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DIRECT APPEAL 
BY ARDEN LANG 

ASSISTANT DEFENDER & 
DANIEL YUHAS 

DEPUTY DEFENDER 

IN THE APPELLATE COURT 
OF ILLINOIS, 

FOURTH DISTRICT 
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 

OF SPECIAL NOTE:  BARTON NEVER MET ARDEN LANG 
WHO DRAFTED THIS APPEAL.  IT WAS FILED ON BART’S 
BEHALF WITHOUT HIS SEEING THE DRAFT.  BARTON 
THOUGHT AT FIRST IT WAS WRITTEN BY HIS 



PROSECUTOR CHARLES REYNARD OR HIS FIRST ASSISSTANT 
STATE’S ATTORNEY TEENA GRIFFIN OR ASSISTANT STATE’S 
ATTORNEY STEPHANIE WONG SO POORLY WRITTEN IT WAS. 
BARTON WAS UPSET AND REACHED OUT TO ARDEN LANG’S 
BOSS, DANIEL YUHAS TO COMPLAIN.  THEY GOT INTO AN 
ARGUMENT.  DANIEL YUHAS UNWILLING TO MODIFY IT.  THE 
APPEAL SUBSEQUENTLY DENIED JUST AS BARTON KNEW IT 
WOULD BE.  SEE END OF THIS REPORT TO SEE BARTON’S 
DETAILED LETTER EXPLAING THE CIRCUMSTANCES 
SURROUNDING THIS APPEAL AND THE ISSUES TO BE 
ADDRESSED IN THE APPEAL  WE STRONGLY SUGGEST HIS 
LETTER BE READ FIRST PRIOR TO READING THE APPEAL AND 
SUBSEQUENT DECISION BY THE APPEALS COURT ITSELF.   

BART WRITES:  “When reading my original direct appeal brief 
enclosed you can probably recognize the tell-tale character of it as 
something I initially thought was actually written by prosecutors and 
then passed off as authored by my appellate defender.  Tacitly meant to 
appear as if in genuine defense of me.  I thought it instead added yet 
more weight to everyone’s obsession with to exclude Misook’s 
involvement in Christina’s death.  So poorly written and argued (and 
limited solely to the issue of the suppression of Misook-related 
evidence) I didn’t believe that it was written by my appellate defender.  
When I contacted Arden Lang by phone she assured me that the 
appellate brief was legit, was hers, and was a genuine effort to get my 
(wrongful) conviction reversed.  I then contacted her boss, Daniel 
Yuhas, who also was adamant in vouching for the legitimacy of the 
brief, refusing to rescind it and replace it with something more 
persuasive… and coherent.  Worse, in gross conflict with the (token and 
tacit) intent of the brief, Yuhas then was adamant in his effort to assure 
me that Misook was wholly innocent of any involvement in Christina’s 
death, as if Misook was his own sister or something.  I couldn’t believe 
my ears.” 



NOTE:   THIS APPEAL WAS REJECTED BY THE 
APPEALS COURT IN OCTOBER 2021.  BART THEN 
APPEALED THEIR DECISION WHICH THE COURT 
AGAIN REJECTED.  ON APRIL 3, 2002, THE ILLINOIS 
SUPREME COURT DECIDED AGAINST HEARING IT. 

BARTON'S CASE HAS NEVER BEEN BEFORE THE 
ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT.



• 

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. 

THE TRIAL COURT'S RULING PRECLUDING THE DEFENSE OF 
PRESENTING EVIDENCE THAT MISOOK NOWLIN, AND NOT THE 
DEFENDANT, COMMITTED THE MURDER, DEPRIVED BARTON 
MCNEIL OF HIS 5TH AND 14TH AMENDMENT RIGHTS TO PRESENT A 
DEFENSE. 
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Arden, why not cite the court record:  "she also said that she 
couldn't breath, and her mother said, "I will -- I will kill you tonight"
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• 

• 

• 

• 

the trial court believed that Mr. McNeil qualified for a natural life sentence under 730 ILCS 

5/5-8-1 (a)(1 )(b), it is unclear from the record whether the trial court understood the 

burden of proof required for a finding of brutal and heinous behavior. 

Because Public Act 89-203 has been declared unconstitutional as violative of the 

single-subject rule, and because the trial court failed to exercise its discretion under 730 

ILCS 5/5-8-1 (a)(1 )(b), this Court should enter an order vacating the natural life sentence 

and remanding the cause for a new sentencing hearing pursuant to 730 ILCS 5/5-8-

1 (a)( 1 )(c)(ii) (West 1998). 
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THIS LETTER WAS WRITTEN SOON AFTER BARTON 
RECEIVED THE FILING AND COMPLAINED TO 
ARDEN LANG HERSELF VIA A PHONE CALL.  

HE THEN REQUESTED TO SPEAK TO HER 
SUPERVISOR COMPLAINING TO HER BOSS, DEPUTY 
DEFENDER DANIEL YUHAS



FILED SEPTEMBER 2000 

CHARLES REYNARD 
& STATE’S  

RESPONSE TO 
BARTON’S APPEAL  

IN THE 4TH DISTRICT 
APPELLATE COURT OF 

ILLINOIS 



. .

f 

NO. 4-99-0679

IN THE 

APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS 

FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 

Appeal from the Circuit Court of 
the Eleventh Judicial Circuit 
McLean County, Illinois 

vs. 

BARTON M. McNEIL, 

Defendant-Appellant. 

No. 98-CF-633 

Honorable 
G. Michael Prall
Judge Presiding.

BRIEF AND ARGUMENT FOR PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE 
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Charles G. Reynard 
State's Attorney 
McLean County Law and Justice Center 
104 West Front Street 
Bloomington, Illinois 61701 

Norbert J. Goetten 
Director 
Robert J. Biderman 
Deputy Director 
Linda Susan McClain 
Staff Attorney 
State's Attorneys Appellate 

Prosecutor 
725 South Second Street 
Springfield, Illinois 62704 
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THIS SECOND LETTER OF 
APOLOGY WRITTEN 
APPROXIMATELY SEVEN MONTHS
BEFORE THE 4TH DISTRICT 
RENDERED ITS VERDICT



OCTOBER 24, 2001 

APPEAL 
DECISION 

IN THE APPELLATE COURT 
OF ILLINOIS, 

FOURTH DISTRICT 
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 

BY JUDGES 
JAMES KNECHT, P.J. 

STEIGMANN, J. TURNER 



Jus ce James A. Knecht. James A. Knecht was born in Lincoln in 1944. He was 
educated at Illinois State University (ISU) and the University Of Illinois College Of 
Law, gradua ng with honors in 1973. He was an editor of the Law Review and a 
member of the Order of the Coif. He served as a law clerk to Illinois Supreme Court 
Jus ce Robert C. Underwood (1973-74), as an Associate Circuit Judge (1975-78) and 
as a Circuit Judge (1978-86) before being elected to the Fourth District Appellate 
Court in 1986. Judge Knecht is chair of the Appellate Court Administra ve 
Commi ee. He is a member of the Illinois State and McLean County Bar 
Associa ons, the American Judicature Society, the Illinois Judges' Associa on, the 
Appellate Lawyers Associa on, and is a fellow of the Illinois Bar Founda on. He is a 
member of the Board of Directors of the ISU Founda on Board and the Ins tute for 
Collabora ve Solu ons. He serves on the Illinois Family Violence Coordina ng 
Council and on the Na onal Advisory Board of the Corporate Alliance To End 
Partner Violence. He has been an adjunct professor at ISU since 1977 and at the 
University Of Illinois College Of Law since 1994. Judge Knecht is the cofounder and 
was the charter president of the Robert C. Underwood Inn of Co 

Robert J. Steigmann (P.J.) received two degrees from the University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champaign, a B.S. in 1965, and a J.D. in 1968. From 1968 to 1969, he was a 
staff a orney with the Illinois Legisla ve Reference Bureau, the bill dra ing agency 
of the Illinois General Assembly. From May 1969 to June 1971, he served as an 
Assistant State’s A orney in Sangamon County (Springfield), Illinois, and from June 
1971 to December 1976, he served as an Assistant State’s A orney in Champaign 
County (Urbana). 

In 1976, Judge Steigmann was elected circuit judge for the Sixth Judicial Circuit. As 
a circuit judge, he spent the great majority of his me holding court in Champaign 
County, where his caseload consisted primarily of felony and juvenile delinquency 
cases. In July 1989, the Illinois Supreme Court assigned Judge Steigmann to serve 
as a jus ce on the Fourth District Appellate Court. In November 1994, Judge 
Steigmann was elected to that court and was retained for 10-year terms in 2004 
and 2014. 

Judge Steigmann has been a frequent lecturer and writer on the subjects of criminal 
law, criminal procedure, juvenile law, and the rules of evidence. He co-authored 
Illinois Eviden ary Founda ons (2d ed.) (Michie 1997) and the three-volume 
trea se, Illinois Evidence Manual (4th ed.) (West Group 2006), which he updates 
annually. He served four years (1992-96) as Chairman of the Illinois Supreme Court 



Commi ee on Pa ern Jury Instruc ons in Criminal Cases. He also serves as an 
adjunct faculty member at the University of Illinois College of Law, teaching Illinois 
evidence and civil procedure. From 1997 through 1999, he served as a faculty 
member of the New York University Law School Ins tute of Judicial Administra on, 
making presenta ons to new judges on courts of review. 

The Associa on of Government A orneys in Capital Li ga on (the na onal death 
penalty prosecutors’ associa on) has twice asked Judge Steigmann to address its 
na onal conven on (1999 in Chicago and 2000 in Denver) about how prosecutors 
should make and protect the trial court record in capital cases. 

John W. Turner (Illinois 4th District Appellate Court) 

 Nonpar san 

Bachelor's - University of Illinois, 1978 
Law - DePaul University College of Law, 1981 

John W. Turner is a former jus ce on the Illinois Fourth District Appellate Court. 
He was appointed to this posi on in June of 2001 and was elected to a full term 
the following year.[1] He was retained in 2012 and his current term ended 
on December 4, 2022. 

Judge Turner worked as a Logan County Public Defender from 1984 to 1987. 
During this me, he also worked as a private prac ce lawyer. He was elected a 



Logan County State's A orney in 1988 and served in this posi on un l 1994, when 
he was elected to the Illinois House of Representa ves. He served as a state 
representa ve and a private prac ce lawyer un l his appointment to the 
Appellate Court in 2001.  In 2022 John W. Turner did not file to run for reten on. 









Christina's death, Nowlin called a friend to tell of the death 

and asked "You don't think I did it, do you?" and also stated if 

defendant had not left her, Christina's death would not have 

happened. 

Nowlin and defendant had dinner on the night of June 15 

at Avanti's restaurant. Nowlin went back to her apartment after 

that and a friend of hers came over. They were joined by another 

friend and the three went out to play billiards. They returned 

to Nowlin•s apartment between 9:30 and 10 p.m. The friends left 

and Nowlin remained home after asking one of the friends to go to 

defendant's apartment with her. The friend refused and advised 

Nowlin not to go either. 

Other evidence included the fact Nowlin was the subject 

of an Illinois Department of Children and Family Services report 

of abuse to her own daughter in September 1998, three months 

after Christina's death, in which she beat her daughter with a 

wooden paper towel bar, held her hand over the girl's mouth and 

nose, and told her she would kill her. The cause of death for 

Christina was asphyxiation and suffocation. 

Physical evidence of a possible intruder in defendant's 

apartment included the fact the screen in the only window in the 

bedroom where Christina's body was found had holes in the corner. 

Smudges were found both inside and outside the apartment near the 

window frame. Although attempts were made to obtain finger

prints from the smudges, none were found. Defendant claimed a 

window fan found in the bedroom was usually in the window. The 

owner of the apartment complex walks by the sidewalk near the 

torn screen at least once a week and did not recall a hole in the 
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BARTON MCNEIL 

EXPLAINS HIS 
DIRECT APPEAL IN 

DETAIL. 
 

HOW IT CAME TO 
EXIST. 

   
HOW IT WAS 

DESTINED TO FAIL. 

















FILED NOVEMBER 2001 

BARTON MCNEIL 
DOES NOT GIVE UP. 

HIS APPEAL TO 
HAVE THE APPEALS 
COURT RE-REVIEW 

ITS DECISION 

Barton analyzes court  
Precedents used by the appeals court to affirm his 

wrongful conviction 

(ALSO DENIED) 

















THIS SUBSEQUENT APPEAL TO HAVE THE 4TH RECONSDER
ITS DECISION WAS ALSO DENIED.

OF THE CASES CITED IN THE 4TH DISTRICT'S DECISION, 
TWO WERE LATER REVERSED
WITH THE DEFENDENT'S RELEASED.

ONE CASE CITED AS ILLINOIS CASE LAW
WAS DONALD WHALEN WHOSE
CASE WAS ALSO BEFORE CHARLES REYNARD
HE HAD BEEN WRONGFULLY CONVICTED PRIOR 
TO BARTON WITH HIS CASE THEN CITED
IN SUPPORT OF THE 4TH DISTRICT'S DENIAL.

THE OTHER CASE INVOLVING THE PEOPLE VS. ENIS.
ENIS WAS A PERSON WHO BARTON SHARED HIS CELL 
WITH.  ENIS NOW WRITES
FOR A PRISONER RELATED NEWSLETTER.

SO TWO OF THE CASE LAWS THAT EXISTED IN 2001 WHEN
THE 4TH APPELLATE DISTRICT MADE ITS
DECISION, NO LONGER EXIST

TOO BAD FOR BARTON MCNEIL

SO TOO WAS THE ALLOWANCE THAT PUBLIC DEFENDER
TRACY SMITH, WHO NEVER BEFORE BEING ASSIGNED
BARTON'S CASE WAS A LEAD ATTORNEY ON A MURDER 
CASE, COULD SERVE AS LEAD ATTORNEY.  FOLLOWING
BARTON'S WRONGFUL CONVICTION, THE ILLINOIS
STATE LEGILATURE PUT INTO PLACE A LAW THAT
REQUIRES ANY PUBLICLY ASSIGNED DEFENDER FOR A 
MURDER DEFENDENT TO HAVE PRIOR LEAD MURDER 
TRIAL EXPERIENCE.

AGAIN TOO BAD FOR BARTON MCNEIL.



KNOWN AS THE END OF THE LINE  ON THIS 
IMPORTANT APPEAL
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