Dist. 1892) ' -

2 éh Jahuary 28, 2013, fo? tha second tlme i the last four {3} months, the Defendants
attorney, Mr. Mlehas] A. Mesehing, had to b escored from thae Courtroom of hls Courl, and the
20" floor of the C:ouﬂhouaa by sheriﬂb daputics, atter he bad losf aantrn! af hlmself and engaged
In threstering behavior,

]

.3 'Fil? first time was on October 2, 2012, when after Mr. Meschine made demeaning
comrents about the i’lalntlffs aitorna'y. Joel A. Brotsky, in front af the bench, this courf orderad

that the matter held {his case unil the end of the call. Then, after Plamliﬁ's attomay aampralned
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to the courdroom depuly that he should not have to ba dameaned like that i & courtroom, the
gdaputy asked Mr, Meschina to step inta the hallway o thal she could admonish him ta contral his
_behavior. Mr. Mesching want into the haliway and responded o the deputies admanishments by
yeling and becoming so aggressive to the depuly that the Coust hegrd the commation through the
clasaﬂ—aéi:ﬂroom doors and rulad thatthe matterbefors the court was taken under adulsament and’
would not be racalied. The deputy {or deputies) then had Io escort Mr. Meschino off tha zof" Floor
of the Daley Canter Courthause, ' '

4. Tha forgning behavior by Mr, Meschino was so alanming to Plalntiff's altorney that ha
hecame fearful of the safely of his cilents should.they have to attend any deposition taken by Mr.
Meschine in this case. (Exhibit *A”)

.. Mr, Meschino's bizarre behavior Loward opposing counset in this case started earlier,
on Aprll 13, 2013, when he lefl a very ahgry voice el m;assage for Plaintifs attornay (a CD-ROM
is aitached hereto aa Exhibit "B, with the .wav fiie playable on any computer); in which Mr, .

_Maschino,ina menacing and totally Inapproprizte vice, left the following message (not only is the
messaga bizarre, but you have to fisten to the reconding fo get the full underatanding of how
strange the message I8} _

“Mr, Brodaky this is Michael Meschina or maybe | shauld call myself Fiekding

Mallish, as lorig as we ara playing iittle gumes like this first of all 1 don't know what

Kind of aquipraent your using to fax thia aver but Its'been over haif an hour now that

your have {led up my machine. So you elther gat a new machine that's in the 21 "

contury or you elther mail this to me or you cen email lhis to me &t

Mikedali@amenitech.nel Join the 21% century Mr, Brodsky, its really Interasting

~ when ynu use up to dote office equipment. But ( am nol going to have my office
equipgment tided up by you'ra siifiness In faxing 8 58 page Maotion for Jutgement on

a Pleading that is taken over a half haur to just get out 16 pages. Get a new fax

magcé'llne Mr. Brodsky this is Flalding Mellish calling you my number is 847-881-

7880" : o '

8. Then, three (3) deys tater.Mr. Mexchino sent an e-mail to Plaintiffs altorney Joel Brodsky

2
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* which steted i part "Who do you think you are Moe c-‘:raene?‘.'.1 {Exhiblt "C"y Despits the abvieus.
throatening natura of this characterization, tha true extent of Mr, Msschinc's mc‘aﬁlng was net

made clear untll just recentty on Januery 28, 204 a.'
8, The on January 28, 2013, this case was befora-the Court on the Plalntiffs Third Matian

For Discovary Saneflons. The court Is aware of whal happened when we were hefore the banch
_ (which included arveference to betting Plaltwlffs counsel uil of the money he made in the "Peterson
cnse‘}z. Hawsver,-after the Court laft the bench, the following cccurred:

A. Mr. Mesching started calling Plainlifia counsel “Bille man?, end Kept repeating
this over phrase and over until the deputy ordered him to stop and leave the raam,
Hs then ignored the deputy and kept tauntiiig the Plaintiffs aounsel with the phrasa
“idle man”. He then mado o referenta 1o Plaintiffs counsel's brother (who is an -
assoclate judge In L.ake County, lllinois) and connected Plaintiifs counsels brother
to the “littie man” commants. At this polnt the depuly kepl telling Mr. Maschino to
(eavs, but he lghored her so the deputy called far backup, :

8, Then, Mr. Meschino told Plaintiffs counset "he-should get a shave® and that “he
nisaded 8 shave® (Plalntiffs counsel has a beard), and further sald thet cating him
Moe Green was'a compiment bestuse Mor Green was not ke Plaintiffs attomay,
hecause Plaintiffs counse! was “fat, bald and shord". -

C. At this peint Mr. Meschiro stated that Plalnlifia counsel was 8 'Moren” far not”
baing able to Anish this case In twe (2) years, (forgetting that we were there on

Plaintifa 3™ motion ta compsl Defandaite to answar discovery), and stated thatha

was looking forward to *kicking your (Piainliffs atiorney) ass” in thiz cgse”. -

. D, Atthis point, Platntiffs attomaey losthls tool (after several minutes, of continuous
teuriting from Mr, Meschin), end told R, Meachino thal bis was a “law Iife plece of
garbage® and that he should lsave the roam tike depuiy was telfing him lo do.

€. Then, after Mr. Meschine heand thet refort from Plaintiffe counsel, his faze

turned beat red, he was spifting his words fike a man out of control, dad Maschina

statad to Platntils counsel "you soundifie o tough guy, lets go ot sidesa fean’
a . beatthe crap aut of you™ and then M1, Maschino élerled ranting and raving about

1 Mier Greene is a fictional niafioso charadter in the movie the Godfather who fg brutally
assassinated af the end of the movle with a gunshet hrough his eye. )

2 This I3 not the first time that Mr. Maachine has made reference to Plaintiffe counsels
representation of &1 client in a high proflle murder cage, and perhape he is obsessed wilh the fagt
that his opposing attorney represented a clignt in a high profile murder case end betlayes thatthls
gives him licenca to act loward PlaimtifPs counsed in a demeaning manner. .

l' ’ - I . . _3"
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‘ R reesnt news events oaneam!ng' post{rial méubus in the Drew Pelerson murder
case, Althis point the back tp amived and Mr, Meschino was escorted offthe floar,

§.. Paintiff's attorney should nat be required to suffer abuss fram opposing counsa! when
represeriting his afients who are seeking rofief before this Court.
10. Acourt hae the authorty to lssus an ordarwhich raquires that the allerneys in a case

aci with the apprapriate decorum, People v. IKally, 357 lil. App. 3d 232 (ijl. App. Ct. 1St Dist..
009 . : .

“It ir cartalnly true that frial attomeys should not engage In personal vitupsration
however long, however ardutus and however close the character of the [itigatinn,
‘Abuse of opposing eounsel ., . hag no propar place in a trial™ Johog
faahatiy, 704 Il App. 2d 406, 470-411 (il App. Ct. 2d Dist. 1968)
{emp!w‘sik ddded)
. 1. n @ case In which certain asslstant attomey general offics failed to'giva approprizte
notice in a case the appellate court stated:
' *For ysara courls throughout this natian haye complained abiout the loss, of civility
In the praclice of law and weondered what {hey can do {o reverse this trerd, This
case pravides a texthook axample of the [ackof chilily we have camplained gbout,
and it we ludges in lllinois telerate conduct e this, then we hava lost our morel
authorty to somplain," People v. Conralt Corg, 257 . App. 3d 550, 563 (1.
Ap, Ct, Zth Dist. 1983) Prasiding Justioe Steigmann specially conctining
12, In o vase where the court reversed because of Improper bahavior of the ‘delfendants
attorney during the triai, ‘_the appellate court staled that sanctions (In that-csse reversal of a
judgment), are appropriate even if Il effects the lewyers ciient; '
“While the adversary systam of Iltléaﬁun is afive and wel, it does not require that
vounselbecomo gladiators prepared to fight to the death. It is ndt enough for courts

of revitw, bar asaaciation leadars and others to dacry the lack of clvllity and falrnsss
In ot fudiclel systam. When cotnsel goes bayond the rules, her cllent must .

bear some of the responsibility forher inexcusalile conduct. Rutladaey. Si.
AnpesNasg, 2301, App. 3d 788 (i, App. Gt. 1=t Dist. 1992] (emphwsls added)

13. This Coutl should enter an approprigte order proh‘lbiﬂng Mr. Mesching from acting .
inapproprigtely or abusing sither opposing t_in!.msal or the Plaintiffs, and impostng such other '

r@:;“h'intions af the Court deems fii:

4
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“Adriakproperly conducted is a dignified procsdure. Cotnael in the case are officers
of ihe court and owe a duly ta the court, to opposing counsel, to the vause of Justice
and to themeelves. Often In the heat and farver of a shamly contested iial thoee
staniddrds are forgotten. Too often they are not only forgotten bt compleately
disregarded and dragged in the mire. Objections properly made are addrassad o
the court and counsel is entitiad 1o state his reagone for his objsctions, but an
Inflammatory statement sccompanying each.objection, apparently made solaly for
the purpose of prejudicing the jury, Is Improper. Abuse of opposing caunsel and
of ibe court hag no proper piace in a trial, All of these matters rost within the
control of the frial court, and the tial ceuri has lhe power and ‘duty o
preserve decoram. The trial court can end should instiute contempt proceedings
against recalcltrant counsel and lmpose either a fine or jait gentence." Efzerman
v Balim, 8 . App. 2d 263, 286.287 (Iik. App. Ct 1st Dist. 1956)

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray that this Gourl entar an appropriate order prohititing Mr.
Maschino from continuing his threalening behavior and further tease his demeaning of Plaintiffs
sttomay, end from acting Ineappropriately or abusing elther oppoging counsal o the Plaintiffa, and

_ impasing such other restrictions at the Court daemse fit.

Plainhtffs Fahred Salsm , Marlam Balem|, and
Jrough Al-Deoud '

Jogi A, Brodeky lhefrw

Jon) A, Bredsky
Altornay for Pldintiffs
8 8. Michipan Ave,
Suile 3200

Ghicage Nincis 60803
(342) 5417000
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CIGHT BOUTH MICHITAN AVERUE
=20 FLOOR
CHICAGO, ILLINOIE GOBO3 '

@) SHT0oa
FAX (VR) Sabyzil
Joalbrodsigpesbeplcbatinet

JOBL A. BRODSEY | @ C@PY |

Naovember 16, 2012

Michaa! A, Mesehino
Attomey At Law
800 E. Northwest Highway
Stilta 558

_ Palatine IL 60074

Re: Fahred $alem, Mariam Salem and Jruugh Al-Doud v. Rabi Necheiwat and George
Nashefwat, No, 11 L 1348;

Dear Me. Maschin, |

' Pursuent to Supreme Gourl Rble 201(k), be advised that Plaintis Fahred Salem and
Mariam Salem will be available to give thelr daposiions in Cook Qounty, Hinols sterling et 12:00
roon onany ofthe following dates: December 17,2012, Ducember 26, 2012, Decembar 21, 2012,
Decsmbar 27, 2012, Dacomber 28, 2012, January 2, 2013, January 3, 2014, or Jamary 4, 2014,

Howaever, givan your behavier iniCourt, which was wilthessed by the courlroam deputy and
the Judge, {who on October 2, 2012, had tofake a mation under advisement rather than allow you
step up befora the banch), | am conoemed for my clients safety due'to your inabllity to-cantrol your
emotions, Therefore, pursuant to Supreme Soutt Rule 201 (k), the depasition of Plalntfs Fahred
Salem andMardam Salem must taka plase Ina neutral focations such as the cour reporiers office.
Most reporteirs will provide a vonferende room &t thair office =t no additional cost.  Therefore
tioslynate & court reporters office as the location for the depoaition.

" JABImg *
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TEI Michael Meschine <mikedskiqmerntach.net>
)| G CAL TS Manday, April 16, 2012 3:35 PM
Ble et jbrodsky@f;elbmdakylaw.wm
SubJetti it ot _Re: Sglgm v, Neshiwat
VoL ‘

Mr, Bmdsky When did you say anythang the first time? Who do you think you are Moe '
Oreene?

Michael A. Mesehino

From: IUE[A- Bmﬂsky <jlrods kyijo lbmds kylaw, com>
. Ta! Miichnal Muschino mike

Sent: Mon, Apri 16, 2012 3:07:50 FM

Subjact: RE; Salem v. Nestiwat

- Mr. Maschino, : ' ) .

Just so ] am clesr, let me say this age. Whlle | do not agree 1o your mquest 1wl lnform the 00urt of, your
- cenflict end your requaa't What the Court does |& up o the Court

Joel A, Brodsky
Attorney a1 Law
(312) 6‘41-7090 ]

Pte il 8V A i i Aty I 2

aubjact' RrSﬂlzrﬁv eﬁhm\'at .

3 Bmdsk)?, . .
|'naed 28 days to respond to your Motions. I will be in Kane Coumy ar9: 00 a.m. on the

17th. Do you mind qettmg a briefing schedule?
Whan can you pmduce Jrough al- Douad for his depuslhan?

Mlchael A, Masnhino

-Subjoct Salanw. Negtinal
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Andrew C. Murphy, the undersigned attorney, hereby certify that on the August 3, 2017,
I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing RESPONSE TO JOEL A. BRODSKY’S
REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE OF CERTAIN DOCUMENTS to be served all counsel of

record via the Court’s CM/ECF System

/s/ Andrew C. Murphy






