OFFZICE Or PROr=ZSSIONLL STENDARDS 02 November 1850

TO: LeRcyv MartzIn
Superintendent of Pclice
IROM: ‘Gaylz Shines
Chief Acdministratcr
Cffica cf Professicnal Standaxzis
SUZJ=ZCT: Sgecizl Prcject Conclusicn Repcres
(The 3urge Investicatien)

On 27 March 19290, OPS Investicators Francine Sanders®
and Mickzel CGoldston were assigned to re~investicziz the
allecaticns, czztursed under CRy 123543, that excessive fcrce had
besn used zcezinst Andrew Wilson in Februiary 182, while he was in
the custcdy cf 2rea 2 personnel Ifor the ourders of Chicaco Pclice
Officers Trzhav and O'2rien. One cf the named accused cifficars
was Jcn 3urce, wno was &t that tize a lieutsnant at Arsa 2.

An zdditional partc of this assicnment was t=
determine if thers was systematic abusz a2t Arsa 2 durinc that
period, and if sc, to determine the culperility, if zny, cof area
2 Com=ahd Ferscnnel.

investiczticn fc : 3 Tz E
Wilscn's alleced =istrsatzent, and her reporc and findings ar
ccntained in tte second secticn of this binder.

Bcth Investicatcrs have dene a masteriul jcb of
marshalling the facts 1n this intensive and extensive project
and thelr ccnclusions are compelling.
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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 28 SEPTEMBER 15990

TO: Chief Administrator

Office of Professional Standards,
FROM: Investigator Michael GOLDSTON, Star #73
SUBJECT: Special Project Conclusion Report.

As directed, this report is being submitted to
present the result of my collection and analysis of available
information in the course of the above captioned project.

I used a variety of sources ¢to obtain and
corroborate data. As usual, some sources were more reliable than
others. The article House Of Screams which appeared in the
Chicago Reader served as a sound starting point. The names which
appeared in that article also figured prominently in my research.
The City's Corporation Counsel files provided a wealth of
material that I used to identify individuals as well as verify or

augment information on previously identified individuals. Two
sources for which I originally had high hopes proved to be
disappointments. The People's Law Office contributed a number

of names, but offered 1little in the way of supporting
information. The Public Defender's Office, which I understood
had a database of cases relevant to this project, was also of
little help. 1In fact, that office did not have such a database
and any research had to be conducted by hand. Even then, there
was no guarantee that all pertinent information on an individual
would be available since their files are cannibalized for their
purposes. When those purposes are served, the files are often
not reconstructed.

My first order of business was to start a
computer database of individuals who came to my attention as
alleged victims. I have submitted printouts of that database in
the past with status reports. In the interim, I have modified
the database to reflect truly germane data. Previously,
witnesses were included as individual records. Now they appear
in a new column entitled " (WITNESS(ES)"™ as part of the
appropriate record for the alleged victinm. All available
information is recorded in the database, but for some individuals
there was a distinct dearth of information. Those cases account
for the gaps in the database. As part of this report, I am
including a printout of the modified database in two forms;
sorted alphabetically, and, by date of the alleged incident.
Ongoing research during this project resulted in the
identification of some alleged incidents which did not involve
Area 2 personnel. Those have been om the database.
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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 28 SEPTEMBER 1990
SPECIAL PROJECT CONCILUSION REPORT PAGE 2

I have also created individual files in this
office for each individual identified. Those files have been
updated as additional information has become available. The
types of documents that are part of the individual files include,
but are not 1limited to; CR investigative files, Detective
Division reports, Arrest Reports, Criminal Histories,
depositions, court transcripts, and medical records.

At your direction, I conducted an "intersection
study" to determine the identity of individuals who met certain
criteria. The result of that study appears as a separate index
of this report. Information that has been added since the last
submission of the "intersection study" report is indicated in
highlighted and bracketed form. An updated version of the grid
which accompanied the previous report is included also.

In the process of analyzing the data produced
during this endeavor, credibility of the individuals and sources

was paramount. The credibility of some individuals was suspect
as a result of their relationships to other individuals (gang
affiliation, shared criminal history, familial, etcetera). There

were also a number of individuals who were contacted by the
People's Law Office. The manner in which the PLO broached the
subject of abuse in these cases is questionable. There were
examples of their representatives initiating the contact by
relating the nature of their business, which would include
information that some other individual alleged physical abuse at
the hands of Commander BURGE for example. The next question
asked would be, "Were you ever physically abused by Jon BURGE?"
BURGE had some contact with practically each person with whom the
PIO spoke and each had, at the 1least, been suspected of
committing a serious offense. Taking these facts into
consideration, any response by these individuals had to be taken
with the proverbial grain of salt. Others were quite credible as
a result of how they related what allegedly happened to them and
being supported by corroborating evidence such as medical
records. In fact, some individuals were so credible that civil
suits filed by them resulted in settlements. In one case, a
conviction was reversed based on information given in a motion to
suppress which had originally been denied.

Ultimately, an opinion must be posited based on
the two qguestions that initiated this project. The first being,
"Is there evidence that personnel assigned to Area 2 are guilty
as regards the practice of systematic abuse of individuals in

their custody?" The second is, "If such systematic abuse did
occur, is there evidence thay a 2 command personnel were aware
of such abuse and condoned sapg’ ENTTAL.
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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 28 SEPTEMBER 1990
SPECIAL PROJECT CONCLUSION REPORT PAGE 3

In the matter of alleged physical abuse, the
preponderance of the evidence is that abuse did occur and that it
was systematic. The time span involved covers more than ten
years. The type of abuse described was not limited to the usual
beating, but went into such esoteric areas as psychological
techniques and planned torture. The evidence presented by some
individuals convinced juries and appellate courts that personnel
assigned to Area 2 engaged in methodical abuse.

The number of incidents in which an Area 2 command
member 1is identified as an accused can 1lead to only one
conclusion. Particular command members were aware of the
systematic abuse and perpetuated it either by actively
participating in same or failing to take any action to bring it
to an end. This conclusion is also supported by the number of
incidents in which the Area 2 offices are named as the location
of the abuse.

The essence of this report is included as a number
of appendices:

Appendix A - Sources (names of individuals on whom
information was obtained listed beneath source)

Appendix B - Database Spreadsheet (sorted in alpha
order by name of victim)

Appendix C - Database Spreadsheet (sorted in order
by Date of Incident)

Appendix D - Intersection Study

Appendix E - Intersection Grid

Coy
Appendix F - Statistical An?#ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁfIAl” DOCUMEH?‘PRODUC“L

Investigator Michael GOLDSTON, #73

APPROVED:

Leonard BENEFICO
Coordinator of Operations
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__APPEMDIX A - SOURCES

KEADER ARTICLE

BANKS _bregory
BROUN Roy
CANNON, Darrell

“NOT1ON/SUPPRESS-WIL 1T

PLAINTIFF*S PROFFER”

NARTIN, Derrick

IRAYLOR, Donneil

MLLER, Dorks™

ADKINS, Phillip

BROWN, Roy

BANKS, Gregory -

ADKINS, Pniille
BANKS, “Eregory
BROUN, Roy

COLLINS, Hovasrd

BROWK, Madison ANTHORY, Dvight

HOLNES; "Anthony
JONES, Melvin

BROUK,” Roy
HARRIS, Roger

BROUN, nadison
BULLOCK, Ronnie

ADKINS, Phillle

e BANK 3 e 90 g
CANNON, Darrell @ e ~

" POREE, Lawrence

STUCKEY, Pearlle

TTIORNSON, Michael  WHITE, ‘Donatd” T T T LAMNON, DarrelT . COLLINS,THGVEFG  JOHNSON,TMIChSEI T JACKSON.Ronald COUL TER;™ Andre - HOLRESi~Anthony——=>- -
JINES, Relvin UILSOH, Andrev COLLINS, Hovard GOLDEN, Raraond LEUTS, James JOHNSON, ualter DAYIEL, James Sr. 8 oQ O "
T HILAN, Larry VILSON, Jackie™ SOLDEN, Rayaond " HOLHES; LER PORCA; RN ITE NILAN, "Torry HALL;™Anthony qm%:————o
__MLLER, Doris A HOLNES, Anthony JOHNSON, UWaller POREE, Lawrence NILLER, Deoris HARR1S, Ho2y e P o= —
" PoRch, uitlie HOLRES, Lee 77— 7 TKIDD Léonard” POMELL;™ Béofge SNITH, “Alvin HARRIS, Roger O —
__POUELL, George JOHHSON, Nichael LEUTS, Jemes WILSON, Andrev WILSON, Andrew HARRLS, Terry N a b
T uHiTE, Donald T0HNSON, Waltef HAHAFFEY, Jerry VILSON,~Ja¢K 16 ™—""""30RDAN; Nors =)
__UILSOK, Andrev JONES, Relvin NAHAFFEY, Reotnald 1155, Thosas E% iﬁ
UILSON, Jackie Kiob, Teonard HILAN, Tarry nike;—Paul Sags) =
LEWIS, James ORANGE, Lswrence NORGAN, Solomon (s E;;
RAHAFFEY, "Jrry PINEX; RITERiG PHILLIPS,u{ 12w et -
MAHAFFEY, Reginald ‘PORCH, Willie SHLIH, Alvin E :5—)1
nILAN, Carry” T POREE; TaurEAce ST10KES, WlLITe -
NILLER, Dorls THONPSON, Timothy &)

ORANGE, Lawrence
PORCH, Wiliie

THONPSON, Tony

POMELL, George

THONPSON, ™ 1aotRy
THOMPSON, Tony

TTTRILSON, lackle

IRAYLOR, "DonneTT
WILSON, Andrew

_"ALL INDIVIDUALS INDICATED UNDER OTHER SOUR(ES ARE ALSO REFRESENIED L] (ORP COUNSEL FILES
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ADKINS, PRillip oy MALE BLACK 06 SEF (9 148-997 GRAHAH A-82878 3152-40-8389 v b4
T ANINONY, Duight *D06” vicrim HALE BLACK 25 0c1 57 §99-287 T/ = EJ
_BANKS, Gregors TATE, Xevin vICTin HALE BLACK 26 SEP 63 591-438 20
~Z BROMN, Madison viciin HALE BUACK o -
BROUN, Ros Uade BLANDON, Roy/BRONSON, RoyVICTIN HALE BLACK 05 0T 62 589-308 349-62-8847 O
N BULLOCK, Ronnfe VICITH T haLE BLACK 13 001755 121648 RENARD K=9011 W22 a
_ CANNON, Dorrell viCIIn HALE BLACK 19 SEP 19 222-668 401592 w-w-0n ., m—z
COLLINS, Hovard viciin HALE BLACK 13T 82 177562 S o i
"\ COULTER, Andre viciin MALE BLACK 18 MAR 60 545-223 < B
DANTEL, Jones ir, VICTin WALE BLACK e 2 5
_GOLDEN, Rarsond 0O victn MALE BLACK 20 JUN 52 320-097 _2_1.;,‘
“THALL, Anthony *COOLTE" viciin’ MALE BLACK 12 nov £0/287Aus 85 535-Tii/e08-09i 3675675708 [ 5 B
THARRIS, Wory viciin HALE BLACK a5 oV 61 631-128 sis-ei-s009 3 in 52
iuasis, Roger wétin~ mii i = T
_ HARRIS, Terry VICTIN HALE BLACK 04 SEP 61 604-242 €CJ B44-2429 DLI H-620-8126F s’EL
HOLMES, Anthony “SATAN vicTIn HALE BLACK o1 DEC T8 14-388° (&N
__HOLMES, Lee  MCGEE, Darryi victin ALE BLACK 25 MAY 57 117-297 O
HOWARD, Stanler " SANDERS, Don victin naLE BLACK b6 SEF 82 03-¥6i ISTBITUS e
__JACKSOW, Ronald _ victin HALE BLACX .
JOHNSON, Nichael “DICE", "PARADISE® victin HALE BLACK 07 MAR 53 266-149 759-18-5068 -
JOHNSON, Waller "CO0L BREEZE® vicTin HALE BLACK 08 ocT 65 159-68-7832
Joﬁié"hemn TR et T T T T vicie NALE BLACK i WOV B 280229 F81 083713536
™ JOKDAN, Nor 4 victin FENALE BLACK 18 FEB 53 £36-076
k100, Leonard - T i T T T e BLACK (TR 522-5M -
+LEIS, Jases viciin nALE BLACK 21 HOV 48 $9-125
SUISS, Theaas T T T T it T T miE uniié b9 56730 7582147
__AHAFFEY, Jerry R055, Jerry/lerone/Rsvit VICTIN HALE BLACK 02 JAN St B-590 321-54-9287
" HAHAFFEY, Reginald T T 1T WALE BLACK o1 JUN 53 LFINTI FIIIEY 3127589700
_MKE, Faul o vicin ALE BLACK o1 MY 58 137-586 335-54-8770
TRILAN, Larry *SHIEx® victin MALE BLACK IRITES 231568
__PILLER, Doris_ o VICTIN/UTINESS FENALE BLACK 16w 3
HUAIN, Shadeed TRANSEY, George vicim MALE BLACK -
=~ NASH, Ronald victin NALE BLACK
TORANGE, Lawrence vitiin MALE BLACK 700 51 310-837
FHILLIPS, willlaa victn HALE BLACK
T OPINEX, Atfonze’ T T T T TAME BLACK Of AUG 8Y T T Tha0-M7T T T T T
PORCH, Wiitle CHILLIE viCTIn MLE BLACK DY MAR 54 523-539 J18-18-0731
“POREE, Lavrence JANES, “Edward T vitimT MALE BLACK 2 ARRTYS 59:389
POMELL, George victin HALE BLACK 30 Jun 54 33-358
STSHITH, Alvin vicrm HALE BUATK -
STOKES, willle VICTIH MALE BLACK 12 DEC 36 2148 B L o
SIUCKEY, Peartie vicTin T Treme T BLACK 2MN ST T T T e o -
THOMPSON, Tinothy vicim HALE BLACK 03 0EC 53 k=946 355-50-4907 .
"TIHONPSON, Tony VIETIN MiLE BLACK 01 5tF 56 5352912
IRATLOR, Donnel) vICHN ALE BLACK 18 0¢1 ¢ 633-809
WHITE, Donatd’ XOIAXT, SKT BOAT® viciin HALE BLACK 20 KOV 60 333302
PUTMIBON, Leontine __WIeWW__ __ ___ FEMME__ BLACK 0y DEC 4y _ __ e - . e
VILSON, Andrew “JOSEPH®, “TONY', “GINO® VICTIN MALE BLACK 64 0CT 52 252-120 820-6120
' _WILSON, Jackie  __ "ROBERI’, “BUBBLES’ vicnin _ MALE BLACK Wlweo o s0w-so0 ___  PORTIAC A-94126 336-62-7831 I
T T o T e BLACK 07 0K & 263-53 oLY us23:4204-7812

APPENDIX B - SPREADSHEEI | ORDER BY VICTIN NAME

ALTASES/NICKNANES

STATUS
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DOC NUNBER
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APPENDIX B - SPREADSHEET / ORDER BY VICIIN NARE 2
=E a
NARE FINDING ARREST 405 LOA CHARGE CB R0 OTHER POS am .
- = ===l::xl=!=:=!:ltl:l::I===:==::‘.':::::::::::::l!:E::Z:‘-‘!:l:::::2:::!:!!:::::::l::::l:::::l::ll::::::::l::::::lllll::::l::::::::::::::l: ﬁ::c___.. —-—;-—-\!
- —
o m
__ADKINS, Phillle NOT_SUSTAINED 07 JUN Bt YUC, DIG, LOTITO, BOFFO 812 W, GARFIELD ARNED ROBBERY 7130-3033 £-206-057 c >
ANIHONY, Dwight s qu
__BANKS, Gregory NOT_SUSTAINED 28 0C1 13 GALLAGHER, EGAN 253 4. 98TH ST AURDER £973-3031 £-(06-011 NUNEROUS A2 PERSORNEG !
BROMN, Madison T3 m e
BKOUN, Roy uade ONA DNA DNA DNA DNA D-04-364 S|
TBULLOCK, Ronnie EXONERATED/NOT SUSTATNED 05 MAY 83 KICK, PHELAN, O'H, D10 727 E. 111TH [ST) KIDJAG6 SEX ASSAWLT 830016 £2095-308 O os)_r‘ -
__CAKNON, Darrell UNF GUNDED /NOT SUSTAINED 02 MOV 83 BYRNE, D16, EI AL 2448 5. KINGSION URDER £975-906 E-401-854 n o
TCOLLINS, Hovard - 02 DEC 73 BURGE ARHED ROBBERY 1966856 e
COULTER, Andre W10
“TDARIEL, Janes Sr. NOT SUSTATNED N
GOLOEN, Raraond 28 SEP 79 BURGE, GORMAN, ET AL 807 W. SIST PL ROBRERY/ATIENPT MURDER  5643-822 A-369-188 £, a
“HALL, Anthonr DNA T DKA oNA DA B-044=36d S -
__HARRIS, Hoty 5
HARRI—S-—Roﬁer L—J rq o
HARRLS, Terry HOT_SUSTAINED 29 0cl B4 BI 661 7900 5. CARPENIER AURDER 722-8673 F-(13-887 BURGE, ET AL (.0 b [d]
HOLMES, AnLhony 29 MY 13 PIENTA ROBBERT 1816-168 Ry
HOLMES, Lee NOT SUSTAINED 10 SEP 82 DIGNAN RAPE 6603-909 o
“HOUARD, Stanley  MOI SUSTAINED 01 Nov &1 AREA 2 (VARTOUS) 3958 5. CARPENIER RAPE ¥236-43d T-109:217 > "
__JACKSON, Ranald N 8STH/DANER DISURDERLY COMDUCT o
JOHNSON, Mlchael NOT SUSTAINED DNA DNA DNA ONA DA B-195-741
JOHNSON, Walter UNF OUNDED/ DNA DNA DNA ONA DNA D-0¢4-364
“TIONES, Helvin 057 Fis 82 FL00D, NCGUTRE 2101 5. RICHIGAR o BI-TI0 D=041-709 BORGE
JORDAK, Nora NOI SUSTAINED/UNFOUNDED 02 JAW 85 TERRAZAS NADTSON/HAL STED SOLICHTING 2261524
K10, Leonard o B R TN T fLooo " T HURDER ™~ 202317
LEWIS, Jases 07 Nov 21/17 MAY 29 HOXE /HOKE NURDER/ROBBERY 3410-133
TLISS, Thonss UNF DUNDED 1yoct 88T pov, R1210 2633 W, FARNELL GANBLING 485-00¢ 5728858 -
PAHAFFEY, Jerry 02 SEP ) BYRNE, Yug, ET AL 1126 5. TNDIANA HURDER 6926-822
MAHAFFEY, Reglnald 02 SEP 83 YUC, BYRNE, ET AL Y530 W, 13TH7FL HORDER 928753 -
H![g___hul o
NILAN, Larry DA DNA DA DNA DNA D-044-364
__RILLER, Doris DNA DNA ONA ONA DNA 0-044-38 HILL
“HUNIN, Shadeed 30 0cT 88 T i
KASH, Ronald
" ORANGE, Lavrence 12 JAN & FLO0D HURDER 7023-918
PHILLIPS, W111{sn —
T PINEX, Altonzo THOTSUE TUNFINOT ST 28TJuN a8 T SNITH, BURRELL T022] 7T W, S0TH PL NURDER AR BBy T T T ACE, DT6, MW, MADIGAN T T
PORCH, uillle 28 SEP 79 BURGE, GORMAN, ET AL ROBBERY/ATIENPT MUROER  5643-871 A-369-384
“POREE, Lawrence T 077AUe 29T T T UAGNER T008) T T TTRRHED ‘ROBBERY 7 T 5595-3%9 — —
POMELL, Seorge NOT SUSTAINED 23 SEP 19 URDER Se3e-170 .
SAITH, Alvin
S10KES, uillle NOT SUSTAINED _
siucm, Pearlie UNFOUNDED ™~~~ e
1HONPSON, 1inothy 28 SEF 79 _00sTH DIST 7836 5. HONORE ROBBERY/ATTENPT HURDER _ $643-87) A-369-388
THONESON, Tony 2 S5EP 79 " oostn oI5t 7910 & HONORE ROBRERY/ATTENPT WURDER — 5813-2i8 BT
IRAYLOR, Donnell DNA DNA DNA ONA DNA D-04-384
"TUHINE, Donald OPEN 12 FEB 82 T 2401 5. CARPENIER SUSPICTONJRURDER PRI RTY
__YILBON, Leont!ne . NOT SUSTAINED ) 08 APR 36-WILBON, AugustoNCH, BYRNE, YUC, LOTIIO 10622 3, MICHIGAN ARNED ROBBERY 785-5982 H-118-377 — I
WILSON, Andrew NOT SUSIAINED W m BURGE, 0'HARA, MCKENNA 5301 W. JACKSON HURDER 636-7356 9-04i-38d 0" HARA, NCKENNA™
UILSON, Jackie 1 FER 82 BAIEY {710}, ET AL $157 5. PRAIRIE HURDER 636-6083 D-044-364 o e
TUINSTON, Jesse UNFOUNDED 20 AR 38 T HCNALLY, DO, O'ROURKE 11215, SIAIE MURDER 1318-818 §-100°179/E-102-869 GRUNHARD, BYRNE
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_APPENDIX 8 - SPREADSHEET / ORDER 8Y VICIIM NAME

NANE GANG AFFILTATTON 0ol Lot ACCUSED ALLEGATIONS INJURY NEDICAL TREATRER] CRUJDATE
___Efs:’fs':’:'-fE?E?EE=llll:l!ll‘.3:32I-I-II.ZlllllllI:l.lllllll:llllll‘lllllllll’llllllllllll!lll-l-l‘l:,llf}x:f:ff:fff?f. """" fi?llfft::
__ADKINS, PRllle 07 JuN & AREA 2 LOT110, BOFFO BEALING YES YES/RECORD 14220111 3N0VAL a_m
ANTHORY, Duight UNIDENTIFIED et ol
__BANXS, bregory 29 001 83 AREA 2 BYRNE, DIGNAN, GRUNHARD WEAPON, BAGGING, BEATING YES YES/RECORD 134947/ 15H0V8) SR
BROWN, Nadison UNTDERTIFIED e e e . e et 2 .
__ BROUN, Roy Wade __ BLACK GSIER DISCIPLES _ 09 FES 82 AREA 1 UNTDENTIFLED BEATIHG, BAGGING YES YES/RECORD 1U/IFER 2 O
BULLOCK, Ronnle 05 MAY A3 AREA 2 HICK, PHELAN, 0"H, DI0  HARASSHEN] bai ONA " 1S1834/1430L86(1AD) ™ )
_ CAWKOK, Darrell  EL RUKK 02 KoV 83 T445 5. KINGSION, UNKNOWNBYR, D16, GRUN, GOR, 805 SHOCK, NEAPON, BEAIING _YES YES/RECORD 134223/07H0v83 E‘iE
COLLINS, Hovard CPD VEHICLE, AREA 2 BURGE, HOKE WEAFON, HANGING YEs - T .
__quglgg Andre UHIDENTIFIED Ed
DANIEL, Janes 5. T4 0N 83 8601 S. BiSHoP BURGE, DHY, NAS, BASILE HARASSHENT DNA DNA 155072 709RARBITTAD Be
_GOLOEW, Ragmond 29 5P 19 AREA 2 BURGE WEAPON, BEAIING O E+
"THALL, Anthony BLACK 6°STER DISCIPLES - UnioewtiFtes o'oﬁ
_WARRIS, Hotr o UNIDENTIF1ED Am
HARRIS, Roger 13 FEB 82 83RD 8§ WESTERN UNTDENTIF IED BEATING 3] Tes7 mrmnmm‘_“?“a“- i
HAKRIS, lerry o 29 001 8 ) AREA 2 “WILSON CHOXING, THREATS ) DNA 150921/23NAY88 ﬁ EO -~
HOLMES, Anthony ROYAL FANILY 30 My 73 AREA 2 BURGE SHOCK, BAGGING - —_— A
_ HOLMES, Lee _1estPe AREA 2 UNIDENTIF1ED BEATING, BAGGING ¥ES YES/ 126802/ 105EPA2 = E @
HOUARD, Stanley 03 Hov 8¢ AREA 2 BOFFO, LOTI10, BYRNE  BEATINE, BAGEING its YES/RECORD " 142017/06NOVEE T ﬁf«“ﬁ
__JACKSON, Aonald ) ) 11 FEB 82 004 1H DISTRICT URIDENTIFIED BEATING YES YES/ 123838/ 13FEBB2 = DE
JOHKSON, Michael BLACK 6'SIER DISCIPLES 09 JUN 82 TMEA?T T BURGE™ §HOCK, “BEATIRG, WEAPON  ¥£S YES/RORECORD " 125071/09Jun2—— 015
__JOHNSON, Walter BLACK 6'SIER DISCIPLES 10 FER 82 AREA 2 UNIDENTIFIED WEAPON, BEAIING, BAGGING YES YES/NO RECORD uwmmsu.mmnﬁ}ﬁm
T IOKES, melvin T 0% FER 82 AREA 2 BURGE, FL0OD, UNTD'D  SHOCK, BEATING, WEAPON VLS =y
__JORDAN, ora 02 JAN 8% NADISON/HALSTED NCKENNA (012} HARASSHENT DNA DNA 143100/031AN85{ 14D} O
X100 TeBn’aFa - ” . aREA2TTTTT BURGE SHock " e -
LENIS, James ROYAL FAMILY BURGE, HOXE BEATING
LI5S, Thomas T 13 0C7 86 20337, FARMELL 0" AR (1927 HARASSHENT ) DNK 153186/ 070CTAE{ 1AD}————
PAHAFEEY, Jerry 02 SEP 83 AREA 2 BYRWE, YUC, GRUN, UNID'D BEATING, BAGGING
“THAHAFFEY, Regtnald 07 SEF 83 AREX 7 YOCATITS, UNiD'D BEATING, BAGGING
BIKE, Paul _ BLACK §'STER DISCIPLES 10 FEB 82 AREA [ STEEN, CULLOM, BR'GAN  BEATING Ho DNA 12334371 JFEBS2
T, Lo 7 BUACK 6SIER DISCIPLES 09 Feb 82 MEN'T UNDENTTFTED BEATING, BASGING — 123338 /1 3FEBBRS -~ oo -
__HILLER, Dorts_ _ 13/1¢ FEB 82 AREA 2 BURGE, UNID'D o
HUNIN, Shadeed 30 0CT 84S AREA 2 BURGE WEAFON, BAGGING -
NASH, Ronald 10 FED 82 AREA 1 UNTDENTIF IED
ORANGE, Lawrence - ARER 2 BURGE SHOCX
PHILLIPS, Willism UNIDENTIFIED
T PINEX, " itonto - - 09 FEB 82, 28 JUN'BS 1707 u. 90TH PL, AREA 2 HCDERHOI1, HASLANKA BEATING 123323/FE8B7(TA); 145979 /TUNBS
__PORCH, willie 29 SEP 79 AREA 2 BURGE, BYRNE WEAPON, BEATING YES YES/
TTPOREE, Lawrence  ROVAL FAMILY 78 (20), 07 AUG 79 AREA 27 BURGE, HOKE " 3HOCK, WEAPON, BEATING B
POUELL, George WSEP T AREA 2 BURGE SHOCK, BEATING, BAGGING 108817/245€P79
SNLIH, Alvin 10 FED 82 UNTDENTTFIED
SIOKES, Willle 31 0CT 88 83/87 5. COLTAGE GROVE _ YUTAITIS, DIGHAN HARASSHERT K0 OHA 140636/ 1ODECHSE1AD
TSIUEHEY, earlis 13 APR 86 iYW TN §I. VUL, GRIN, D0 HARASSHENI N T OHA 150385/ 1 3APRBS{AD}—— - -
THONPSON, Tisothy 29 SEP 19 AREA 2 BURGE BEATING .
THONPSOK, Tony 29 SEP 79 AREA 2 BURSE BEATTNG YES YESTRECTRD
TRAYLOR, Donneil 14 FEB 82 AREA 2 UNIDENTIFIED BEATING, BAGGING
WHIIE, Donald 1213 FEB 82 Ho/5TH FLOOR BURGE, O°HARA, HILL  BEAIiNG, BAGGING TRYEETT 27 VUL R
WILBON, Leontine 08 APR 8% 10622 5. MICHIGAN NCU, BYRNE, YUC, LOTTIO VERBAL ABUSE DNA 150279/00AFRBGIIAD)
T UILSON, Andrew 14 FEB 82 MEA 2 BURGE, YUCATIIS  SHOCK, BEAIING, WEAPON  YES vtslnfcom T {23543/ 157882
__WILSON, Jackle o . 10 FEB 82 CPD VEHICLE, AREA 2 O°HARA, MCKEWNA, KRIPPEL BEATING e L ansuasiesn i
WINSTON, Jesse " 21 AR 85 AREA"2 DUYER, YUCAITIS HANG IHG YES/DECEASED YES/RECORD §54402/15)AN8T(TAD)
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_APPENDIX B - SPREADSHEEI / ORDER BY VICTIN NAHE o I
© _
SR ‘
oA
NANE WITRESSIES) CURRENT STATUS CRININAL PROCEEDING DISPOSTTION CIVIU PROCEEDING DISPOSITION OTHER PROCEEDINGIS) msroﬁ%
IZSIBSITEREIIT EXEEIIIIEASES SRS SRS IISTISSINIIZZIZND SfZEZITEISXRETIETESESZIIRSSISIAESEIIERX EESS323% z=2 F s £ 4 "
oS - ‘———-——-QE{\ -
__ADKINS, Phililp PONITAC YES/ CONVICTION YES/86-C-3039 SETILENENT Ep;_a\g !
ANTHONY, Ovight - £ Y
__ BAKKS, Gregory YES/83-C-12470 CONVICTION NOTION 10 SUPPRESS btulfog O ¢y ‘.
BROWN, Madison T N
__ RO, oy Vade . . kA kA Va9
BULLOCK, Ronnie MENARD CORR YES/ CONVICTTON YESTNE-C3619 FERDTNG A me “
__CANNON, Darrel] PONTITAC YES/83-C-11030 CONVICTION YES/86-C-7231 SETILEMEN] NOTION 10 SUPPRESS [sH
COLLINS, Hovard . OWAJREL W)0 CHARGING — ONA o5
COULTER, Andre Q L £
OANTEL, James Sr. YES/87-C-1629 SETTLENENT He Es o
__ GOLOEN, Rayaond ] YES/29-6449 PLED GUILTY B ﬁ L
HALL, Anthony |ty 3| -
HARRLS, toty ARE
HARRIS, Roger H n E]‘
HARRIS, lerry VES/86-C-202 DISHISSED )
HOLRES, Anthony YES/73-C- 31 CONVICTTON i HOTTON T0 SUFFRESS o -
__HOLMES, Lee e e YES/82-C-885% CORVICTTON )
HOMARD, Stanley HAMKINS, Iheodore CoNviciion -
__JACKSON, Ronaid YES/ CONVICTION
JOHNSON, Michael NENARD CORR ) B TNVICHGD 13- 5107T -
JUHNSON, Wsiter DNA DNA
JONES, Melvin YES/82-1605 NOT GUILTY "HOTTON TO SUPPRESS
__JORDAN, Wora _ ;
X100, Leonard YES/8i-C-151769 CONVICTION :
LEWIS, lames YES/22-C~373/50L CONVICTIDN/SOL NOIIOK 10 SUPPRESS
TTLISS, Thomas T 5 . YES/A6-C-6704 SETILENERT i T : i
_ RAHAFFEY, Jerry YES/83-C-260985 CONVICTTON HOTTON 10 SUPPRESS
NAHAFFEY, Reginald YES/83-C-260900 conviciion NO1i0N 10 SUPPRES3
CJMIKE, Peul o . —
NILAN, Larry DECEASED ONA DNA
MILLER, Oorls - _
NUMTN, Shadeed YES/85-C-13285 NOT{0H 10 SUPPRESS
NASH, Ronald
ORANGE, Lawrence YES/84-C-151770 CONVICTION
__ PHILLIPS, Willisa e
PINEX, Alfonzo
PORCH, Willle MENARD CORR YES/79-6469 CONVICTION
POREE, taurence ¥E5)79-0-5712 CONVIETION
POMELL, George YES/79-C-7235 CONVICTION
SAITH, Alvin
__STOKES, Wiltle VES/25-C-098-032 SETTLEREN] e
STUCKEY, Pearife
THOMPSON, Tlaothy YES/79-6469 CONVICT IO
THONPSON, lony YES/79-8489 PLED GOILTY
__TRAYLDR, Donnell R
WHIIE, Donald ONA DHA
. WILBON, Leontlne _— -
UILSON, Andrev RILLER, Doris YES/82-1211;87-4028 CONVICTION {2) YES (2)/06-C-236D HUNG TURY/RISTRIAL MOI10N 10 SUPPRESS DERIED
__HIL3ON, Jackie . YES/82-1211 CONVICTION (2] _——
WINSION, Jesse DECEASED YES/87-C-0169 SUNNARY JUDGEMEMI
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APPENDIX B - SPREADSHEET /,OQPEE,Q!_Y!CI!FAHFnE

E;% -
> o o
NANE STRONG LINKS WEAK LINKS
ZTsIREEx SRILETESSASITISIITTIIZIRESIZC l:lI:l::lI:f::l::l: a@:!:' H u
E;; o [
_ADKINS, Philllp _OTHERS THROUGH PLO By o
ANIHONY, Duight e 2 O PR
BANKS, Gregory ___OTHERS THROUGH PLO s o t.
TBRONN, Madison pmmmmm SN T
_BROUN, Roy Nade PILAN, . JOHNSON, MIXE HALL, M. IOHHSON g 20
BULLOCK, Ronnie EJJ l_E: Ql
CANNON, Darrell OTHERS THROUSH PLO SOS
TTOlL{R3, Hovard OIHERS  IHROUGH P8 =R
COULTER, Andre e Ay o
TTDANIED, Janes St [ ) 65 i
GOLDEN, Raymond PORCH, THONPSONS (2) =g &
THALL, Anthony - R.BROWN, JOHNSON(SY, HIKE, MT[X} ¥ -
HARRIS, Hory : ] 5 X
THARRIS, Roger e e
HARRIS, Terry A 0
“HOLAES, Anthony OTHERS THROUGH PLO LEUIS, POREE I §§§ EQ -
HOLRES, Lee OTHERS THROUSH PLO 2
HouARD, Stanley ToTmmr T 2%% o i
&)

JACKSON, Ronald

TYORNSON, Hichael
JOHNSOM, Malter

TTIONES, Helvin
JORDAN, Nora

. BROUN, HALL, W. JONNSON, NIiKE, MILAN
R. BROMN, HALL, M. JOHNSON, NIKE, MILAM

OTHERS " THROUSH PLO

-t

Txiod, Ceonard
LEWIS, James

A. HOLRES, POREE

LI5S, Thonas

PARAFFEY, Jerry R. MAHAFFEY
“THAHAFFET, Reginald 3. MARAFFEY
HIKE, Paul R. BROMN, JOHNSONS{2), MILAN HALL
“ilfﬁ“ﬁ}n U7 R, oRouN, HALL, JBHNSON(S), RIKE
RILLER, Dorls WILSONS(2) TRAYLOR )
NUNIN, Shadeed
WASH, Ronald
ORANGE, Leurence [${il}

PHILLIPS, Willian

TTPINEX, Alfonzo”
POT'CH, Millie
"TPOREE, Levrence
POMELL, George

GOLDEX, THONPSONS{2}

HOLMES, LEWIS
OIHERS THROUGH PLO

“TSHTTH, Alvin
__STOKES, Willle

“TSTUCKEY, Pearlie
THOHPSON, T{mothy

“THONPSON, 1ony
TRAYLOR, Donnell

60LOEN, PORCH, Tony THONPSON

GOLDEN, PORCH, Timathy THOPFSGN
NILLER, WILSONS(2)

WHIIE, Donald

__MILBON, Leontine

WILSON, Andrev
WILSON, Jackie

wisonsial” RILLER

BILLER, TRAYLOR, Jackie WILSON
PMILLER, TRAVLOR, Jackie MILSON
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APPENDll C - SPREAOSHEEI / ORDER H DAIE Of INUDENI

R

NARE ALTASES/KTCKNARES STALUS SEX RACE boB 17} boC NUMBER S5N

SIITIIIARIZNSIZARZITIZSESZIILATIATIITIIRIS

FISITTTIINTITIAIITAIRATILATIZL

_L155, Thosay R vIcts HALE HHITE 09 skp 80 156-187
STUCKEY, Peartle vICIIN FEMALE BLACK 22 1AM §7
WILEON, Leantine vIChin FEMALE BLACK D3 DEC 43
STOKES, Millie vicin MALE BLACK 12 DEC 36 2148
__hunIn, Shadeed ~  RAMSEY, George viciin HALE BLACK O
WINSTON, Jesse vIclin MALE BLACK o7 R 07 763536 B usu-nu@é%"
__DANIEL, Janes 5r, vicTin MALE BLACK (o NN
JORDAN, Nora viciin FEMALE BLACK 18 FEB 53 §36-07% o :3
HARRIS, Terry VICTIN HALE BLACK 04 SEP &1 604-242 €0 BL-2029 oLe H-m-u@mu
HOUARD, Staniey SANDERS, Don vicTin HALE BLACK D8 SEP62 30238 3875621415 o
__ADKINS, Phillfp victin MALE BLACK 06 SEP 49 148-997 GRAHAN A-87874 352-40-8369 E3
“TMAHAFFEY, Jerry R0SS, Jerry{lerone/Rsvit VICTIN T MALE BLACK o2 §am 5 34590 321:5:928? -
__MAHAFFEY, Reginald vICHIH MALE BLACK 01 JuN 59 523-10 833-3369 342-58-9700 ) 2 EA
BANKS, Gregory TATE, Xevin vichis MALE BLACK 267 5EF 8% LETRER]) "*E‘L“E“‘m o
__CANNON, Darrell vicHin NALE BLACK 19 SEP 49 222-568 4-01592 sn-u-ouof_}; o)
BULLOCK, Ronnle vVICTIN HALE BLACK 137067 §§ 127-588 HERARD ™ A=3TTT AR R LT =g =
__HOLKES, Lee nccf_g__p_nrryl victin MALE BLACK 25 AT §7 (17-291
JOHNSON, Michae! “DICE, "PARADISE® vICIn MALE BLACK 0 MRS 289163 MY B ] S ——
TRAYLOR, Donneil victin MALE BLACK 18.0C1 61 635-809
UILSON, Andreu *JOSEPH", “TOMY*, “GINO® VICIIN MALE BLACK 06 DCT S2 252-120 320-6170
MILSON, Jackie *ROBERT", * numzs vicin MALE BLACK 11 JuL 60 501-900 PONTTAC A-91126 336-62-7834
“TRILLER, Doris ViCTINUTTNESS FERALE BLACK el
HAKRIS, Roger vICTIN MALE BLACK
" T WHIIE, Donald TTTROIAR,TTSKE BOALTT T viciin T MALE BLACK WNOVRD T 527°502 -
‘4 JACKSON, Ronald vicn PMLE BLACK
"TJOHNSON, Malter COoL "BREEIE" vicna MALE BLACK UE OIT 85 3597687837
IKE, Psul vicIin MALE BLACK DI MAY S8 §32-586 135-5(-8770
NASH, Ronald victin HALE BLACK )
__SHITH, Alvin viciin MALE BLACK
“PINEY, Altonze vICIIN MALE BLACK 01 AUG 63 620-887
BROUN, Ror Wade BLANDON, Roy/BRONSON, RoyVICIIH mLE BLACK 05 0l 62 549-308 349-62-8647
NILAN, Larry “SHIEK" vicin MALE BLACK 27 AN 82 2137-883
JONES, Melvin ‘FU Y’ vici HALE BLACK 0L Nov Si 240-229 FBI 043778-1-8
GOLDEN, Raymond “‘poc’ viclIn NALE BLACK 20 JUK 52 320-097
PORCH, Willie “CHILLIE® viclin MALE BLACK 03 HAR 54 523-8%9 318-48-0731
" IHORPSON, Timothy viciin MALE BLACK 08 DEC 53 WE946 355-30-4907 — " =
THORPSON, Tony vicim HALE BLACK 0} SEP 56 525-932
“PONELL, George Viciis MALE BLACK 30°JUNSE 3338
POREE, Lawrence JANES, Eduard viciin . MALE . BLACK, 21 APR 39 59-389 ‘ .
HOLNES, Anthony TSAITT T victn HALE BLACK DI DECTTE 78385
ANTHONY, Duight *po6” vICIIn MALE BLACK 25 0Cl 57 599-297 o
TUBROMN, Magison 7T TTTThienm T THALE “BLACK T -
COLLINS, Houard vICHIn MLE BLACK 13 )M 82 327-962 o
"TCOULTER, Andre victin MALE BLACK T 5i5-22)
HALL, Anthony *COOLTE" vicn MALE BLACK 12 NOV 60/28 AUG 63 §35-114/608-091 346-56-5708 B
'z_HARRIS, Hoty B VICTIA HALE BUACK T A T T ISEEIMY
i __Ki0D, Leonard vicin MALE BLACK LI - $22-5M — e - -
19 LEWIS, lasts victin HALE BLACK T OV L6 892128
9 __ORAMGE, Lowrence vicim HALE BLACK 20U 31 210-837 —
PHILLIPS, Nillim vicim MALE BLACK
PAGE |
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Tzzgzszs $332253I3FISISIRFEISIIIISIIILILSEITIIIISE

ALLEGATIONS INJURY

hEDlCAL IREAIHEN

CRI/DATE
~
o

I".'oJ

_LISS, Thowas 86 ol 13 2433 U, FARVELL 0'HARA 11921 HARASSHENT DHA DHA 1s3meforoctas(IDl
STUCKEY, Fearlle 16 APR 13 113 W, 1091H SI. YUC, GRUN, 010 HARASSHENT N0 DHA 15036571 3APRBE{1AD}
WILAGK, Leontine 86 APR 08 10622 5. HICHIGAN NCW, BYANE, YUC, LOTIIN VERBAL ABUSE DKA DHA 150279/08APR86L 1AD]
TSIOKES, willie 85 01 31 33187 5. COTTAGE GROVE  VUCATTIS, DIGHAN HARASSHENT i bR 14863567 10DECBSEIADS "
_ NUMIN, Shadeed 85 0C1 30 AREA 2 BURGE WEAPON, BAGGING
WINSION, Jesse 85 WAR 21 'AREA 2 DUYER, YUCATTIS RANGING TES/DECEASED “YES/RECORD 15CE0T7ASIARSTIADT — "
DARIEL, lames Sr. 85 JUN 1 3601 5. BISHOP BURGE, DWY, MAS, BASILE HARASSHENI DA DNA 155072/09MARRT{ 14D}
“TJ0ROMN, Nora 85 IMN 02 RAD 1 SON/HALSTED KEKENNA [012) HARASSRENT DNA DA TU3100/03AN8S TAD} — "~
HARRIS, Terry 86 0C1 29 AREA 2 MILSON CHOKING, THREATS NO DHA 150921/ 230AY86
HOWARD, Stanler 84 NOV 03 AREA 2 BOFFO, LOTITO, BYRNE  BEATiNG, BAGETNG VES VESTRECORD 10201 7/ 04HOVBE— =
__Apeins, Enillip 8¢ Juk 07 AREA 2 LOI110, BOFFO BEATING YES YES/RECORD 102201/ 3H0V84
MAHAFFEY, Jerry 83 SEP 02 AREA 2 BYRNE, YUC, GRUN, UNID'D BEAIING, BAGGING e -
HAHAFEEY, Reginald 83 SEP 02 AREA 2 YUCATTIS, UN1D'D BEALING, BAGGING
TTBANKS, Gregorr 83 001 29 AREA 2 BYRNE, DIGNAN, GRUNHARD UEAPON, BAGGING, BEATING YES VESIRECORD umﬂmnwr‘“ﬁa"‘“
CANNOK, Darrell EL RUKN 83 NOV 02 7645 5. KINGSTON, UNKNOUNBYR, D16, 6RUN, 6OR, BAS SHOCK, WEAPON, BEATING  YES 134723/07K0v83
BULLOCK, Ronnle 83 MAY 03 AREA 2 HICK, PHELAN, 0°H, DI0 HARASSHEMT ISIBHIIUUUWWV%FT“"
HOLMES, Lee , 82 SEP 10 AREA 2 UNIDENTIFIED BEATING, BAGGING YES £s/ 126802/ 105EP82
" JOHNSON, Richael BLACK 6°STER DISCIPLES 82 JUN 09 AREA 2 BURGE SHOCK, BEAITNG, WEAPOR ¥VES v:smu RECORG™"""""125071/09UN82
TRAYLOR, Donnell 82 FEB 14 AREA 2 UNIDENTIFIED BEATING, BAGGING
"TUILSON, Andrev 802 FEB 14 AREA 2 BURGE, YUCATTIS SHOCK, BEATING, WEAPON  YES TESTRECORD TZISTIT25FERL &=
WILSON, Jackie 82 FEB 14 CPD VEHICLE, AREA 2 0'HARA, MCKENNA, KRIPPIL BEATING 125543/25FEB82 ) €9
MILLER, Doris 32 FEB 13714 AREA 2 BURGE, UN1D'D TiviL "RTGATS VIOLATIONS DNK DRK . g 6
_ HARRIS, Roger 82 FEB 13 83RD & UESTERN UNIDENTIFIED BEATING YES YES/ 123725/09MARS2
" WHITE, Donsld - 82 FE8 12/18 H475TH FLOOR BURGE, O'HARK, NILL  BEAIING, BAGGING 169867/273UL89 OE D
__JACKSON, Ronald 82 FEB 11 004TH DISIRICI UNIDENTIF 1ED BEAT NG YES YEs/ 123336/1 3F£82 ﬁ
JOHNSON, Walter BLACK 6'SIER DISCIPLES 82 FEB 10 MEAD UNiDENiTFiED WEAPON, BEATING, BAGGING TES YES/NO RECORD™™"""""T139927/AUGA¢; 123727 /MA
HIXE, Faul BLACK 6°SIER DISCIPLES 82 FEB 10 AREA 1 STEEN, CULLOM, BR'GAN _ BEATING No DNA IR 3 O —
NASH, Ronaid 82 FEB 10 AREA 1 UNIDENTIFIED - BT
__SMITH, Alvin - 82 FEB 10 ) UNIDEHTIFIED M ey @
PINEY, Afonzo B 82 FEB 09, 85 JUN 28 1717 U. 90TH PL, AREA 2 MCOERHOTI, MASLANKA  BEATING mmlmmm.‘n@ﬂ
BROUN, Roy Uade BLACK &' STER DISCIPLES 82 FEB 09 AREA 1 UNIDENTIFIED BEATING, BAGGING YES YES/RECORD 123338/ 13FE882 ]
RILAN, Larry BLACK 6'STER DISCIPLES 82 FEB 09 MREA T UNIDERTTFIED BEAITNE, BAGEING mmim:uaz*—%%m e
JONES, Relvin 82 FEB 03 AREA 2 BURGE, FLOOD, UNID'D  SHOCK, BEATING, WEAPON  YES Sy
GOLDEN, Raraond 79 S5EP 29 AREA 2 BUREE UEAPDN; BEALTRG =
PORCH, Willle 79 SEP 29 AREA 2 BURGE, BYRME WEAPON, BEATING YES YES] o
" THONPSOK, T1sothy - 79 SEP 29 AREA 2 BURGE BEATTHG ™" )
HOMPSON, Tony 79 SEP 29 AREA 2 BURGE BEATING YES YES/RECORD L
POMELL, George 79 SEP 23 AREA 2 BURGE SHOCK, BEATING, BAGSTNG LI p/ri 1200 —
POREE, Lawrence ROVAL FAMILY 73 (260, 79 AUG 07 AREA 2 BURGE, HOKE SHOCK, WEAPON, BEATING
HOLNES, Anthony ROYAL FARILY 73 HAY 30 AREA 2 BURGE SHOCK, BAGGING
ANTHONY, Dwight URIDENTTFIED o
" BROMN, Radison UHIDENTTFIED :
COLLINS, Hovard CPD VEHICLE, AREA 2 BURGE, HOKE WEAPON, HANGING YES B
COVLIER, Andre UKIDENTIFIED
HALL, Anthony BLACK &' SIER DISCIPLES UNTDENTIF IED
12 HARRIS, Hory T UNIDENTiFiED
1 __KIDD, Leonard MEA 2 BURGE SHOCK o
10 LEWIS, Jases ROYAL FARILY BURGE, HOKE BEALING
ORANGE, Lawrence AREA 2 lgg@[ SHOCK
"rﬁﬁirs"ﬁinm - UNIDENTIFIED

5
u
7
b
5
4

S
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I AFPENDIX C - SPREADSHEET / ORDER BY DATE OF INCIDENI [P LQ .
|_ATPENDIX € - SFREADSHEZD / ONDER DY DAL OF INCIDINI ol -
S E
uru R POS
NAHE ARRES{ ll:"fgfz':=l!:I!:X:X:::‘l:‘l::lo‘ =5HARGE HD. E a“*g' O'
e PRE
1155, Thoass UNF OUNDED 13 0CT 8% POV, R1220 2433 W, FARMELL GANBLING 74455-0¢ §-728-854 ;' Pt
STUCKEY, Pearlfe UNFOUNDED § (=] "
UILBON, Lesntine NOT_SUSTALNED 08 APR 36-WILBON, AugustahCy, BYRNE, YUC, LOTITO 10622 3, HICHIGAN ARNED ROBBERY 755-5982 H-138-377 O,y -
STOKES, Willie NOT SUSTAINED o) g
__NUNIN, Shadeed . 30 0C1 88 uuy i Q Q'D|
UINSTON, Jesse UNFOUNDED 20 HAR 85 NCNALLY, D10, O’ROURKE 1121 §. SIAIE MURDER 7315-618 6-100-17976-102-869 GRUNHARD, BYRNE Emg—‘
__DANIEL, Janmes Sr. NOT SUSTAINED L
“TJORDAN, Nors NOT SUSTAINED/UNFOUNDED D2 JAN 85 TERRAZAS MADTSON/HALSTED SOLICTITNG 726-1574 O ;ﬁ
HARRIS, Terry NOT SUSTAINED 29 ocl M B 661A 7900 5. CARPENTER MURDER 722-867) F-(13-887 BURGE, ET AL o B
THOUARD, Staniey  HOF SUSTAINED 01 WOV 8¢ AREA"2 (VARTOUS] 8958 5. CARPENTER RAPE 7230-830 £-10-717 — ,_-_.1(3
ADKINS, Philllp NOT SUSTAINED 02_Jun 84 YUC, 016, LOTITO, BOFFO 812 W, GARFIELD MHED RDBBERY 7130-3033 F-206-057 Si_z e
TTMAHAFFEY, Jerry  NDT SUSTAINED 0275EP 83 '"‘"""“""“ivnut YUC,TET AL 1926 5. IWDIANA HURDER 6926-822 ch
_ MAHAFFEY, Reginald K0T SUSTAINED 02 SEP 83 YUC, BYRKE, E1 AL 3S3 W, 13TH PL NURDER 6926-753 o SD@
TBANKS, regors T NOI SUSIAINED 28°0C1 83 musm’ teAN PR H T WURDER 6973-3031 £-§06-011 NURERDUS A7 PER
CANMON, Darrel) UNFOUNDED/NOT SUSTAINED 02 NOY A3 BYRNE, 016, EI AL 7445 5. KINGSION NURDER 6375-906 E-403-854 _
BULLOCK, Ronnie EXONERATED/NOT SUSTATNED 05 MAY A3 HICK, PHELAN, O'H, DI0O 727 E. 11114 (SI) KID/AGE SEX ASSAULT 6830-016 £-095-308 o P«
_HOLMES, Lee  NOJ SUSIAINED 10 SEP B} DIGHAN RAPE 6603-909 _
JOHNSON, Richael NOT SUSTAINED DNA ONA DNA DNA DNA 0-195-741
. 1RAILOR, Donne]] DY DNA OnA OHA D-Di4-364
VILSON, Andrev NOT SUSTAINED T4 FEB 82 BURGE, D'HARA, NKENNA 5301 W. JACKSON NURDER 636-7356 D-044-364 0'HARA, NCKENNA
__HILSON, Jackle 14 FEB 82 BAIEY {710), ET AL 5157 5. PRAIRIE NURDE R 636-6683 D-044-384
“RILLER, Dor s ONA DRA DHA DHA DA D-044-364 HILL \
HARRIS, Roger . .
T UKLTE, "Donald " OPEN 17 FEd 82 DHA 8UD1 5. CARPENTER SUSF 1CTON/HURDER D-011-364 :
2 JACRSON, Ronsld BSTH/DAREN DISORDERLY COKDUCH
“TIORNSON, Walter  UNFOUNGED) ([ T DNA ORA DNA DHA D-044-364
nikE, Paul
“TNASH, Ronald
SHiid, Alvin
"TPINEY, Alfonto “WOTTSUS - UNFINOT SUS 28 JUN 8§ SHITH, BURRELL (022} 1717 W, 90TH pL NURDER 7383-961 D-275-543 ACC, DTG, HCW, MADIGAN
__BROUN, Roy Wage DONA ONA DRA ONA KA D-044- 364 _
TTRILAN, Larry ONA DA DNA + DNA DA D-0Li-36l
JONES, helvin 0S FEB 82 FLOOD, MCGUIRE 2001 5. NICHIGAN o 5361-210 p-043-709 BURGE
GOLDEN, Raymond 28 SEP 19 BURGE, GORMAN, E1 AL 807 W, SIST PL ROBBERY/ATIENFT NURDER  5643-872 A-369-388
__PORCH, Wl§ife 28 SEP 79 BURGE, GORMAN, EI AL ROBBERY/ATE MURDER $643-871 A-369-388 o
" 1HORPSON, 1inothy o - W 5Ep 79 T T T " d0did bist 7836 5. HONORE ROBBERVJATTENPT HURDER  S643-873 A-3b9-388
THOPSON, Tony 24 SEP 79 006t DIST 791H & HONGRE ROBBERY/ATIENPT RURDER  5643-243 A-369-388 _
“TPOUELL, €eoroe NOT SUSTATNED 257819 HURDER 56342370
POREE, Lavrence 07 AUG 79 VAGNER {006} ARNED ROBBERY s?s-ese )
“THGLAES, Anthony 39 HAY 1) PIENTA RORBERY {7188
__ANTHONY, Duight i — -
anouu. “nadison
COLLINS, Hovard 02 DEC 73 BURGE ARHED ROBAERY 3986-456 ’ o
TTCOULTER, Andre T
__HALL, Anthony DNA DNA DA DNA DA 0-D44-364 )
12 HARR!S Hon
+t__KI0D, Leonard 13 JAN 84 FLoop HURDER _ o311 e e
s LEUIS, Jowes 07 NOY 71/17 MR 79 HOKE JHOXE MURDER /RONBERY Nio-in
+ __URANGE, Lavrence 12_JAN 84 FLOOD _ HURDER 7023-918 ———
8 PHILLIPS, Uilljea
’
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| APPENDIX C - SPREADSHEET / ORDER BY DAIE Of INCIOENI — O %r O ‘
o~ :::] .
. : [ =2 DA e
NARE WITHESSIES) CURRENT STATUS ¢ CRININAL PROCEEDING " DISPOSITTON CIVIL PROCEEDING DISPOSITION PsiIEY | - ‘
2555555555355 l:lllRI:II:llll::llllllll:tlIIll:l""‘:lIZ255?:!:::3:5::!!::::&55" ::llllllllll:ffi RESSETLSIER23ZZSIIZSSSEZR:S :m: - i:f:..::ff L;g—. t
230 |
L1355, Thoaay YES/86-C-870¢ SETTLERENT 521 _n
STUCKEY, Peariie o "
__MILBON, Leontine o QQ t-
STOXES, Willie YES/85-C-098-238 SETTLERENT oy
__PUn]N, Shadeed — YES/88-C-13288 ROTION 10 SUPPRESS SN o I
VINSTON, Jesse DECEASED YES/87-C-0169 SUNNARY JUDGERENT 0:1,‘* PN
_DMIEL, Janes 5r. YES/O-LAens SETILENENT e 8 —
JORDAK, Nora B v E
__HARRIS, Terry YES/86-C-2026 DISHISSED =<t ]
HOMARD, Staniey HAUKINS, Theodore COMVICTION E‘g )
__ADKIRS, Phillle - PONTIAC ves/ CONVICTION VES/8-C-3039 SETILENENT _ —_— <2 —
PAHAFFEY, Jerry YES/83-C-260985 CONVICTION HOTION YO SUPPRESS x5
__PAHAFFEY, Reginald YES/83-C-26098¢ CORYICTION NOTION 10 SUPPRESS 0y
BANKS, Gregory YES/83-C-12470 CONVICTION HOTTON 10 SUPFRESS DENTED \j - -
__CANNON, Darrell FONTIAC YES/83-C~11830 CONYICTION YES/86-C-7231 SETILENEN] NOTION 10 SUPPRESS
BULLOCK, Ronnie NENARD CORR vES/ CONvICTION YES]B6-C-3819 FENDTHG
_HOLMES, Lee — YES/82-C-0655 CONVICTION L i
JOHNSON, Michael NERARD CORR FBI INV/CHED ST-31071
__TRAYLOR, onmedd e X —_—
WILSON, Andrev MILLER, Doris YEST82-1211;87-6078 CONVICTION (2] YES (2) 86-C-2340 HUNG JURY/RISTRIAL 10T 10N 10 SUPFRESS DENTED

WILSON, Jackie

YES/82-1211

CONVICTION {2}

HARRLS, Roger

* "WHITE, Donaid - DNA DNA
_JMKSON, Romald — Yes/ CONVICTION
JOHNSDN, Uaiter DNA DNA
__IKE, Faul
KASH, Ronald
__SNUH, Mlvie
PINEX, Alfonrzo
__BRDMN, Koy Wade DNA DNA DNA
RILAN, Larry DECEASED DNA DA
JONES, Melvin YES/82-1808 NOT GUILTY
GOLDEN, Rarwond YES/79-8169 FLED GUTLTY
FORCH, Willie BENARD CORR YES/79-6489 CONVICTTON
"TTHOAFSON, Timothy T T T VRS 9%6EES CONVICTION -
THOMFSON, Tony YES/79-8469 PLED 6UILTY
T POMELL, George YE§/792€-9238 CORVILTION =
POREE, Lavrence VES/19-C-5712 CONVICTTON
" HOLRES, Anthony YES/73-C-3i1 CORVICITON MOTYON 10 SUPFRESS

__MHIHORY, Duight

BROUN, Madison
___EOLL!HS. Hovard

NONE/ RLSD W/0 CHARGING _DNA

COULTER, Andre
HALL, Anthony

HARRIS, Hoty
~_KIDD. Leonard

3

B mns. Janes
7 __ORANGE, Lawrence
e PHILLIPS, William

’

YES/84-C-373 1 s0L
VES/84-C-131770

YES/BL-C-1SII269

CORVICTION

COKVICTION/SOL
CONVICTION

"Hoif0N 10" SUPPRESS
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LI5S, Thoaas
STUCKEY, Pearlie
UILBOK, Leontine

STRONG LINKS

Siokes, witiie”
HURITN, Shadeed
UINSTON, Jesse’
DANIEL, Jaaes Sr.

10ROAN, Nora
HARRIS, Terry

HOWARD, Stanler
ADKINS, Phillip
MAHAFFEY, Jercy
RAHAFFEY, Reglnald
BANKS, Gregory
CANNON, Darreti

BULLOCK, Ronnie
HOLRES, Lee
J0HKSOK, Michae!
TRATLOR, Donnell

WILSON, Andrev
WILSON, Jackie
MILLER, Dorls
HARRIS, Roger

UHITE, Donald
JACKSO0N, Ronald
JOHNSOR, Halter’
#IKE, Paul

™~
e —_ - ———— _— 4 & - —— |_j g r_i U
S
= ?Eé oe
2 &=l
R
__ OTHERS THROUGH PLO QLA _
K. NAHAFFEY S
). MAHAFFEY =3
OTHERS THROUGH PLD (&)
OTHERS THROUGH PLO ©
_ OTHERS THROUGH PLO .
R. BROUN, HALU, 4. JOHNSOM, MIKE, WILAN
NILLER, WILSONS(2]
NILLER, TRAYLOR, Jackie WILSON
MILLER, TRAYLOR, Jackie NILSOR
uiLsons{2) TRAYLOR
GIsons{2i NILLER T
TR, BROWN, HALL, W. JOHNSON, WIKE, WILAN )
8. BROUN, JOHNSONSI2), MILAN HaLL

NASH, Ronald
SALTH, Alvin

FINEY, Alfonzo
BROUN, Roy Wade

MILAN, W, JOHNSON, NIXE

RILAN, Larry
JONES, Nelvin

HALL, N, JOHNSON

R.TBROWN, HALL, " JGHNSONSTST, WIKE
OIHERS THROUSH PLO

GOLDEN, Rarsond
PORCH, MWillie

THORPSON, Tony

POWELL, George
PGREE, Lawrence

THONPSON, 1imothy

PoReH, THORPEONST2Y
GOLDEN, THONPSONS{2)

" "GOLDEN, PORCH, Tony THONFSON
GOLDEN, PORCH, Fimothy THONPSON

GTHERS THROUGH PLO
HOLPES, LEWIS

HOLRES, Anthony
ANTHORT, Duight

OTHERS THROUEN FLO

LEUTS, POREE

BROUN, Madison
COLLINS, Howard

OTHERS THROUSH PLO

COULTER, Andre
HALL, Anthanr

R. BROWN, JOHNSONSI2), MIKE, WILAN

12" HARRIS, Hoty

iy
(1Y)

3 _ ORANGE, Lawrence Koo

u

X100, Leonsrd
LEWES, lames

PHILLTPS, Willian

__ ORANGE

A. HOLNES, POREE
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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 28 SEPTEMBER 1990
APPENDIX D -~ INTERSECTION STUDY PAGE I

SHOCKINGS

1.) Darrell CANNON - Date of Alleged Incident 02 NOV 83

- Accused: BYRNE, DIGNAN, GRUNHARD, GORMAN, BOSCO
- E1 Rukn gang menber

- Injuries/Medical Record

- CR #134723/07N0OV83 - Unfounded/Not Sustained

- Civil Suit 86-C-7231/Settlement

- Charged with murder/Convicted

[- Motion to Suppress]

2.) Anthony HOILMES - Date of Alleged Incident 30 MAY 73

- Accused: BURGE

- Royal Family gang member

- Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued additional information through PLO and Public
Defender's Office.

~ Additional allegation of Bagging

[- Charged with robbery/Convicted]

[- Arresting Officer: PIENTA]

[- Motion to Suppress]

3.) Michael JOHNSON - Date of Alleged Incident 09 JUN 82

- Accused: BURGE

- Black Gangster Disciple gang member

~ Injuries/No Medical Record

~ CR #125071/09JUN82 - Not Sustained

~ No Arrest; questioned concerning murder

[- FBI Civil Rights Investigation - no action]

4.) Melvin JONES - Date of Alleged Incident 05 FEB 82

~ Accused: BURGE, FLOOD, UNIDENTIFIED

- Limited information; pursued additional information through
PLO and Public Defender's Office.

- Motion to Suppress

- Charged with UUW/Not Guilty (Subsequently charged with murder
on same incident and convicted)

[- Arresting Officers: FLOOD, MCdH%%%?ENTIAL DOCUMENT PRODUCED

UANT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER
ENTERED IN 40 C 69)) .
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OFFICE OF PROFESSTIONAT, STANDARDS 28 SEPTEMBER 1590
APPENDIX D - INTERSECTION STUDY PAGE IT

5.) Leonard KIDD - Date of Alleged Incident Unknown

- Accused: BURGE

[- Charged with murder/Convicted]

[- Date of Arrest: 13 JAN 84]

[- Arresting Officer: FLOOD]

- Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued additional information through PLO and Public

Defender's Office.

6.) Lawrence ORANGE - Date of Alleged Incident Unknown

- Accused: BURGE

[- Charged with murder/Convicted]

(- Date of Arrest: 12 JAN 84])

[- Arresting Officer: FLOOD]

- Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued additional information through PLO and Public Defend-
er's Office.

7.) Lawrence POREE - Date of Alleged [Incidents in 1973 Unknown;
also 07 AUG 79]

- Accused: BURGE, HOKE

- Royal Family gang member

[- Charged with murder/Convicted (1979)]

[- Date of Arrest: 07 AUG 79]

[- Arresting Officer: WAGNER (006)]

- Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued information through PLO and Public Defender's Office.

8.) George POWELL - Date of Alleged 23 SEP 79

- Accused: BURGE

- CR #108817/24SEP79 - Not Sustained

- Additional allegation of Bagging

[- Charged with murder/Convicted]

[~ Date of Arrest: 23 SEP 79]

- Limited information; appears in Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued additional information tgﬁ%ggﬂt sources, PLO, and

Public Defender's Office. 5 UANT'&L:DO
NTERE, TO PRO CUME’
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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAIL STANDARDS 28 SEPTEMBER 1990
APPENDIX D — INTERSECTION STUDY PAGE III

9.) Andrew WILSON - Date of Alleged Incident 14 FEB 82

- Accused: BURGE, O'HARA, MCKENNA

- Injuries/Medical Record

- CR #123543/25FEB82 - Not Sustained

- Charged with murder (two counts)/Convicted
- Motion to Suppress

- Civil Suit 86-C-2360/Hung Jury; Mistrial
[- Witnesses (Doris MILLER, Derrick MARTIN) ]

HANGINGS

1.) Howard COLLINS - Date of Alleged Incident [December 1973;
Day Unknown]

~ Accused: BURGE, HOKE

[- Arrested for Armed Robbery/Released without charging]

[- Arresting Officer: BURGE]

[- Date of Arrest: 02 DEC 73]

- Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued additional information through PLO and Public
Defender's Office.

2.) Jesse WINSTON (Deceased) - Date of Alleged Incident
21 MAR 85

- Accused: DWYER, YUCAITIS

- Injuries/Medical Record

- CR #154402/15JAN87 - Unfounded

- Arrest for murder (died before formal charging)
- Civil Suit 87-C-0169/Summary Judgement

- Arresting Officers: MCNALLY, DIOGUARDI, O'ROURKE
- Other Officers: GRUNHARD, BYRNE

BAGGINGS CONFIDENTIAL: DOCUMENT PRODUCED

_ T TECTIVE ORDER
1.) Gregory BANKS - Date of Alleged IRWNB% s

- Accused: BYRNE, GRUNHARD, DIGNAN
[-Injuries/Medical Record]

- CR #134947/18N0OV83 - Not Sustained

[- Charged with murder/Convicted]

[- Arresting Officers: GALLAGHER, EGAN])
[- Motion to Suppress/Denied]

[- Conviction reversed on appeal based on MTS information]
- Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued additional information through CPD sources, PLO,

and Public Defender's Office.

30020
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.) Roy Wade BROWN - Date of Alleged Incident 09 FEB 82

Accused: UNIDENTIFIED [Description provided]
Black Gangster Disciple gang member

- Injuries/Medical Record]

CR #123338/13FEB82 - Not Sustained

28 SEPTEMBER 1990
PAGE IV

No Arrest; questioned concerning murder of Officers FAHEY and

O'BRIEN
.) Lee HOLMES - Date of Alleged Incident 10 SEP 82

Accused: UNIDENTIFIED

CR #126802/10SEP82 - Not Sustained
- Charged with rape/Convicted]
Arresting Officers: BYRNE, DIGNAN
- Date of Arrest: 10 SEP 82]

Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.

Pursued additional information through CPD sources, PLO,
Public Defender's Office.

.) Stanley HOWARD - Date of Alleged Incident 03 NOV 84

Accused: BOFFO, LOTITO, BYRNE
Injuries/Medical Record

CR #142017/04NOV84 - Not Sustained
Charged with Rape/[- Convicted]
Witness (Theodore HAWKINS)

.) Walter JOHNSON - Date of Alleged Incident 10 FEB 82
Accused: UNIDENTIFIED[Unable to provide description]

Black Gangster Disciple gang member
CR #123338/13FEB82 - Not Sustained

and

No arrest; questioned concerning murders of Officers FAHEY and

O'BRIEN
.) Jerry MAHAFFEY - Date of Alleged Incident 02 SEP 83

Accused: [YUCAITIS, UNIDENTIFIED]
Charged with murder/Convicted

- Date of Arrest: 02 SEP 83]

- Motion to Suppress]

Limited information; appears in ®IQ, Proffer of Other Acts.

Pursued additional information thax HQ?D sources, PLO,
Public Defender's Office. IS Dgﬂ% : D
¥ RO?EC T pn
2o 5 TIvg 9

and

D
C%RDA%'ED
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APPENDIX D - INTERSECTION STUDY PAGE V

7.) Reginald MAHAFFEY - Date of Alleged Incident 02 SEP 83

- Accused: [BYRNE, YUCAITIS, GRUNHARD, UNIDENTIFIED]

- Charged with murder/Convicted

Arresting Officer: BYRNE, YUCAITIS, ET AL

— Date of Arrest: 02 SEP 83]

- Motion to Suppress]

Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued additional information through CPD sources, PLO, and
Public Defender's Office.

| r=e— |

8.) Larry MILAN (Deceased) - Date of Alleged Incident 09 FEB 82

- Accused: UNIDENTIFIED

Black Gangster Disciple gang member

CR #123338/13FEB82 - Not Sustained

- No arrest; questioned concerning murders of Officers FAHEY and
O'BRIEN

9.) Shadeed MUMIN - Date of Alleged Incident 30 OCT 85

Accused: BURGE

Charged with UUW/Disposition Unknown

Motion to Suppress

Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued additional information through CPD sources, PLO, and
Public Defender's Office.

10.) Donnell TRAYLOR - Date of Alleged Incident 14 FEB 82

- Accused: UNIDENTIFIED

[- No arrest; questioned concerning murders of Officers FAHEY and
O'BRIEN]

- Limited information; appears in PLO Proffer of Other Acts.
Pursued additional information through CPD sources, PLO, and
Public Defender's Office.

11.) Donald WHITE - Date of Alleged Incident 12/13 FEB 82

- Accused: BURGE, O'HARA, HILL

- CR #169867/27JUL89 - Open

[- Arrested/Suspicion of Murder - concerning deaths of Officers
FAHEY and O'BRIEN]

[~ Date of Arrest: 12 FEB 82] Co

- Limited information; no cooperatioqé%%?&m§§ investigation.

Exppit 7 Docy,
EREDzyfgg?Eg%¥%;mDDUC
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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 28 SEPTEMBER 1990
APPENDIX F - STATISTICAL ANALYSIS PAGE I

I have identified [fifty] alleged victims of
misconduct by personnel assigned to Area 2. The dates of the
alleged incidents range from May 1973 through October [1986].
Following is a breakdown of pertinent information I have gleaned
in the course of this project.

-~ Of the incidents in which the accused could be
identified [35], Commander BURGE was named as an
accused in [18] or [51%] of same. I was able to
identify him as having some contact with the
alleged victims in [two] other cases as well,

- In incidents concerning alleged electroshock (9),
Commander BURGE was named as accused eight times,

- There were [27]) allegations of beatings, 13 alleged
incidents involving a plastic bag or a typewriter
cover being placed over the victim's head, [11]
incidents in which a firearm was used to threaten
or strike an alleged victim, 9 incidents of alleged
electroshock abuse, and 2 alleged hanging incidents;
more than one type of abuse was alleged in some in-
stances,

- Of the incidents in which the location of the alleged
abuse was identified (42), the Area 2 offices were
named in [28] (or [66%] of same,

- I have been able to identify [26] CR investigations
which have been initiated as a result of the alleged
incidents, [17] assigned to OPS and 9 to IAD; [25]
have been closed with no sustained findings, and 1
remains open,

- Civil suits were initiated in 9 instances related to
the alleged incidents; [5] resulted in settlements,
1 in a mistrial, [1 was dismissed], [1 resulted in a
Summary Judgement for the Defendants}], and [1 is
still pending],

- Serious injury was involved in 5 incidents, 4 of
which resulted in civil suits (2 of those being
[amongst] the settlements indicated above),

- Only [18] alleged victims show no type of relation-
ship (familial, pg;EPg;iminal history, gang affili-
ation) with anotheg; X victim

EUﬁg%‘e <L ’
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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 28 SEPTEMBER 1990
APPENDIX F -~ STATISTICAL ANALYSIS PAGE II

- As regards gang affiliation, 6 alleged victims were
identified as Black Gangster Disciples, [3 as Royal
Family members], and 1 as an El1 Rukn,

- Of the alleged victims, [13] were arrested/charged
with Murder, 4 with Attempted Murder, [8] with
Armed Robbery, 2 with Aggravated Sexual Assault,
[2 with Rape], and 2 with UUW.

[- Of the 15 incidents in which no accused was identi-
ed, 1 individual was able to provide a description,
and 1 individual was not. There was insufficient

information availa on the remaining 13 to deter-
mine whether a desgéggyigﬁywas provided. )
SUari 4y,
D 1t 8o Oy,
¢ 2lvg 5 9u
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OVERVIEW

On 17 February 1982, Doctor John RABA, Medical Director of
Cermak Health Services, sent a letter which reported allegations

of rphysical abuse, including electroshock torture directed
against Andrew WILSON and allegedly inflicted by members of the
Chiczgo Police Department. The letter, addressed to then

Superintendent Richard BRZECZEK, noted numerous injuries,
including "several linear blisters on his right thigh, right
cheek and anterior chest which were consistent with radiator
burns." Doctor RABA indicated that he had examined WILSON, an
inmate at the Cook County Jail which is served by Cermak Health
Services, twice since his incarceration on 15 February 1982.

On 25 Feuruary 1532, at 1100 hours, in resronse to this
letter, C.R. $#123543 was registered with +the Cffice of
Prcfessional Standards and an investigation was conducted to
prcbe the following allegations: that on an unknown date and
time, then Lieutenant Jon BURGE and Detective John YUCAITIS,
toth assigned to Area Two Violent Crimes, physically abused
Andrew WILSON by striking and kicking him and further, that they

administered electric shocks to him. It was also alleged that
unknown officers hit, kicked and shoved WILSON against a heated
radiator. Doctor RABA was named as the complainant. The

location of the alleged incident: Area Two Headquarters.

—_—

' More than three years 1later, on 29 July 1985, the
investigation was concluded and a finding of "Not Sustained" was
jdelivered for all allegations. The investigator's determination
was presented in a page-long summary and was reportedly based on
six attachments, including medical evidence and testimony from a
Moticn to Suppress hearing concurrent with WILSON's criminal
trial. The <case closing indicated that the then Chief
Adninistrator of O0PS, Francis A. NOLAN, attempted to get a
statement from WILSON via WILSON's attorney, Public Defender Dale
COVENTRY, but that COVENTRY failed to cooperate. Also contained
in the file is a copy of a letter dated 25 February 1982 sent by
Superintendent BRZECZEK to Richard M. Daley, then State's
Attorney of Cook County, notifying him of the allegations
reported by Doctor RABA and requesting his direction in how to
proceed with the investigation.

In September 1985, the case was submitted to Command Channel
Review, at which time all reviewing command personnel concurred
with the "Not Sustained" findings. \

On 27 March 1990, in response to a reguest by the Office of
the Superintendent, the undersigned was assigned to re-
investigate the allegations initiated by C.R. #123543. The
undersigned was directed to re-review the source material uss2
to determine the finding ofC 7 criginal investigation, and
additionally, to analyze pertiﬁ@p Uir ents and testimony that

iy
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were Generated since the conpletion of the original
investigation.

SCOPE OF INVESTICGATION

Since 1932 when Andrew WIISON and his Ekrcther, Jackie
WILSO were first tried and ccnvicted fcr the nurder of two
Chlcago Police Officers, Andrew WILSON has bkesn involved in a
total of four ccurt proceedings, including two criminal trials
and two civil suits. The testimeny generated in the past eight
years amounts to tens of thcusands cf pages of trial transcripts
and court-reported dercsitions. Due to the score of the material
and the gravity of the allezaticns, the undersigned conducted a
preliminary exaninaticn cf all e{*sbinc dccuments relatsd to the
WILSON case. '1he primary dccuments that emerged from this sezrch
include testimeny from WILSCH's 1982/1983 criminal trial
(including a Novemper 1582 Motion to Suppress Hearing), the 1987
Appellate Court Opinion reversing the conviction and remanding
the case for a new trial, the 1988 criminal trial and the two

civil trials -- of February and June, 193¢9.
In order to direct focus to the investigation -- while still
giving attention to the broad spectrum of evidence -- the

undersigned =zerced in on testimony from the Motion to Suppress
Hearing, the first testimony which addresses WILSON's
allegations, and the secend «civil trial, the mnecst recent
proceeding and most comprehensive examination of the allegzticns.
Testimony from WILSON's first civil trial:was not incorporated in
the research (as of today's date, it 1is still wunavailable);
however, research indicates that with the exception of Doctor
Raymond WARPEHA, all key witnesses who testified in the first
civil trial also testified in the second trial, which occurred
approximately four months later.

During the course of examining the second trial testimony,
as questions were raised regarding inconsistencies between that
testimony and prior testimony, the undersigned reviewed relevant
prior testimony in an effort to resolve the discrepancies and to
better determine a witness's credibility. As the testimony was
analyzed in hopes of extracting some "truths" about what
occurred, the following related guestions served as guideposts:

"what is most reasonable to believe considering the totality
of the circumstances?",

"what makes sense?", and

"what is most believable given the conteXt of what is
happening at the time?"

Due to the length of {%Y@ﬂérggif ime from the date of the

alleged incident to the time m@Pﬁn ,gﬁitlgatlon and in
ENTERLD 7 PROT%()TIVE R%ggﬂm
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an effort to avoid the well-rehearsad and coached responses often
indicative of testimony that has been repeated numerous times,
it was decided that the bulk of the investigation would be an
examination of the already-existing plethora of testimony as
opposad to re~-interviews of the involved players.

During the course of the investigation, several allegations
surfaced involving victims other than Andrew WILSON. These
allegaticns include those made by witnesses Jackie WILSON and
Doris MILLER, as well as allegations addressed in the civil
trial testimony 1in <ccnnection with the plaintiff's
policy/conspiracy charces against the City. Due to the gravity
and scocre of the allecations made specifically by Andrew WILSON,
it was determined that only his allegations would ke explored in
this investicaticn.

ISSUES

After analyzing the documents pertinent to this
investigation, the undersigned cbserved that all of the witnesses,_
interviewed provided consistent testimony regarding most of the
circumstances and events of 14 Februvary 1982. The only points of
departure (invoking major disparities among testimony) surrounded
several specific issues. These "issues" were addressed 1in the
civil trials, and the conflicting testimony surrounding these
issues will be presented, where applicable, in the bedy of this
investigative report. The primary issues reflectad in the
conflicting testimony pertain to the nature and cause of the
injuries allegedly sustained by WILSON during his incarceration
at Area Two Headguarters.

Since the evidence, primarily medical testimony, undeniably
supports the presence of injury to Andrew WILSON (which will be
addressed in this report), the "key questions" that need to be
addressed =-- 1in order to resolve the "issues" that arose from the
evidence -- are: What 1s the specific nature of WILSON's
injuries, and how and at what location were the injuries
sustained?

After examining the body of evidence, the picture that
emerges 1is as follows: On 14 February 1982, at approximately 0600
hours, following his arrest for the murder of two Chicago Police
officers, Andrew WILSON was taken to Area Twoc Headguarters.
Except for approximately two hours when he was driven to Area One
for a line-up, WILSON remained at Area Two until approximately
2200 hours, at which time he was transported via sgquadrol to
Central Detention's lockup. After lockupkeepers refused to admit
WILSON, the same squadrol drove WILSON to Mercy Hospital, where
medlcal reports indicate that WILSON dlsplayed at least fifteen
separate injuries, 1nclud;ng visible injuries to his head and
chest and what appeared ﬁdlﬁéw?“sccond degree burn on his leg.
After signing a release fofh T ﬁlalqs vﬁglcal Advice", WILSON
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was transported back to Centrazl Detsnticn, where 1lcckupkeepers
adnitted him into the lockup. The follcwing morning, WILSON was
transported to 26th And California. After an appearance in bond
court, he was admitted to Cook County Jail, where he subsecuently
received medical treatment at Cermak hcspltal, the jail's medical
facility.

In an effort to most accurately discover the answers to the
"kevy gquestions", the reader, 1in exanining the investicative
rercrt, will be presented with testimeny frem a wicde rance of
individuals who had cocntact with WILSON con the date in cuesticn.
The reacder will ke p*eSenteH with the accounts of the arresting
officers, transpecrt officers, officer

- -

who okserved WILSON during
|
s

<
his detention, nemcers of the State Attcrney's office vwho
interviewed 7ILSON and wnhc wers rpresant during W:LSbt‘S
incarceraticn at Arsa Twe, and civilien witnesses who allegedly
heard the incident.

Introduced 1in the report is testimony from the sguadrol
officers who transrorted WILSON, the public defencder who ckserved
WILSON following his release from police custody and the
photcgrapher who photegraphed WILSON fellowing his incarceraticn
at Cock County Jail. The analyzed testimony will reflect the
witnesses' contact with WILSCN cn the date in cuestion as well as
any okservations the witness may have had based on his cr her
proximity to WILSON. Also included 1in the repcrt 1is th
testimony and reports of numerous medical personnel, including
the doctcr and on-duty nurse frcem Mercy Hespital, the three
decctors who examined WILSON in Cermak Hospital, and two "expert!"
witnesses, including the deruty chief medical examiner for Cock
County who is a purrorted world-renowned expert on "torture". In
addition to a discussion of medical testimony that provides a
consistent interpretation of the injuries and which corroborates
the allegations, the report will also address any discrepancies
or inconsistencies raised by this evidence.

PHOTCGRAPHIC EXHIBITS

Numerous phctographic exhibits were offered into evidence
during the course of the various proceedings. They were mace
reference to throughout the testimony and are often cited in this
investigative summary report. The photographic evidence
includes:

o The color line-up photographs taken in Area One of Andrew
WILSON, Jackie WILSON and four other prisoners on 14
February 1982, at approximately 1630 hours.

o The Polaroid interview room photograph taken of Andrew
WILSON's face on 14 Februaryc ©32 following his statement at

Area Two, at approximately 1 Cam
Uﬁg%ﬁ?%nL ()U()01?8
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o The Cook County Jail photograrnhs (tlack and white) taken of
Andrew WILSON's face, chest and legs on 15 February 1882,
during bocking.

o) The Polaroid phctccrachs taken cf Andrew WILSON's fazce chest
ancd legs cn 16 Fektruary 1¢32 by rersonnel frca the Ccck
Ccunty Public Defencder's Office.

VISIT TO TOCATION

During the ccurse of the investigation, the undersicgned
visited the feormer sits of Arez Two Headguarters, 9039 S. Cottace
Grcve, to «cbserve the physical laycut of the seccné-flicer

locaticn where the irncicdent allezedly occurred.

Prior to visiting the lccation, the undersicned learned that
the site, no lcncer the prcperty of the Chicago Pclice
Department, underwent a subkstantial rernovation in 1%86 cr 1987,
during its operaticn as a facility of the Department of Streets
and Sanitation. The undersigned was informed that the only
structural changes macde on the seccnd floor were made in the
northwest corner and that with the exception of painting and
cosmetic modifications, the offices along the south wall
(formerly interview rooms) appear basiczlly the same zs they did
in 1982.

During the visit, the undersigned cbserved five offices, all
appreximately the same dimensicns (roughly eight feet by ten

feet), situated along the south wall cf the building's second
floor. Located on the south wall of each rcom was a wincdow
(facing 91st Street); directly below the window--in each of the

rooms~-was a radiator. The door to each room was made of wood.

During the inspection, the undersigned also noted that
restraining rings and other physical features denoting a police
department facility were not evident at this time.

DIAGRAM

During his deposition in September 1988 Detective Patrick
O'HARA <created a diagram of the second flocr of Area Two
Headquarters. This diagram was subsequently used as an exhibit
during other depositions and the civil trials, and is frequently
cited throughout this investigative summary report. This diagram
is included as the next page of this report (Page 5A).

COMPLAINTS~-AT-LAW/CIVIL SUITS

w Uﬂ]fﬁ h
~L,D 7t . .
A pro se complaint, #QE f%agﬂzb was initiated by Andrew

1,
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WILSON on 1 April 198s. In this ccmplaint, WILSON alleged
various injuries while in peclice custody and named as defendants
the City of Chicagc, Police Superintancdent Richard BRZECZEX, and
the following members of the Chicago Pclice Department: J.
REILLY, J. BURGE, T. McXENNA, W. MULVANEY and M. FERRO.

In October 1287, an amenced ccrmrlaint was filed cn behalf of
WILSON. In this complaint, WILSCN was named as plaintiff and the
cdefendants weres: City of Chicago, Jon BURGE, Richard EBRZECZEXK,
Michael MCXENNA, Patrick O'HARA, Jchin YUCAITIS, MULVANEY, FERRO
and "other Chicago Police Officers whose names ars currentcly
unknown'". Lawrsnce HYMAN was alsc named as an unsued co-

cnspirator.

2 sesconc” anended complaint  tha ed the 1687
cenrplaint was filed in 1¢%3¢. This 1 ists Andrsw WILSCIH
vs. City of Chicagc, Richard BRZZICZIZX, Jon BURGE, Patrick O'EARA,
Thomas MCKENNA, and John YUCAITIS.

ANDRTW WILSON

During the eight years since he was first arrested for the
murders of Officers FAHEY and O'BRIEN, Andrew WILSON has
testified extensively regarding his account of the alleced
incident. Beginning with his testimcny during the Mction to
Suppress Hearing in November 1982, WILSCN has also told his story
in a four-hundred page depcsition in December 1988/January 12889
and on several occasions during the civil trials cf 198¢.
Although several disparities emerge between the various
testimeny, WILSON's account of the incident remains basically
consistent throughout his statements.

WILSON testified that on 14 February 1982, at arproximately
0400 or 0500 hours, he was sleeping on the living room couch in
an apartment located at 5301 W. Jackson. He was awakened by the
sound of police cars and breaking glass, at which time he put cn
his pants and looked outside.

The "dude" who lived in the apartment and who had allcwed
WILSON to spend the night (now kncwn to be Garnett VAUGHN) exited
his bedrocom and his wife handed the police a set of keys to cpen
the burglar bars. WILSON stated that the officers, all males in
civilian dress, ordered him and the "dude" against the wall.
WILSON's pockets were searched and he was thrown to the flocr and
handcuffed. He stated that he was not injured when he was thrown
to the floor. '

WILSON stated that while he wazs laying face down on the

floor, a red-headed officer, whcm he 1later identified as
"Burge", walked over his neck. 6ter belng brought to his fest,
an unknown officer put a jacket

Ip .ﬁ WILSON stated that he
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was bare-chested at the time and that he was wearing pants and
depending cn the testimony, either shorts or lcngjohns. The
testimony also varied as to whether he was wearing shoes or
boots. He was then escorted cut cf the apartment, and before
being transported from the scene, Burge told the <transport
cfficers scmethinc to the effsct of "den't mess with hia ... we
will get hin when we get him to the staticn."

-~ WILSON was then driven to a pclics staticn in an unmarked
scuad car by four male white plainclothes cfficers including cne
whem he later identified from photcgrarhs as '"YUCAITIS". Upcn
arrival at the station, (Area Two Hezdguarters -- althcuch WILSON
was unable to identify the facility's lccaticn), he was '"hustled"

up a flicht of stairs and placed in a rzecm. The rccn, according
to WILSON's de®¥ositicn, had a desk, chair ané wastsrzasket; he did
rnct recall a ring on the wall cr a radiztor. BURGI, YUCAITIS ard

the other transport officers were prssent.

WILSON alleged that at this time the officers started
beating him up =-- knocking him down, hitting ard kicking him
apout the body. He could not state scecifically which officer
abused him at this time; he testified that BURGE was not one of
the participants. One of the officers then took a plastic kag
out of the garbace can and placed it over his head. One of the
officers then tried to choke him. WILSON scuffled with the
officers and bit through the bag. :

—

i

After the plastic bag was taken off his head, one of the
officers, whom he could not identify, burned him on the arm with
a cigarette. WILSON also stated that at this time, the officers
slammed him into a window, causing the glass to break. He
stated that some Kind of covering over the window pravented him
frem being injured by the brcken glass. He also testified that
when he wzs down on the floor, one of the officers kicked him in
the eye, causing the only injury he sustained during this
"beating".

‘,

Throuchout his testimony, WILSON stated thgl while this
beating was still taking place, BURGE came into the room, at
which time the beating ceased. BURGE told the officers present-
- there were approximately seven to the best of WILSON's
recollection ~- nct to mess up WILSON's face, that he "wouldn't
put ne marks on me" and to get WILSON out of there. At this
time, YUCAITIS took WILSON to another room on the same floor and
handcuffed him to a ring on the wall. He was still dressed in
only shces and peants. WILSON could not describe the exact
location of the second room, but stated that it was "not far”
from or possibly next door to the first one. In the Motion to
Suppress testimony, he stated he was in the first room
approximately five to ten minutes.

¢o
During his wvarious ;é%?iﬁ@@ , WILSON was continually



8

guestioned regarding the sequence of events. Ee stated
repeatedly that he did not know what time the specific events
occurred and explained that his watch hazd been broken during the
initial beating in the first rocm. His testimony displays little
concent of either time or place. AWso, in rasponse to the

challences macde abcut the inconsistancies in his testimcny WILSCY
statsd, during crcss-examinaticn in the second civil trial, ...
2s I constantly ccrme kack and ferth to testify, things ccme back
to me."

Following his being escortzd into the second rocm, WILSCN
stated that at some point YUCAITIS entered the rocm ancd asked

WILSON to telephcne WILSON's bbrother, Jackie. YUCAITIS
unhandcuffed hia frem the ring and escoried him to a telephcne gt
a desk acrcss frca the roccem. WILSCON testified thet he tcld

YUCAITIS that he édid want to call his krother and that he wantad
a lawyer.

At this time, WILSON was returned to the room -- the second
onne -~ and rehandcuffed to the ring on the wall. WILSON
testified that BURGE then entersd the room and told WILSON that
he was going to make a statement, kecause BURGE "reputation was
at sctake." WILSON stated that throughout the 1nc1den; to this
point, he had repeatedly stated to the officers th:t he didn't
"do nothing" and he "didn't want to say nothing.’ A short tine
later, YUCAITIS resntered the rocm -~ BURGE had left at this
point -- carrying a bhrown paper bag. (In certain testimony,
WILSON states that another, unidentified, plainclothes officer
accompanied YUCAITIS at this time.) YUCAITIS then took a "gizmo"
from the bag: a black box, red on the inside, with a crank. Ee
took the two wires extending from the device and clamped one of
the wires on WILSON's nose and the other on one of his ears.
Then he cranked. WILSON testified that the black box "shocked"
him, that it made his teeth grind.

WILSON consistently stated that at one point while he was
being shocked by the crank device, he kicked YUCAITIS, who then
procesded to punch WILSON in the mouth. YUCAITIS continued to
shock WILSON, at which time WILSON yelled. The shocking episode
ended when some unknown person canme to the door. WILSON related
that he then spent a period of time alone in the room. During
this period, many officers, including BURGE, came in to look at
him and call WILSON "names."

The next event WILSON recalled was being taken by an officer
(whem he later identified from photographs) as O'HARA to another
office-like room with an ac¢joining office. It was daylight at
this time. He and O'HARA waited in this room until the arrival
of Lawrence HKYMAN, whom WILSCN identified (as the Assistant
State's Attorney) after HYMAwns courtrcomn appearance. HYMAN said
something to WILSON -- he cculdﬂn ot recall the words -- at which
time WILSON said something to- tﬁ&qﬁf%ept -- "you want me to make

o ., 000083
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a statement after they keen torturing me?" HYMAN then raspcnde
according to WILSON's acccunts, "Gat the jagoff out c¢f here.
WILSON was returned to the seccndéd rcem by O'HARA. Ee did not see
YUCAITIS again that day.

[N

EURGE then entareéd the rcom and said, "fun time." Ee was
arrying a 1little bag with hin. EUXGEZ put an extrz set cf
handcuffs cn WILSON's arm that had nct been handcuifsd; he alsc
placed a sat cf cuffs cn WILSON's ankles. He placed the kag in
the garbace can and left. A shcrt time latsr, BURGE rsturned,
this time acccnranied by an officer with a scar whem WILSON, in
the seccnd civil trial, descriked as a "big, fat stud". (WILSON
later identified this officer in the civil trial as Officer

n

EZLL.) BURGE tcek the kac frocn the garhece can and pulled out
the black kow.  EHe clamrced the wirss tc each c¢f WILECH's ears.
Then he cranﬁei. WILSCYN tsstified that he rereztedly rurked the
wires cff znd that at cre pcint, the shccking knecked hinm off his

chair.

After this cccurred severzl times, EURGE and the unknown
police officer later icdentified as Officer HILL unnandcuffed one
of his arms, stretched him acrcss the radiator that was adjacent
to the ring cn the wall and rehandcuffed his freed arm to
scnething on the ocoprecsite sicde of the radiator. (During an
irsgpecticn of the renovated former sits cf Area Two Eeadguarters,
no lcnger a police department facility, the unce*svgr ed notsd no
significant structural changes in the seccnd-~flcc "interview
rooms"; however, restrzining :.rings and other physical features
dencting a police department operation were no loncer evident.)
They placed the clamps attached to the wires on each c¢f his
little fingers, and while WILSON was kneeling acainst the hot
radiator EURGE cranked the black bcx. (WILSON was fully dressed
at this time, wearing a shirt, pants, and a jacket.) Ee further
stated that at this time, he was hollering and screaming out,
saying he hadn't done anything and calling "Somebody help me."

WILSON tastified that during this shocking episcde, while in
the kneeling position, his legs, chest and face made contact with
the radiator. WILSON also stated that while he was stretched
across the radiator, the bic oificer with a scar, whcm he
referred to as "BURGE's partner'" and who is now known as Officer
HILL, kicked him in the back. Ancther officer, whcm he described
as short and whose identity he dié not know, was also kicking him
at this time.

The next part of the incident that WILSON recalled was when
BURGE pulled a second device out of the brown bag. WILSON
described this device as black, round, with a wire and an
electrical cord sticking cut from it. He said it ressnmbled a
"curling iron with a wire". 1In his testimony, WILSON described
hcw BURGE plugced the device i€ he wall, then ran the wire
"real gentle" between his legspﬁﬁ Nﬁ?ﬁt roin area. WILSON

ENTEARIE,D To ?ﬁngFNg’EPROD 000084
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stated that he was stancding, spreac-eagled, at this time. BURGE
then jabked the wire into WILSON's back, slamming him into the
grill over the window, causing WILSON to fall back.

WILSON stated that when he kegan to spit blocd, the tcrture
stcrred and the officer put the ckjects back into the brcwn tag.
ECEGZI's pariner then cct a tcwel and used it to wipe cfi WILSCN's
fzca. In his depcsition, WILSON was asked to descrike where the
tlccé came from, to which he resctonded his mcuth. "Questicn:
Frcm ycur gums or frcm arcund ycur teeth or where in yeur ncuth?
Answer: I den't know. When he uses the klack kcx, it grinds ycur
tezeth, it grinds, it grinds, that's all it dec, it constantly
¢grinés ycu."

. . RIS .

a frienéd from his neichberheccd, Dcris
MILLER, bkeing "crug" ky the police to the docr of his interview
rccen. Ee said he als obs**ved Derrick MARTIN and "Black Tecny"
at the station scmetin uring the merning.

'Awhile later" -- WILSON C”uld not. recall how much time had
paysed -—- officers in an unmarksd sguad car transported WILSON to
another police station. At thlS time, he and five other men,
including his brother, Jackie, whcm he had not seen that day
prior to this time, were placed in a line-up. In his testimcny
during the second civil triazl and in his pre-trial depcsiticn,
WILSON stated that priecr to the line-up, in a room at Areaz One,
BURGE stuck a revolver in his mouth, and while helding it in his
nmecuth, cocked it.

The testimecny diverges at this point. In his Motion to
Supprass testimony, WILSON does not meke this allegaticen. In his
pre-trial deposition, he states that this incident occurred in a
rocm with a mirror in it, and based on this testimony; the rocm
appeared to be the same one in which the lineup was conducted.
The cuestion of where this alleced incident occurred is raised in
the civil trial, at which time WILSON wavers in his testimony and
ult 1nately testlfles that he is not sure which room the incident
occurred in and that possibly BURGE put the gun in his mouth in
one room and WILSON was then taken to a different room for the
lineup.

In his Motion to Suppress testimony, WILSON did not identify
the officers who transported him to and from Area One. In his
cercsition, after viewing identification photographs of police
officers, he identified O'HARA and McKENNA as the transporting

cfficers. Ee also testified that en route to and from Area Cne,
McKXZNNA told WILSON that he wanted to kill him, and that he was
not into "all of that beating up stuff." In regard to O'HARA,
WILSON stated he 'stayed w1t@ =] a lot"” in the seconé room at
Area Two. When asked "... dld@ﬁ% ~@m791t you or mistreat you in
D00
.’Z’E TOP Uﬂ”EJ\u
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any way?" he resgonced "no."

WILSON testified that he was not sure what time of day he
returned to Aresa Two. Ee was placad in the same rcom in which he
had spent most of the day prior to going to Area One. EURGE
then caxme in the rcom anéd tcld him that he was coing tc maks a
statsment cr that BURGEZ wculé do to him what he did ezrlier. =2
this time, "I told him I wculd makz a statement". Ofificer O'EAR
and ASA HYMAN entered the rocm at this time, and WILSCH answere
EYMAN's cuesticns. A male ccurt regerter, later icdentified as
Michael HARTNETT, reccréed the statsment using a scecizl machine.
During the statament, EURGE cane in the room and the cthers told
hin to leave.
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ILECON, 1in the nwmajcrity ¢ his testimcny, stztzd thza:
neither AS) EYMAN nor any ci the pclice cfficers with whea he hzad
ccntact, read hia his rights. In his Motion tc Suppress
testimeony, however, at cne point, he statad that HYMAN "may have"
told him his right to have an attcrney present. WILSCON testified
that the rezson he gave ths statement was because he "didn't want

to ke shecked no mers.M

When he finished giving the statement, the ASA and cour
reocrter left. Some time later, O!'HARA toock WILSON to
different office -- WILSON stated that he had never keen in this
rcom pricr to this time -- where his statement was rezd to him.
He signed the statement and was returned to the second rccm.
While WILSON was in the rccm, the court reporter entered and tcck
a photograph of him. During his deposition, when shown the
signature on the Waiver of Constitutional Rights forn
accompanying his statement, WILSON testified that it looked 1like
his signature. He said he "signed anything they gave me" because
he didn't want to ke tortured anymore.

m ot

WILSON further testified that at some point during the
course of the statement taking, while alone in the second rcor
with the court reporter, he told the reporter that the officers
were going to torture him more. WILSON stated that the reporter
just looked at him, told him he couldn't do anythincg and left.
Additionally, at one point during this episode, BURGE entered the
rocm and told WILSON something like they are "gonna fry your
black ass."

WILSON stated that Officer McKXENNA waited with him in the
second room until the arrival of the two male uniformed officers
who transported WILSON to police headguarters. WILSON relatgd
that he had never seen the uniformed officers priecr to this
time; uron viewing photographs during his deposition, WILSON
identified the officers as FERRO and MULVANEY.

In the civil trial testipony and pre-trial depesition,
ON stated that while in the%%?@? at Area Two, prior to keing
sported, the two uniformed of gﬁﬁﬁﬁy' eat on him". He statec
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that they grakked his penis and hit him with their fists abcut
his body. WILSCN stated that Officer EILL ~- BURGE's partner--
told the officers to put WILSON in a cell with other prisoners so
that it would lcok like the prisoners had Leat him up. WILSON
tastified that to the best of his recollection, BURGE was nct
Fresant at this tixze.

(It shculd ke ncted that WILSCN did not make this all
against the transporting officers durirng his Motion to £
testinony. He did not, in fact, testify during that prcc
regarding any excessive force allegaticns that occurrsdé fol
the Arez One line- -up.)

™

1

WILSON testi:
m, con his wav d Y,
scorting cfiicer, rcce geveral unsuccess: dl atienr
ON. Wnen thev rezched the bottom of the stairs, M
then slammed WILSON against a wall, causing an already existing
scar con his forehead to recpen. The oifficers then put him in a
sguadrol and drove him to polices headguarters at 11th and State.
WILSON testified that it was a "rcucgh ride" bkut that at no time
é¢ié he fall or suffer any injuries. ’
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On the elevater to Central Detenticn, according to WILSON's
testimony, MULVANEY then knccked WILSON down, twisted his ricght

hard and hit hin in the head with a .45 caliber gun. In his
second civil trial testimcny, WILSON stated that Officsr FERROC
did not get on the elevator at this time. In his cerositicn,

however, he stated that both officers were present.

WILSON was then taken to the lockup facility. WILSON
testified that the officers at the desk refused his adnittance
and said "we are not taking him". He also recalled the lockup

officers saying something to the effect that they wers going to
call the brass, at which time MULVANEY said that he and FERRO
would take WILSON to the hospital. The officers subsequently
Fut leg irons cn WILSON and drove him to a hospital.

WILSON provided a fairly detailed account of what happened
at the hospital in both his deposition and in the second civil
trial. He stated that he was taken to the emergency rcom and
that the officers -- in his deposition, he stated specifically
that it was the taller officer -~ told him he should refuse
treztment or they would beat him up again. WILSON stated that he
refused treatment at first. Then when the "dude" who was doing
the paperwork asked him again if he wanted treatment, and the
officers were not 1looking, WILSON stated that he said, "yes".
WILSON stated that his ankle cuffs were then taken off and a
nurse pulled down his pants. WILSON testified that at this time
the examining dcctor wanted to suture him but MULVANEY was
standing in the corner w1 is 45 displayed. The doctor asked
the officer to "put his %@@7 and when the officer did not
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comply, the doctor refused to examine WILECN. At this tine,
everybody left, except for one of the officers --he believed it
was the taller one -- who again told WILSON that if he knew what

was good for him, he would refuse treatment. WILSON stated that
when the medical personnel resturned tc the exanmining rcom, he
told them he "dién't want ncthing dcne to me." A ba"cC7* was
arrclied to his head ard he was transccrted kack to the lcckup at
1ith and State.

WILSON tastified that the dcctcr who examined hinm &id nct
ask hecw he sustained his injuries arnd that he did rct vecluntzser
any infcrmation regarding this.

Uzcn arrival at the leockupr, the same lceckurkesrer who hac
pravicusly rs:iused his dnittzancs, adnittsd WILSCYN into the
facility. WILSCN stated that he was placed in a cell by himsslf
ané that it was located "richt kehind the front door." He said

that no cne in the lockup exznmined or tzlked to him and that he
did not tell any of the lecck up pe*sonnel that he had keen
tortured. He stated that he just put his ccat over his hezd and
laid dewn. The next morning he was transferred in a big van to
26th and Califcrnia. WILSON testified that there were a "bunch
more prisoners" in the big van and that he was handcuffed cn ezch -
hand to another priscner. He stated that at no time did he
sustain any burns while riding in the van. Fe further stated
that there was no radiator in the cell at the lcckup.

WILSON testified that upon arrival at 26th and Califecrnie,
he wazs placed in a bullpen with other priscners. Accerding to
his civil trial testimony, there was no radiator in the bullpen
and the area was surrounded by guards. When asked how long he
was locked up in the bullpen, WILSON responded "not long". Ee
stated that bailiffs then placed him in a smaller bullpen with
only his brothér Jackie.

He was then taken to court, a new court date was set and he
was hustled back to the bullpen. At this time, a female lawyer
came to the bullpen and WILSON talked to her abkout what had
haprened to him. In his civil trial testimony, he stated that he
told the 1lawyer that "they shocked me and burned me." WILSON
stated that he also recalled that the lawyer told the judge that
WILSON needed to be taken to a hospital. Ee stated that during
his conversation with the lawyer, she advised him nct to say
anything else about what had happened until he spoke to his
lawyers.

Later that morning -- he was not sure of the specific time-
- the bailiffs took him to Ccok County Jail, where he 'was
prccessed and pheotograrhs taken, some "with hls c‘othes "off™M.
WILSON testified that he was then taken to the hospital facility,’

where a dcctor examined _p ‘é;cned the back of his head,
placed a patch on his eye @$$£§ hlS leg wound. He was
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then placed in a c=2ll in Division One, along with his brother
Jackie. Here, for the first time, he told Jackie that he had
been tortured by the police. In his deposition testimony,
WILSON stated that Jackie, at this time, related that he, too,
had been "shocked" by the police.

The next day, cn 16 Fekruary 18382, according to the
testimeny, WILSON went to ccurt in the afternoon and for the
first time met with Dale COVENTRY cZ the Public Defender's
Office. WILSON stated that COVENTRY, a phctocgrapher and another
man accompanied him to the basement cf the building, at which
time the phctcgrarher tcok a series of rphotcgraphs depicting
WILSON's injuries. WILSCN stated that at this time he also told
COVENTRY how he sustained the injuries ancd his acccunt of the
torture incicent.

WILSON testified that 1in the cdays following, doccters
regularly checked c¢n him anéd chanced his dressing. In his
cderosition, he testified that he never talked to any of these
cdoctors akout how he received his injuries. He further testified
akbout talking to a female dentist. Ee stated that as a result of
grinding his teeth when he was shocked by the cranking machine,
some of his bottem teeth lcosened.

During the course of his cross-examination in the civil
trial, WILSON refused to testify regarding certain issues that
may possibly impact his criminal case currently on appeal. When
cquestioned about the content of his statements to the police or
about the events of 9 February 1932, the date of the shooting, he
stated that Mhe had been instructed by his attorneys not to
answer.

During various examinaticns, WILSON was questioned regarding
his participation in an investigation ccnducted by the 0Office of
Professional Standards. WILSON stated that no one from OPS ever
questioned him; upon further examination, WILSON stated that he
did not learn about the investigation until approximately 1987 or
1933, when Dale COVENTRY informed him that the results were
"nothing" and that the investigation was "thrown away" because
WILSON had been found guilty in his criminal case.

In cross examination during his second civil trial, WILSON
was asked why he did not name Officers HILL or YUCAITIS as
accused parties to his pro se civil complaint. WILSON, who
initiated a ccmplaint con his own kehalf in April, 1986, stated
that at the time he did not know HILL by name; however, he stated
that he had pointed HILL out to hh%@ ttorney during the Motion to
Suprpress hearing. WILSON testifiedpﬁﬁgy BEILL's omission from the
ccrnplaint was an "errer" as was thézfﬁ%g@ﬁgﬁgo include YUCAITIS.
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GARNETT VAUGHN

Garnett VAUGHN, testified c¢nly conce regarding the WILSON
case and that was during the Motion to Suppress. He testified
that a friend acccmcanied Ancdrew WILSON to his heme on 13
Ferzruary 1632 ard asksd if WILSCN cculd stay for awhile. VAUGEN
testified that he tsld WILSCOMN, whem he had met cnce pricr te this
date, that he could stay cne nicht. At the time, AUCGHN was
living with his wifs and two children at 5301 W. Jackscn.

VAUGEN provided an account that was consistent with that of
Ancdrew WILSON. He stated that after the police arrived at his
arartment, he and WILSCN were dirsctad to a wall in the hallway.
VAUGEN stated that his wife then tclé the cfficers that he was
her hustand, at which time the cfficers dirsctsed VAUGEN and hi
wife to their kedrcca.

]

During cuesticning, VAUGEYN stated that cn the date and tire
in cuestion, WILSON was wearinc pants and no shirt. Ee tsstified
that during his contact with WILSON on that dats, he did nct

ctserve any marks or cuts cn WILSON's face or chest. His eves
seemed "okay." VAUGEN further testifiedé that the floecrs in his
living rcom ard hallway were ccversd with ‘'pretty thick"

carpeting.

JOSEZEPH McCARTHY

On 14 February 1982, Josevh McCARTHY, & Captain of Police,
was a deputy superintendent of field tactical services. For
recorting purposes, he will be referred to by his status at the
time of the incident as will all other officers to be discussed
in this report. Captain McCARTHY testified on numercus cccasions
regarding his observations cf Andrew WILSON's arrest, in which he
was a participant. His accounts, as presented in the analyzed
testimony -~ the Motion to Suppress hearing and second civil
trial -- reflect basically the same information as provided by
other officers at the scene of WILSON's arrest.

Captain McCARTHY stated that upcn arriving at the location,
he first observed WILSON inside the door, at which time
Lieutenant Ray MILLER and Captain McCARTHY and the other
arresting officers, including Lieutenant Jon BURGE, Detective
Daniel BRANNIGAN, directed WILSON to place his hands on the
wall. A female inside the house retrieved the keys for the gate,
at which time Captain McCARTHY opened the burglar bars.

Captain McCARTHY stated that after entering the premises, he
and Detective BRANNIGAN each tceok cne of WILSON's arms and moved

him around a corner. At this tim%y while WILSON was up agginst
a2 wall, they started to frisk hin®0 eone asked WILSCN if he
had a gun, at which time he ncddZ%tq?S ‘;u;agd lcoked in the
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direction of a gym tkag arprcximatsly fcur feet away. Cartain
McCCARTHY stated that at this time, he and Detective BRANNIGAN,
following apprcpriate police procedure, threw WILSON to the
flcor. Lieutenant EBURGEZ then placeZ his knee cn WILSON's neck
and WILSCN was handcuffed. Captain McCARTHY stated that he and
Detective BRANNWIGAN then assisted WILSON up from the flcor.

In recard to injuries he mnav have «cEtserved, Captain
McCARTHY testified that he did nect a2t any time nctice any
injuries cn WILSON =-- no marks, kurns, cuts or klccéd cn his
chest, face or head.

Captain McCARTHY nctsd that WILSCON was not wearing a shirt
at this time. Cartain McCARTHY testified that Lieutenant BURGE
then szid scmethinc to the efisct "taXs hinm kack to the stzticn."

WILSON was then taksn from the cal ARTEY stated
that he did nct sees WILSCYN aczin

During testimcny, Captain McCARTHY relatsd that at nc tim
did he hezr Lieutenant BRUEGE say anvthing akcut getting WILSON

when they ge* him to the station.

RAYMOND MITILER

Raymond MILLER, in his testimony during the Moticn to

Suprress hearing, stated that 1in February 1¢8 he was =a
lieutenant in the Chicago Police Department, assigned to the Gang
Crimes Scuth Unit. Lieutenant MILLER stated that on 14 February

1882, he acconmpanied Deruty Superintendent MCCARTHY, Lieutesnant
BURGE, Detective BRANNIGAN and several perscnnel from Area Twoe
Violent Crimes to 5301 W. Jackson, in order to effect the arrest
of Andrew WILSON.

Lieutenant MILLER's account of the arrest incident 1is
basically consistent with the accouiits of the other officers at
the scene. Ee stated that upon arrival in the arartment, he
cbserved Andrew WILSON face down on the floor, handcuffed. He
saw Deputy Superintendent MCCARTHY and Detective BRANNIGAN
restraining WILSON; Lieutenant BURGE was standing near hin.
Lieutenant MILLER stated that he also observed Detective
YUCAITIS.

During testimony, Lieutenant MILLER stated that he was in
the apartment for arprcximately five minutes before he cbserved
WILSON being turned cver to memkers of Area Two Violent Crimes
for transportation to the station. He stated that at no time did
he +threaten or strike WILSON, nor did he observe any other

officer on the scene abuse WILSON. He also stated that he did
nct recall WILSON strucgle at qa%w%fme.

'z,
Lieutenant MILLER testifiégaﬁﬁp'mﬂlﬁbe he observed WILSON
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being brought up frcm the flcor, he noticed a scratch in the
vicinity of WILSON's right eye; he did not observe any other
injuries.

Lieutenant MILLER did nct testify in either cf the civil
trials.

DANTEL BRANNICGAN

On 14 February 1¢82, Daniel BRANNIGAN was a detsactive
assicned to the Gang Crlwes South Unit. Detective ERANNIGAN,
during testimony in the Mction to Surpress hearing (the only time
he testified regardinc the incident), precvicded an account thcu
csr:coc;ateﬁ the testimeny of Czartain McCARTHY, Lieutenan

MILLER and the cther cfficsrs at the scene cf And:ew W"Cow‘c
ar:est. Ccnsistent with Captain McCARTHY's acccunt, TCetesctive
BRANNIGAN staced tha after entering h

the arartment, Lhe and
Cartain McCARTHY crabked WILSON by ezach of his arms and noved him

arcund the corner in the hallway.

Captain McCARTEY then searched WILSON. Someone asked WILSON
if he had a2 gun; when he responded '"yes" and gestured in the
direction of a bag cn the flcor, Detective BRANNIGAN assisted
Carptain McCARTHY in throwing WILSON to the floor. At this time,
WILSON was handcuffed &and then escorted from the apartment.
Detactive BRANNIGAN stated that the only injury he observed cn
WILSON was a small scratch in the area around his right eye. He
testified that he did not observe anyone sitrike or threatsan
WILSON. He also stated that he did not see WILSON again that day
after WILSON was tzken from the lccaticn.

JACXTIE WILSOV

Jackle WILSON, Andrew WILSON's brother and co-defendant in—
the criminal case in which both WILSONs were convicted of the
murcders of Officers FAHEY and O'BRIEN, provided testimény during
the Motion to Suppress hearing in November, 1982. In a
depcsition given in relation to Andrew WILSON's civil suit, on 26
January 1989, Jackie WILSON exercised his Fifth Amendment
privilege and stated that he would not answer questions until the
resclution of his criminal case (currently on appeal).

During his testimony, WILSON provided an account of his
arrest on 14 February 1982 and the post-arrest events involving
him and his brocther. He stated that at approximately 0800 to
0830 hours he was arrested in the vicinity of 51st and Prairie
and then transported to the 002nd District station. WILSCON
stated that he was detained (@t the station for approximately tsn
to twenty minutes, after whlcpvhé@was transported to Area Two by

four male white plainclcthes O%L5#

. T 000092



13

Upon arrival at Arsa Two, WILSON was placed in a rcca cn the
second floor. Numercus officers, 1including the transgort
officers and Officers McXENNA andéd O'HARX (whem WILSON icdentified
from their testimeny during the crininal +trial) wers also
present. The officers asked him abcut the "incicdent" anc when
WILSCYN tcld them he dié net want to talk without a lawver, the
cfficers procseded to keat him for arproximately thirty minutes.
WILSON statsd that at approximatesly 10C0 cr 1100 hcurs, he teléd
the police officers what harcened.

In the ccurse of his testincny, WILSON stated that while he
was being questicned, he hezard Ancraw WILSON hcllerinc lcudly in
the "next rocm". Ee szid he racccnizes his krcther's vcics. Ee
also hezri ths vcices c¢f "a lct" cf rpelices cfficers, arnd the
scund cf chairs kick 'scramzling'. WILSCH stztsd
that he felt, rext sstilfied that during the
caes:icning, he was the victim c¢f arrroxinately six cr seven
be‘tlng episodes. Ee &llezed that at cne point, he was being
cuesticned abut his relationshirz to "Dee" (a.k.a. Derrick

MARTIN), &t which time he was pulled cut of his chair ané pushed
to the door; he then cbserved Dee in a rcom across the hall.
WILSON told the offic:rs that he dié nct knecw the man, a
statement which precipitatsed ancther round of bLeztings. (In
later testimony, WILSON re la; 42 that he dces know Dee and that he
lied to the police during the guestioning).

WILSON stated theat after several hours -- he was nct sure

how much time had passad -- he gave a statement to the Assistant

tate's Attorney. Pricr to giving the statement, he kelieves it

was Office McKXENNA who warned him that if he did not tell the

attorney what he had told the officer, the officers were going to
ask the attorney to leave and then "start all over acain."

WILSON testified that McKENNA was present during his court-
reported statement and that in the cocurse of the statement,
O'HARA entered the rocm and told WILSON that if he didn't sign,
he was going to break WILSON's fingers.

Following his statement, WILSON was taken to another roon,
which he described as aDDrO%lmately twenty to thirty feet down
the hall. WILSON stated that he was handcuffed to the wall;
photographs were also taken at this tire.

WILSON testified that he never observed 2Andrew WILSON at
Area Two on 14 February 1982, and further, that the cnly time he
observed his brother on that date was during a lineup at Area
One. He further testified that he next observed his brother at
the Criminal Courts Building, approximately twenty-four hours
after first keing taken into custody. At this time, WILSCN
observed that Andrsw had a patch over cne of his eyes, a patch on
the back of his head and burns adl over h&g body He testified

that Andrew told him at this time J%-the ad "jumped'" on
oy 4.1v “lznpg 000093
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him, and that when he went to the hcspital, the police told him
to refuse treatment.

DCRIS MIILITER

Doris MILLER provided testimen {foticn
5. MILLER did

1Y
Surpress hezaring and in a depcsiticn cn 6 March 19
nct testify in either civil trial.
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MILLER's accounts of the events of 14 February 1982 werxe
ccnsistent with the infermeticn preovided by Andrew WILSON.
MILLER statad that cn the datza in cuesticn, she was an emplcyee
cf the U.S. Pocstal Service. She stated thaet at the time in
cuestion, shs was friend cI Jackie WILSON, and that she knew
Ecth WILSONs kecaus / ¢rew ur in her neichkocrhocd.

MILLER statsd that on 1+4 Fezruary 1¢382, at eprcre
0100 hecurs, fcur meale white plainclothes officers arrived at her
cdcor and placed her under arrsst for being an "accasscry to
nurcder." MILLER told the officers that cn 11 Fekruary 1%32, she
had driven Jackie WILSON to a tuilding lccated in the vicinity of
63rd and Calumet at which time she accompanied the cfficers to
the building's lccaticn.

MILLER was then taken to Area Two police headcguarters. She
was led through the back entrances, up to the sascecnd flcor and
placed in a room near the back of the police station "right next
to the stairs." She was then handcuffed to a pipe that extenced
from the ceiling. MILLER statzd that the room also had a table,
at least one chair, and a2 window which faced an alley -- and not
91st Street. She stated that it "was still dark out" when she
was placed in this room.

She stated that at some point after she was placed in this
room she heard the souna of officers bringing somebedy up the
stairs. She then heard a man screaming and the sound of breaking
glass. MILLER related that she thcucght the glass was from a door
at the rear stairwell. She stated, however, that she did not ses
this occurrence nor did she ckserve the person Lkeing escorted.
MILLER stated that the man's voice she heard was that of Andrew
WILSON; she related that WILSON has a distinctive voice which she
recognizes.

When she heard the ccmmcticn and the hollering, according to
her testimony, MILLER said, "why dcn't you all step it?" At this
time, an unknown blond policewcman entered the room and saild to
MILLER something to the effect, "we just buried our brothers.”
At approximately the same time, BEURGE, the only officer ~that
MILLER cculd identify, entersd the rcgpn and called her "all kinds

cf bitches and ugly bitches." EHe the‘ﬂ@g- her, "I'll come back
in here and beat your ass." MILLER ts é%@z&gat she never saw

OﬂECTN?}mb
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BURGE again.

MILLER was not sure how much time had passed when one cf
the officers, whose identity she did not know, tock her frcm the
rcom and placed her in front cf the opened dcor tc another rccnm
adjacsnt to a "grezat big wide crern scacs".

At this time, MILLER ckserved Ancdrew WILSON, naked frcm the
waist up, seated cn a steccl in the rcem, which she described as

similar to "a litile cubbyhcle". MILLER testified that when she
obkserved WILSON at this time, his kcéy was sweaty; she resczalled
that it was cold in the pclice staticn and that she was cold at
the time. The ocfficer asked her if this was the same perscn she
saWw go into the building. He then shoved her kack frem the dcer
and tclcé her tu gc inside 2 rcem directly adjacent cn the left cf
Andrew WILSON's rocom. She was then hancdcuffed to the windcw
sill. MILLER stated that 1t was still dark cutside,
approxinately the time of cawn. When asked to compare this rcenm
to the room in which she ckserved Andrew, MILLER resccnded

!

"Seme difference, same size. They were like little cubicles.'

ct

During testimony, MILLER stated that she remained in this
room until scmetime in the evening. An unknown black man, whe
she believed was in custody in regard to a television he had
becught, was also in this rocm during most of her stay.

MILLER testified that at some point after arriving in the

second room, she hearé Andrew WILSON being keaten -~ the sounds
of a body falling to the flccr and Andrew screamning, keccing and
pleading. She also heard Andrew saying, "I haven't dcnre
anything."

MILLER testified that she heard WILSON being beaten and
screaming on and off for several hours. She had alsc reguested
several times to use the bathrocm and at some point, after it
became daylight, she could not wait any longer. She stated that
at that time, she "used the ashtray to go to the bathroom."
MILLER stated that sometime after this, the beating ceasesd. She
stated that when she looked outside, she observed people catching
the bus on 91st Street, which macde her think they were going to
church.

The next event MILLER recalled was when she heard scme
officers in Andrew's room say something to the effect, "Are you
ready to confess now kecause your brother has made a ccnfessicn?”
She then heard a voice say, "We're getting ready to take vcu cut
of here motheriucker. If you try anvthing, we're going to bklcw
your brains out." MILLER stated that she did not hear Andrew's
voice again that day.

MILLER further stated that she did net see or talk to Andrew
WILSON after 14 February 1982.€%§&$,stated that she never saw

Jackie WILSON while at Area Two onaﬁ&gEgégg in question.
O,
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She testified that at some time that evening, she gave a
statement to an cfficer whose first name was "Fred." She stated
that she had not cbse*‘ved this officer at any tize prﬁ'or to
givinc him a statement. MITLLQ stated that after she sigred the
statenment, at a rczirc ly 2100 hcurs, she &s al‘cw=ﬂ to go

hcme.

!
He!

During her Mcticn to Surrress testimeny, MILLER ncted that
she had kesn in the rolics staticn arrcrcximately twenty hours

=
without fccd cr the use cf the bathrccm. In her depcs;blc“, she
tastified that the reason she never filed a ccmplaint cr a
lawsuit regarding her allegaticns was: She was c¢lad fcr the
crdezl to hc over enc¢ "... I an afrzid of the Chicagc Folice.
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n in kcth ths Mction to Sucpress
" MILLER was cquesticne

rnship tc the WILSONs, and regarding
epancies in her testimeny resgarding the contact
with the WILSONs pricr to her detainment at Area Two. IILL“

ackncwledged thet both Jackie and Andrew WILSON came to her home
briefly, at approximately 1500 hcocurs, cn 9 February 1982, the
cdate of the shooting. 1In her depositicn, she stated that she has
tried to blceck out the incicdent and that she dces not renember
all of the details. As for the variance betwesn her police
statement and some cf her later tsstimony, MILLER tsestified at
deposition that "... Up in the police staticn, I would do
anything to get cut cf thers. They treated e llk= I was an
animal." '
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DERRICK MARTIN

Derrick MARTIN, A.K.A. Dee, a potential witness whcm Andrew
and Jackie WILSON named as having been present at Area Two at the
time of the incident, testified as a State's witness cduring the
Motion to Suppress hearing. MARTIN stated that on 14 February
1982, at approximately 0100 hours, he was brought to Area Two
Headcuarters in regard to a murder investigation. Ee testified
that he remzined at Area Two until approximately 1900 hours and
that the majority of the time he was held on the second flocr, in
a "photo lab" located in the front of the station facing Cottage
Grove.

MARTIN stated that at some point =-- he gave varying acccunts

regarding the time -- he was taken to the washrocm. MARTIN
stated that he knows Andrew and Jackie WILSON, kut that He did
not okserve either of them at Are2a Two on the date in auesblcn.
He further stated that he did not hear any screaming or sounds of
someone bkeing keaten dhyﬂ@-ﬁgls detention at Area Two. During
cross-examination, MARTIN mﬁflated that the Sgiza had keen
Ewméggg .
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paving his rent, rccm and koard since shortly after the nurder
investigation.

CHESTER M. BATEY JR.

Chester M. EATEY, Jr. tsstified in kecth civil trizsls (as a
defendant's witness) and in a depcsiticn on 11 February t
the time of the incident, he was a police officer assicgn
008th District.

Officer BATEY's varicus testimcny provides a fairly
consistent acccunt of the incident. Ee stated that cn 1«
February 1982, at apprcximatsly 0800-0%00 hcurs, while cif duty,
he follcwed a - lead rsgarding Jacxie Wilson's whersakcuts and
prcceecded tc the lccaticon, whers he effiectsed the arrsst cf Mr.
Wilsson. Officer BATEY stated that WILSCN was transccecrtsd to the
002nd District, and that BATEY alsc prcceseded to that stzticn in

order to complete an Arrest Rerocrt.

A couple hcurs after the arrest, Officer BATEY learned that
the operaztion was moving to Zrea Two headguarters, at which tirze
he prcceeded to that lccaticn. The time, according to Officar
BATEY's racollection, was aprroximately 1100 or 1200 hours. Uccn
his arrival, he went to the second flcor, where he was directad
to a2 rcom off of a big commcn arez, which was located on the east
end of the kuilding near the stairway.

Several other officers involved in the arrest were in this
area doing paperwork. Officer BATEY stated that after he
completed his supplemental report, he tcok the rerort to
Assistant State's Attorney Michael ANGAROLA, who was situated in
a room on the northwest end of the commen area. ASA ANGAROLA
told Officer BATEY that he wanted a To-From report instead.

Officer BATEY stated that shortly afterward, his
supervisors, including his tactical lieutenant and the District

Commander, arrived in the Area. He stated that a discussion
ensued between his supervisors and ASA ANGAROLA, after which
Officer BATEY was directed to ccmplete a To-From. Officer BATEY

related that he returned to the room he had keen in and completed
the to-from (which was typed by Sergeant William BATTS of the
002nd District.) Officer BATEY stated that it tecok him
approximately ocne hour to complete the report. After turning in
the typed report, ASA ANGAROLA told him to stay around until he
or an assistant got back to him.

It was at this time, according to Officer BATEY's .
testimony, that he returned to the common area and askesd abcut:
the WILSONSs' whereabouts. It was now approximately 14C0Q-23600 °
hours. Officer BATEY st& @@ %p he was then directed to a

couple of interview rooms amm outh wall of the kuilding.
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He recalled that these rcems crened onto the ccmacn area.
Officer BATEY testified that he went into one of the rccms -- he
was not sure of the chrcnological crder of the rocms--zt which
time he obsarved Jackie WILSON seated and handcuffed to a2 rinc cn

the wall. Ee also cbserved a radiator anéd a window cn the wall

facing the dcer cf the rocm. Officer EBATEZY stated that at this

time, WILSCYN was keing interrccatzd and that he sat in cn the

interrcgaticn. He said he told the twc male white interrsccating

officers, whcse icdentify he did net kncw, that "I was intsrestad

in seeinc hcw a majer homicicde was hancdled because I had never
bEeen involved in cne before".

After approximatsly ten to fifteen minutes, 0Officer EBATZY

rc n en rccn where Andrew was keing

th = cfficers Eaged cn Cificer

n was either next dccr cr cne

EATEY statsd that he sat frack

"It was my first major crine,

Officer BATEY stated that when he observed Andrew at this
tine, he was seatsd to the richt of the radiator. He Lkelieved
Andrew was wearing a shirt and pants; however, Officer BATEY
clarified that he was in the rcom only a short time ané that he
was mnere interestzsd in Jackie. BEased on his recollecticn, the
time at this point was before 1600 or 1700 hours -~ the tine
Officer BATEY left the station.

Officer BATEY stated that over the next "short reriod of
time'", he returned to Jackie's and Andrew's rooms on two mors
occasions. He stated that at no time did he observe any injuries
on either prisoner, nor did he observe any signs of a beating.
He clarified that he cbserved Andrew only briefly and did not

recall seeing the right side of his face. 1In his deposition, he
stated: "At no time to my knowledge was Andrew Wilson brutalized
by the police officers at any time that I was there." Officer

BATEZY also added that while he was in the common area, which was
his 1lecaticn during the majority of his stay at Area Two, he
never heard any screaming. He further stated that at no time did
he cbserve Andrew or Jackie WILSON being escorted to or from
their interview rooms.

In the second civil trial, durinc gquestioning regarding his
observations cf other police perscnrel Officer BATEY stated that
except for menmkers of his cown tezn and his surervisors, he did
not know the identify of the other police officers he
encountered at Area Two. He stated that he did not recall anyone
seated outside Andrew WILSON's interview room =-- or anyone who
arrezred tc have kesn guardi room. Ee further related that
he did not knew what LieutenaBfp g?uggﬁ)lcoked like at the time

i tion. 3
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During his derosition, Officer BATEY was also cuesticrned
regarding his involvement in the WILSON case after the original
incident and prior to his testimony during the «civil
proceedings. Officer BATEY stated that he was never czlled to
testify prior to the 1989 dercsiticn. Ee cited an occasicn when
he came to ccurt during cne of the criminal prcceedings, zt which

time ASA ANGAROLA told him to "get cut of the court" and to lezve
his name and number with his secretary. Officer EATEIY never
testified in that precceeding. During his degositicn, Officer

ATEY also stated thet to the bkest of his recollection, 2SA
ANGAROLA was present at Area Two during the entire time that
Officer BATEY was present.

When cuesticned if he had at any time been asked by anycne
in the Chiczgec Police Department what he knew akcut the events at
Areaz Two cn the date in questicns, O£fficer BATEY resconcded that
he hac never bkeen asked

FXED EILL .

On the date and time in cuestion, Fred HILL was assigned as
a detective in the Area Two Violent Crimes Unit. Detective HILL
provided testimony during the Mction to Suppress hearing, both
civil trials and in a depositicn in January 1989.

Detective HILL presented an account that was conpatibtle
with the testimony. of the other officers involved in the
incident. He testified that he was one of the main detectives
assigned to the murder investigation of Officers FAHEY and
O'BRIEN and that he worked under the command of Lieutenant BURGE
during the entire investigation.

Detective HILL stated that on 14 February 1982, he returned
to Chicago from an out-of-town trip with his family. He -
telephoned Area Two Headquarters, at which time he learned that
two suspects in the FAHEHEY/O'BRIEN murder investigation had been
captured and had confessed to the killings. Detective HILL
stated that at this time he drove to Area Two and that upon his
arrival, he was advised to go to Area One for a line-up.

Detective HILL stated that upon his arrival at Area One, at
aDDroximately 1600 hours, he concducted the line-up, which was
held in a large rocom with a two-way mirror; the line-up included
the two suspects, AaAndrew and Jackie WILSON, and four other
prisoners. The only injury he notszd on WILSON at that time was
an abrasion type mark near his right eye, which WILSON was
rubbing with a rag. Following the 1line-up, Detective HILL was
present when a crime lab photograrher took three rhotegrarhs cof
the line-up. Jackie WILSO ﬁmgiﬁyhe four prisoners were then sent
dewnstairs to the 002nd Di ; ﬂr@ZA drew WILSCN was sent back

to Area Two Headguarters. By To
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Detective HILL testified that he returned to Arsa Two at
approximately 1730 or 1800 hours, where he stayed until WILSON
left the station.

In his civil trial tastim meny, he statsed that he ckserved
Andrew WILSON several times during the evening and that the
majority cf the time he was appr cxlﬂately twenty to twenty-five
feet cutside of WILSON's door. According to his tcs:;ucny, he
was checking o©n WILSON's ‘“security" on these c¢ccasiens
Detective Hill stated that when he ckserved WILSON cn the date in

guestion he was always wearing a shirt.

Ee stated that during the course of the evening, he also
intarviewed a witness, Derrick MARTIN, and cbtained a stzitsment
frcm ancther witness, Decris MILLER. Pe stated that MILLER was in

an interview room approximately twenty-£five fest frem WILSON's.

Detective HILL also stated that he was presant when the scguadrol
officers arrived to transport WILSON. At that time,
arcroximately 2200 hours, he entered the rocm, unhandcuffed
WILSON and turned him over to the officers. He testified that
the 1lighting was '"okay" and that he did not observe any
additicnal injury to WILSCN. In resgense to one of WILSON's
allegations, Detective HILL denied ever telling the sguadrol
officers to place WILSON in a cell with other prisoners.

During the second civil trial, Detective EILL testified
that WILSON was held in the middle interview room, which was
consistent with the testimony of other officers who were called
during this proceeding. Detective HILL, however, testified that
he did not recall the radiator not working in that roomn. Ee
acknowledged that his name appears on the Case Report, but that
he did not recall writing any portion of the report. He stated
that either Detective McKENNA or Detective O0'HARA, also authors
of the report, must have written that WILSON was placed in the
Property Crimes area. Detective HILL stated that he did not
observe WILSON in the Property Crimes area at any tine.

It was also noted in the secend civil trial, during cross-
examination, that several of Detective HILL's statements were
inconsistent with his prior deposition testimony. Detective
HILL, who allegedly assisted Lieutenant BURGE during the last
electroshock episode, testified during this deposition that he
returned from his vacation in the early afternoon and that he
arrived at Area Two at approximately 1400 hours. Based cn
testimony from police officers which indicates that WILSON did
not leave Area Two for the line-up until approximately 1500 hours
and on WILSON's timing of the alleged abuse, Detective HILL's
1400 arrival would have allcwad for him to be present during the
alleged incident.

As was also pointed oub §H Iﬁ@ﬁd) ond trial, Detective
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EILL corrected his time of arrival frcm 1400 to 1500 hcurs in
errata sheets which he ccmpleted several months after his
deposition. During his testimony in the trial, Detective HILL
stated that he did not receive a ccov of his depositicn fer
review until severzl months after giving his derositicn. Ee alsc
statad, hcwever, that he rezlized his error within davs cf civing
the dercsiticn and yet he rever made any attempt cn his cwn to

rectify 1it.

Other inconsistancies ncted during Detective EILL's civil
trial testimcny were his renewed rsc cllection concsrning certain
events on the date in gquesticn. In his Mcticn tc Surpress
testimeny, UDetective EILL cculd nct reczll any cf the other
pclice ocfficers present either during, Fkefors cer hs
ccnducted the line-uz &t Arsz Cre; further, he thzat

rncthing weculé refrssh his reccllecticn.

Mcre than six yezrs later, in his Civil Trial II testimecnv,
Detective HILL, withcut any hesitaticn, stated that at the ti=x
cf the line-up, he saw Lieutenant EURGE, Detective O0O'HAR2X, and
numerous other o¢cfficers whom he identified by nane.
Acditicnally, in his Moticn to Surrress testimeny, Detsctive HILL
stated that fcllowing his ccntact with Andrew WILSCN at Area One,
he did nct observe WILSON acgain until approximately 2230 hours.
In his civil trial testimony, Detective HILL rereatedly stats
that he cbserved WILSON at Area Two, following the line-up, c¢n
several occasions, at least three which he specifically reczlled.

Detective HILL, in respcnse to the allegations of torture

ancé abuse, stated that a2t no time did he mistreat Andrew WILSON
nor did he observe another cfficer abuse WILSON in any way.

IAWRENCE HYMAN

On 14 February 1982, Lawrence HYMAN was an Assistant
State's Attorney assigned as supervisor of the Felony Review
Unit. HYMAN testified numerous times regardlng the events of
that date. The testimony analyzed 1in the course of this
investigation include his Mction to Suppress and Civil Trial II
testimony, and porticns of his January 1989 deposition. With the
exception of a few discrepancies, HYMAN's account was fairly
consistent throughcout his various testimony.

HYMAN testified that he arrived at Area One Headquarters
between approximately 0830 and 0900 hours, after receiving a
phone call to go to the area 1in regard to the FAHEY/O'BRIEN
murder investigation. Upon arrival, he spoke to one of the
detectives about the staztus cof the case. At approximately 0930
or 0%45 hours, he telepho d Nlchanl HARTNETT, a court reporter
employed by the Cocck Coun 's Attorney's office. IARTNETT
arrived at the area between\ o 5 hours.
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In his civil trial testimcny, EYMAN testified that he
telerhoned EARTNETT Lecause he "wantsd to ensure the presence of
a court reporter at the area if the availability and cprertunity
came to take the cuurt repcrted statements of Andrew and Jackie
WILSON.M EZMAN stated that prior to calling HEARTNETT, he had

learned that Andraw WILSCN, the prime suscect in the case, had
nmade an oral statsment in hich he ccnfessed to the nurders, and
that Jackie WILSGCN, WILSOMN's brother and alsc a key susgect, had

W
recantly Lkeen arrssted.

HYMAN stated that at this time, he tecame inveclved in
mekinc arrancements to ensurs that Jackie WILSCN was broucht tc
Arsz Twe A shert tinme latsr, keiwesn 1020 and 1115 hcurs,
Jackie WILSCYH arrived at the aresa. AS2 EYMAN <tastified that
Detzctives O'EARA anrnd McXEMN2 enterzd the rcenx wnere Jackie was
teing held and a shert time later, they exited and told ASA HY!IMAN
the substaznczs of their conversaticn.

At this time, ASA HVMAN entered Jackie's rocm and rezd his

constituticnal richts to him, using & pre-printed form. He
statsed that Detectives O'HARX and McXENNA were also present. He
then cuesticned Jackie about the events of 0% February 1982, a
conversation which 1lasted approximately twenty minutes. ASA

HYMAN testified that during this conversation, Jackie agreed to
provide a court reported statement of what he had related.

ASA HYMAN testified that he then called HARTNETT into the
rcem, at which time a court repcrted statement was cbtainad.
Upon reviewing a copy of Jacklie WILSON's court reported
statement, ASA EKEVYMAN, recalled that the statement becan at 1220
and ended at 1243 hours. Detectives O'Hara and McXenna were
present during the statement.

ASA HYMAN relatedsfhat after Jackie signed his statement, at
approximately 1415 hours, HARTNETT took his photograph using a
Pclaroid canera. During his testimony, ASA HYMAN also stated
that at some point during his contact with Jackie WILSON, lunch
was brought in.

According to ASA HYMAN's testimony, at approximately 1430-
1445 hours, he interviewed Derrick MARTIN, who was being held in
the "old robbery lieutenant's" office, also called the reccrds
office. At 1530 hours, he obtained a court-reported statement
from MARTIN, during which Detective "RYAN" was also prasent, ASa
HYMAN stated that after the statement was typed up, he advised
ASA Katherine WARNICX, who was at the area to "assist" him, to
witness the signature. At this time, ASA Hyman, acccapanied by
Michzel ANGAROLA, chief of the felcny unit's trial division, went
to Area One, where a line-up was to be conducted.

Coup
ASA HYMAN stated that hRUR at Area One after the
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line-up was finished. He then returned to Area Two, by himself,
at approximately 1645 hours, approximately fifteen to twenty
minutes before the arrival of Andrew WILSON. HYMAN stated that
it was approximately 1715 to 1730 hours when, accompanied bv
Detective O'HARA, he went into the room whers Andrew WILSON: belng

held. He s;a;:d that arart from briefly ocbserving WILSON at
approximately 1330 hours, this was the first time that day that
he had contact with him. Ee intrecduced hinmself, advised WILSON

of his rights--using a pre-printed form--and had an ‘'oral
conversation" with him regarding the events of 9 February 19882.
ASA HYMAN testified that during this conversation, in the
presence of Detective O'HARA, WILSON said he would be willing to
provide a court-reported statement.

ASA HYMAN stated that he then called HARTNET into the
rcom, and in the presance of Detective O'HARA, WILSCN provided a
courc-repcrted statenent. According to a copy of the statement
that ASA HYMAN reviewed during his testimony, the statement
started at 1805 and ended at 1825 hours. ASA HYMAN stated that
since WILSCON indicated that he cculd not read, he read the typed
pages of his statement to WILSON and reguested that WILSON
initial each page. ASA HYMAN witnessed WILSON's signature on
the final page and at approximately 2030 hours, HARTNETT took a
"polaroid photograph.

During his testimony, ASA HYMAN stated that at no time
during his contact with Andrew WILSON on the date in gquestion,
did he observe anyone mistreat, abuse or threaten him in any
way. He stated that at no time did WILSON complain to him of
any mistreatment. When asked 1if he cbserved any injuries on
Andrew WILSCON, he related that he saw a large, "old", healed scar
over his right eyebrow, redness and irritation to that eye which
causad him to rub it with a wet rag, and a scratch or abrasion
underneath one of his eyebrows--which, in his Motion to Suppress
testimony, he referred to as a "fresh injury."

During the Motion to Suppress hearing and in the civil
trial, ASA HYMAN was gquestioned extensively regarding the fact
that he did not take a statement from Andrew WILSON until 1800
hours, more than nine hours after HYMAN arrived at Area Two.
Although he acknowledged that the court reporter arrived at 1000
or 1015 hours and that he had an opportunity at that point to
obtain a statement, ASA HYMAN testified that he "decided" not to
do it at that time. 1In the Motion to Suppress, he stated that he
was busy "...synchronizing everybedy, so that we cculd get the
job done." 1In the second civil trial, he testified: "I decided
to wait until there was evidence that I may be able to use when I
interviewed Andrew WILSON". 1In this testimony, he also indicated
that he waited because he knew Jackie WILSON was in custedy &nd
he wanted to talk to Jaqﬁiﬁ first.

1;7
During cross- exam1n§@3@_4%ﬁh{ tEF second civil trial, ASA
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HYMAN's deposition testimony was cited: During that testimcny,
HYMAN acknowledged that by waiting, there was the likelihocd that
WILSON's lawyer may come to the station and that WILSON would
then decide not to provide a statement: "I guess it was a risk
apparently that I was just going to have to take. I den't know
why I didn't. I just got caucht up in what was going on...".

When cuesticned regarding Andrsw WILSON's demeznor at the
tine his photograph was taken, ASA HYMAN noted that after the
statement, WILSCN was offered a scéz pop, &t which time HKEYMAN,
WILSON, Detective O'HARA and "mayke" Lieutenant BURGE drank a pop

tcgether. During his deprositicn, HYM2N stated cn at least two
cccasicns that BURGE was in WILSON's interview rocm following
WILSCN's sktatement. He stated clezrly that Cckes were broucht

intc WILSON interview rcem, at which time WILSON andé EYMAN drank
pcs with Detective O'EARA and Lieutenant BURGE.

ASA HYMAN stated that he 1left Arsa Two at approximately
2215 hours, and that Andrew WILSON was still in the station at
that time. He further stated that when he observed WILSCN cn the
date 1in question, he was wearing a shirt, pants and coat. He
stated that at no time did he talk to Andrew WILSON out of the
praesencs of one of the detectives.

MICHAFTL EARTNETT

Michael HARTNETT, court reportsr, provided an account that
was baSlCally the same as that of ASR Lawrence HYMAN. HARTNETT
testified in the Motion to Suppress hearing and in both civil
trials.

During his testimony, HARTNETT's chronology of the events of
14 February 1982 was in sync with the timetable provided by ASA
HYMAN. He stated that following his arrival at Area Two at
approximately 1000 or 1030 hours, he took down and transcribed
the statements of Jackie WILSON, PDerrick MARTIN and Andrew
WILSON. He testified that he took Jackie's statement in the
second-floor Case Management office, MARTIN's in a room across
frcm the Case Management Office, and Andrew's in a room
approximately thirty-five feet away from the Cass Management

Office. HARTNETT, upon viewing a diagram of the area's second
floor, noted that he took down Andrew's statement in a room
marked "“Interview Room 2", He stated that he left the area at

appreximately 2130 hours.

HARTNETT testified that following the statements of Jackie
and Andrew, he took a Polaroid photcgraph of each prisOner.
During the second trial, upon viewing the photograph cf Andrew,
HARTNETT acknowledged that it was not a (yg good photcgraph
compared to the one taken f Jackie duringzggiﬂqgh; hours. He
also noted that the camera ﬁ@was "not EW yyf@pog guality
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camera." HARTNETT stated that the last time he saw Andrew WILSON
was when he left his interview room at approximately 2045 hcurs,
immediately after WILSON had signed the back of his photcgrarn.

During crcss-exanination in the seccond trial, EARTIETT zlso
testified that the cnly injury he okbserved cn Andrew WI LSON was a
cut akcve his richt eve, which arreared to shew eviden ci e
previcus injury. Ee Suctv‘, however, he did nct view his chest

=

E NETT stated that at no tize did WILSON make any
int to him that he had een nistreated cr tortured.
ry to WILSON's testimony, he denied ever telling WILSON

that there was '"nothinc he cculd do akcut it."

I
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Research incdicztes that co¢n 4 February 1¢32, Micheael
2 NCGAROLA was an .ssistant State's Attorney assigned to the Felcny
Review Unit, State' Attorney's 0Office. Deszite rerorts and
testizcny indlc_u-“c that ASA ANGAROLA was present during at
least a portion of ‘Andrew WILSOM's detainment at Area 2, there
was no evidence of any repcris or testimony from ASA ANGAROLA

regarding his ckservaticns on that date.

ASA ANGARQILA is deceased.

KATELEEN WARNICX

athleen WARNICX, an ‘'Assistant Stzte's Attornev, testirfied
as a cdefense witness during the second civil trial. WARNICK, who
was assigned to the felony review unit at the time in guestion,
stated that on 14 February 1982, sometime after the breakfast
hour, she received an assignment to go to Area Two. She was
informed that she wculd be.assisting in the investigation of the
mu-der of two Chicago Police officers.

ASA WARNICK stated that she arrived at the area between
approximately 0900 and 1000 hours. She proceeded to a large
commen area on the second floor, where she had a ccnversaticn
with Larry HYMAN, her supervisor at the time. HYMAN told her she
may ke needed at scme point, at which time she sat in an area
crposite the interview roons and waited until she was called on.
ASA WARNICK testified that sometime in the afternoon, after 1500
heurs, Attorney HYMAH asked her to witness a statement that had

already been taken. At this time, she proceeded to a small
common area and witnessed the signing and review of Derrick
MARTIN's statement. WARNICK stated that a detective with the

last name "RYAN" was also present.

During her testimecny, ASA WARNICK was shcwn a copy ct
Derrick MARTIN's statement, which iﬁdlcated that the statement
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encded at 1550 hours. Baszd con this information, ASA WARNICK
projected that it would have taken until approximately 1630 hours
tefore the typed statement would have keen signed and completed.
She stated that following the witnessing of the statement, she
went to Area Cne and then hcme. She did not return to Area Two
cn that date.

WARNICX testified that at no time while she was waiting in
the large commcn arez did she see either Andrsw cr Jacxie WILSCN
She recalled a lct of activity in the area, but she had n
recollecticn cof any kare-shirted rpriscner keing led to the
telerhones; cshe said she "wculd have resmemberad scmething like

~

O -

that."

Durinc cruss-sxaminaticn, WARNICKX s:tated that she was nevar
czlled tc¢ testify pricr tos this procceeding. Further, she
testified that the first time anvcne srcke to her regarding her
knewlecdge of what she observed con the date in gquesticn was cne
mcnth &go when she was contactec by counsel for the dsfense.

JCEN YUCATITIS

On the date and tine 1in cuestion, Jchn YUCAITIS was a

detective assigned to Area Twc Violent Crimes. Cetective
YUCAITIS provided testimony during the Motion to Suppress
hearing, both civil trials and in a deposition in Septemkter 1¢35.
His account of what happened is tasically consistent thrcughcut

ezch of his testimonies.

Detective YUCAITIS stated that on 14 February 1982, he
assisted in the arrest of Andrew WILSON. His account of the
events at 5301 West Jackson supports the testimony of Captain

McCARTHY and the other officers at the scene. Follcwing the
arrest, Detective YUCAITIS was ocne of the four transporting
officers who drove WILSON to Area Two. He was accompanied by
Detectives Gecrge KARL, James PIENTA and lLeonard EBAJENSKI, zll
assigned to Area Two Violent Crimes. Detective YUCAITIS

testified that prior to leaving the scene, the only instructicn
he received from Lieutenant BURGE was to take WILSON to the aresz
and not to talk to him or let anything happen to him.

Upon arrival at Area Two, at approximately 0600 hours,
WILSON was escorted to the secend floor and placed in the
"second" interview room located "one room over" frcom Lieutenant
BCRGE's, along the building's scuth wall. Detective YUCAITIS,
according to his testimcny, unzipped the jacket that had been
placed over WILSON, removed his hancdcuffs, handed him his shirt
and Jjacket, and after WILSON pu:t cn his shirt and jacket,
rehandcuffed him to a ring on theCggil.

L iy .
Detective YUCAITIS stated thaé%%%ﬁy@ O:t@ he assumed his
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role of sentry and stcod guard outside the interview rccm where
WILSON was detained. He remained at this post, lccated
approximately ten to fifteen feet away from the dcor, until
approximately 1500 hours when WILSON was transported to Area One.
In his testimony, Detsctive YUCAITIS acknowledged that his role
on 14 Fekruary 1682 was to make sura nckedv gect to Andrew
WILSON. Ee also statsd that to the kest of his reccllecticn,
this was the only case where he got a sgecific warning to make
sure nothing haprened to a prisoner.

The cnly injuries Detective YUCAITIS okserved, acccriing to
his testimcny, were a scratch or akrasicn near WILCOV'S right eve
and a scakred-up older injury con his fcrehead. Petective
YUCAITIS testified that to the kest c¢cf his recollecticw, the cnly
Eerscns he ever ckserved enter Andrew WILSON's interview rccm
were LCetectives O0O'HARA and McXINNA Es statsd that he ctssrved
the detectives enter the rconm &t arproximately 0700 hours and
leave one-half hcur later. Detec*lve McCXENNA tvped fcr a short
while and then he and Detective O'EARA then walked tcwards
Lieutenant BURGE's office. Detsctive O'EARA re-entered WILSON'S

room at "ncontime" and after a short while, he escorted WILSON
towards the bathrocm. Approximetely one hour later, according to
Detective's YUCAITIS' testimcny, Detsctive O'HARA Ekroucht WILSON
some food.

Detective YUCAITIS recalled that he left the security area
only to use the kathroom and get focd and that he was never cone
longer than five minutes each time. During these occasiocns, he
was replaced by Detectives KaARL, in the early morning, and
DIOGUARDI, later in the morning. '

In response to WILSON's allegations, Detective YUCAITIS
stated that he did not reenter WILSON's interview rcom after
first escorting him into the staticn. He denied ever striking or
using any electroshock device on WILSON. He also stated that at
no time did he observe anyone mistreat WILSON, nor did he hear
any screaming or beating sounds while he was posted ocutside
WILSON's door.

During questioning in the second civil trial, Detsctive
YUCAITIS testified that after 1learning about the injuries
sustained by Andrew WILSON and WILSON's allegations regarding
their cause, he never made any ingquiry as to what happened. He
further testified that despite his cuard positicn on the date and
time in questiocn (he testified that he knew just about everybcdy
who was with Andrew WILSON every minute from the time of his
arrest to when WILSON left at 1500 hours), no one, prior to the
Motion to Suppress hearing, ever questioned him concerning his
knowledce and observations.

On the issue of the "co@@ﬁ adlator, which was introduced

during the civil trials, Detqu%X IT S in the company of
mrpgg!? 70 PR Uy 4,
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several other officers who tastified, waffled during cross-
examination as to whether or not the radiator worked in Rcecm £2.
During the second trial, he first testified that he kelieved the

radiator in Rcom %2 did nct work. Finally, after nmore
guestioning, he stated, "I would have to say hcnestly I den't
kncw."

PI=NTA, KARL, AND BAJEZNSKT

Detectives James PIEZNTA, Leonard BAJENSKI and Cecrce KRRL
three of the Arsa Two Violent Crimes officers who trans ucrted
Ancdrew WILSON frocm the scene of arrest to Arsa Twc Heacdcuarters,
all rprovided similer accounts of the incident consistant with
the testimenv - cZ Cetsctive VYUCAITIS. Excezt fer Cefective
FIZNTA, whe did nect testify at the Mcticn to Surrresss hezaring,
all three detectives testified at kcth that preccesdinc ané in the
civil trials. Althouch 2Andrew WILSON testified that ths
transperting cfficers were present when he was Lkeaten uron his
arrival at Areaz Twe, ncre c¢f these officers were naned as

accused in either civil ccaplaint.

All thres cetectives statad that they were at the scene cf
arrast, but that they did not participate in the physical arrest
of WILSON. Detectives PIENTA and BAJENSKI stated that the first
time they saw WILSON was when they okserved him being escorted
out of the apartment at the locaticn; Cetective KARL statsd that
he assisted Detective YUCAITIS in phv51cally renoving WILSON frcno
the premises and placing him in their unmarked vehicle.

Consistent with Detective YUCAITIS's testimony, the <three
detectives stated that prior to leaving the scene, Lieutenant
BURGE told them to take WILSON directly to the station and not to
have any conversation with him. Detective BAJENSKI also recalled
that Lieutenant BURGE told the detectives to handle WILSON "with
kid gloves."” They stated that upon arrival at the staticn,
WILSON was escorted to one of the interview rooms on the second
floor. During their civil trial testimony, they identified this
room as the center interview room, also referred to as Interview
Roon #2. The detectives, in corroboration of Detective
YUCAITIS's account, stated that after WILSON was placed in the
room and unhandcuffed, Detective YUCAITIS gave WILSON his shirt
and also placed his jacket over him.

211 three officers confirmed Detective YUCAITIS's testimcny
that WILSON was not placed in the Prorerty Crimes area prior to

being placed in the interview room. They stated that the
reference in the Case Report indicating that WILSON had keen in
the Prcperty Crimes unit must have been a mistake. They all

testified that after placing WILSON in the interview rocm, they
did not have further contacimmﬁzﬁm inm. Detectives PIENTA and
KARL stated that they left AreBUFgip %A:ap 1nately 0800 hours;

ENTERED %o .P‘gOTL'CT Ivggggggm
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approximately 1200 hours. Detective KARL also testified, in
support of Detective YUCAITIS's statements, that he and Detective
YUCAITIS sat at a table directly outside Ancdrew WILSON's
interview room. In his civil trial testimony, Detective KARL
stated that he remained at that lccation for approximately one to
cne and one quartar hcurs, after which he left and went hcze. Ee
é¢id nct see Ancrew WILSON again on that date.

Detectives PIENTA and BAJENSKI stated that they did not
cbserve any injuries con WILSON. Detective KARL related that the
only injury he observed was a slight scratch artove WILSCN's ricght
eye and that it was not bleeding. All threes denied w1tne551ng
any officer akuse co¢r mistreat WILSON, ncr Jdid thev hear
Lievtenant BURGE mnake any remark ekbcut getting WILSCN when they
got kack to the station.

During c¢ross-examination in the second civil triel,
Detective KARL was asked if he ckserved Lieutenant BURGE enter
Interview Rccm #2 after BURGE's arrival at Area Two. Detective
KARL related that he did not. At this time, Detective KARL's
deposition testimony was cited:

"Q. Did you see anyone entsr the interview rcom?

A. At that time, no.

Q. Well ,subsequently did you see someone enter the
interview room?

A. Yes. Lieutenant BURGE came to Area Two. I believe
he went in there. I don't recall if he did right away
or not. I don't know exactly what time he went into
the interview room."

All three officers stated that they did not write any

reporus regarding thelr activities or okservations on the date in
gquestion.

DAVID DIOGUARDI

David DIOGUARDI testified in the Moticon to Suppress hearing
and in a deposition 1in Decenkter 1988. At the time of the
incident in question, he was a detective assigned to the Area Two
Violent Crimes Unit. Detective DIOGUARDI was named by Detective
YUCAITIS as one of the officers who on cccasion "relieved" him
from his post outside the interview room where Andrew WILSON Wwas
being held.

Detective DIOGUARDI testified that he observed Andrew WILSON
when he was brought to the station on 14 February; he could not
recall the time when he fl%rt ckserved him. Detective DIOGUARDT

stated that at this time A'@' Nﬁceﬂ an injury near one of
WILSON's eyes. ;RUU’N
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He stated that he next observed WILSON at approximately 1500
hours, when he observed him being removed from the interview
rocm. He saw WILSON again at LEketween 1700 and 1300 hcurs.
Detective DIOGUARDI stated that on Etoth occasicns when he
ocserved WILSON in the afterncon, he saw the same injury that he
had ckserved ezrlier in the day. Detective DICGUARDI testified
that he &id nct leave the area until arcroxinmately 2100 or 2200
hours, and that the majority of the time he was within fifteen

¢ twenty feet frcm the door of WILSON's interview rccm.

Detective DIOGUARDI stated that at no time did he hezr
anvone scream nor did he h scunds of scmeone keing beaten.

(V]
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PATRICK Q'HARA-

Cn 14 Fekruary 1882, Patrick
to Area Two Violent Crimes. Let
Moticn to Suppress hearing, koth c

in Sertember 1983.

ctive O'EARA tasitified in the

C'EARA was a cetective assicned
ivil trials and in a dercsiticn

Detective O'HARA's acccunt, as reflected 1in the analyzed
testimeny, provides a story that corrobcrates the acccunts of the
other officers who testified. Detective O'HARA stated that cn
the date in cuestion, he was assigned to the murder investication
of Officers FAHEY and O'BRIEN, alcng with Detectives MCXENNA and
HILL. During that investigaticn, he reported dirsctly to
Lieutenant Jcn BURGE.

Detective O'HARAZ statsed that he returned tc Area Two
following Andrew WILSON's arrest where he was present at the
scene. At approximately 0645 to 06350 hours, he observed WILSON
in Interview Room #2 on the second flocor of Area WO
Headquarters. (Detective O'HARA designated this room as
"Tnterview Room #%#2" in a diagram of the area's second floor which
he created during his deposition.) The only injury he cbserved
on WILSON was a cut above the right eye that had a little blocd.
Detective O'HARA stated that he read the Miranda warnings to
WILSON =~ wusing a pre-printed card =-- after which WILSON
voluntarily confessed to the murders of the two slain officers.
Detective O'HARA asked WILSON if he would like medical attention;
WILSON declined.

After taking WILSON's oral statement, Detectives O'HARA and
MCKZINNA left the room and procecsded to a desX in the common area,
wherse MCKENNA typed up notes regarding their conversation with
WILSON. The detectives then went to Lieutenant BURGE's office
and informed him what WILSON had told them. At this time,
Lieutenant BURGE related that an Assistant State's Attorney would
be coming into the zaresa.

Detective O'HARA testified @K@g Xt saw WILSON shortly
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aftar noon, when he acccmpanied WILSON to the kathrecem. Prior to
that time, according to Detective O'HARA's testimcny, at
approximately 1015 hcurs, he and Detective MCXENNA took an oral
statement from Jackie WILSON, who was teing detained in the Case
Management Office

Curing tes‘*“cnv, Cetective O'HARM statsd that tz the kes
of his racollezticn, no one besides himself and Detzsctive MCXEINNA
entered Andrew WILSON's intsrview rccm prior to 1200 hcurs, when

WILSON was transcortsd to Area Cne for a line-up. Furbher, he
stated that he dces nct recall Deitective MCXENNA entering the
rocm anytime after noon. Detactive O'HARY stated that
arrcroxinately cne hcur afitser tzking WILSCN to the kathrcem, he
br:ucnu the priscner scme fccd. Corsistent with the testimeny cof
cther cfficers.and with WILSQN, Cetsctive O'EARA statsd that he
and DPetsctive MCXIINA transperited WILSCYH back te Arsa Twe after
the lireup.

Detective O'EARA stated that he next had conteact with Andrew
WILSON at aprrcoximately 1720 hcours, when he witnessed WILSON's
oral statement to ASA HYMAN. Detective O'HARA stated that he was
also present during WILSON's court-rerorted statsment at 1800
hcurs. His acccunt c¢f these events was ccnsistent with these of
ASA ,HYMAN and the court repmortar, HARTNETT. Detective O'EARA
testified that when he last cbkbserved WILSON on that dats, at
approximately 2100 tc 2130 hours, he was being escorted frcm the
interview rcom by two unifcrmed rolice officers. At this time,
he did not oksesrve any other injuries other than the scratch or
cut he ckserved earlier in the cay.

During the second «civil trial, Detective O'HARA was

questioned extensively regarding the fact that WILSON's formal
statement was not obtained wuntil approximately 1800 hours.
Detective O'HARA confirmed that ASA HYMAN arrived at the area at
approximately 0815 to 0830 hours, at which time EYMAN was
informed about the oral confession by WILSON. During examination
(as an adverse witness for the plaintiff) Detective O'HARA was
asked:

"Q. ... in the interest of creatinc the kest case for the
prosecution, it would have keen in the interest to get
a written statement frcm Andrew WILSON as soon as
possible, right?"

"A. Yes, sir."®

Detective O'HARA testified in this trial that he was with
Andrew WILSON probably more mmﬁp anyboay else on the date in
guestion. He stated that atp .ﬁ dﬂﬂld he cksarve or hear
anyone abuse or threaten WILSON. - Eiyp UHNT 0 OOUMF
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THEHCMAS McKEMNNA

Thomas HMcKENNA, on 14 February 1982, was a cdetective
assigned to the Area Two Violent Crimes Unit. Detective McXENNA
related his acccunt of the incident during the Mction tc Surpress

t

hezring, both civil trials and in & derocsiticn in Decexker 1¢358.
Eis testimeny was Ekasically consistent ané his stcry clesaly
matched the acceount of Cetective O'EARA.

Detective McXEINNA additicnally tasstified that the last tinme
he spoke with Andérsw WILSON at Arez Twc was when he interviewed
him pricr to 0830 hours. Ee statsd that at this tize, he asked
WILSOW "Do ycu kncw hny you arse here? PLo ycu kncw why ycu wers
arrestec?" Acccrding to Detective McXINNA's civil  trial
testi:cr;, WILSCH res;:hded , "Yes, keczuss I killed two pclics
cfiicers."

Detective McXIMNA alsc testified, in c¢
other officers' accounts, that he e
at the lineup at Area One, kut th
this cn the dats in cuestion.

red HILL
m prior to

Recarding the Case Report, Detsctive McKINNA stated that he
assisted Detectives O'EARA and HILL in the preparaticn of the
twentv-nine page supplemental report; he stated that he typed up
mocst cf the repecrt and that after typing it,he thraw away his
notes.

Detective McKENNA also testified, «consistent with his
derosition testimeny, that to the kest of his recollecticn, the
radiator in Interview Room #2, where Andrew WILSON was detained,
did not work on the date in question, nor did it ever work during
Detective MCKENNA's assignment at Area Two.

In response to the allegation that he threatened WILSON,
Detective McXENNA denied making any ccocmment to WILSON to the
effect that he dces nct believe in terture and would rather kill
WILSON. He stated that at no time did he abuse or threaten
WILSON, not did any other officer abuse or threaten WILSON in his
presence.

JON EURCGE

On 14 Fekruary 1982, Jcn BURGE was a Lieutenant of Police,
assigned as the commanding officer of Area Two Violent Crimes.
Lieutenant BURGE testified on numerous occasions regarding his
involvement in the WILSON case -~ as he indicated during his
testimony, he was "in charge" cf the detective division phase cf

the Area Two FAHEY/O'ERIEN nﬁgmﬁ _investigation. The analyzed
testimony of Lieutenant BURGE 5y 't_jéi.lnClLde“ his Motion to
Suppress and Civil Trial II testgm ' 3ﬁ

@ 000112
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Lieutenant BURGE provided an acccunt that closely mirrored
the testimony offered by the other involved officers. His
various testimony regarding what harcened at the scene cf arrest
was highly consistent with that of the cther officers invclved in
WILSON's arresst. In suprcrt ci other officers' witness
accounts, Lieutenant EURGE stated that he toldé the transzerting
officers, prior to WILSON keing driven to Area Two, 'nct tc carry
on any ccnversaticn with him while en rsute and to trezt hinm with
kid gloves." Lieutenant EBURGE denied making any ccament to the
effect that they would get him at the staticn.

Regarding his activities and cbservations urcn arrival at
the staticn, Lieutenant BURGE's testincny again corrckterzted the
testizeny cf the cther cfficesrs. 'z stated that he arrived at
Arsz Two at arproximately 0615 hcurs or 0630 hcurs Rt
aprroeximately 1300 hours, e went to the QfZicz o©f the
Surerintendent, where he renmained for approximatsly twc hours

He then went to the llneuo at Area One headquarter
arpreximately 1530 hcur Follcwing the llneu- at
1730 or 1745 hcurs, he returned to Area Two.

Lieutenant BURGE stated that cn the date on guestion, he-
cbserved WILSON at Area Two on a couple of occasions. Ee cculd
not recall the specific times but indicated that cn one of the
cccasions, he saw WILSON, scmnetime bkefore noon, passing his

office en route to the bathroon. When he ocbsarved WILSON on
thesa occasions, he noticed a little redness to WILSON's right
eye; he recalled that it looked "blocdshot."® Lieutenant BURGE

denied having any conversation or contact with WILSON while at
Area One headguarters.

During both proceedings, Lieutenant BURGE was questioned
extensively regarding his contact with WILSON at Area Two and his
observations concerning other officers' contact with WILSON.
Lieutenant BURGE stated that to the best of his recollection,
Detectives O'HARA and MCKENNA were the only two officers who
entered WILSON's interview room on the date in gquestion.
Lieutenant BURGE explained that it was understocd by everyone
inveolved that Detectives O'EARA and MCKENMA would gquestion
WILSON, as they were '"the two reople who were most knowledgeable
regarding the entirety of the investigation." Lieutenant BURGE
also stated that on several occasions, he observed Detective
DIQGUARDI sitting at a table approximately eight to ten feet from
the door of the interview room where WILSON was detained.

Consistently throughout his testimony, Lieutenant BURGE
testified that at no time on the date in question ¢&id he enter
WILSON's interview rocm. He stated that he was ccncerned akout
what was going on inside, but that the only time he rememkers
seeing WILSON at Area Two wag en WILSON walked by his office.
When asked if he ever stocd Ag?; 5 to listen to how the
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interrogation was proceeding, Lieutenant BURGE respcrnded, "I
don't believe I did."™ During both prcczedings, Lieutenant BURGE
testified that in the past, as ccmmanding officer, he had at
times entered or stood near the coor of an interview room to
ensure that an interrcgaticn was procesding well and that there
was no misccnduct cn the part of the intsrrcgating cfficers.

After being reminded cf his admcnishment to the transperting

cfficers to treat WILSON with "kid cloves", Lieutenant EURGE was
again askecd akcut his tesstimcny that he never entared the rcem te
check on any possible mistreatment. Lisutenant BURGE resgcnded,

"I didn't fe=2l I hzd to."

ILSON was in a2 rconm
cdoor" to his office, but in this <testimcony, he indicatad

next door or "adjaecent" did not necessarily mean immedia
next door.

On the issue c¢f which rzcm: WILSQON was cdetzinsd  in,
Lieutenart EURGE, in harmcnvy with the cother cfficers, cifszrsd
testimcny that was a=mrkigucus, unsven and inconsistant, Curing
the Motion to Surpress, Lieutsnant BURGZI stated that WILS3SN was
handcuffed to the wall in the rccm "next door" to his cffice.
Lieutenant BURGE testified that while he was in his cffice, he
did not hear any voices, or any scunds of keating cr screzaning

cming from this rocn. In his depcsition of Octoker 15&8,°

Lieutenant BURGE again testified that W "next
that
t

[
= W
e

After a brief discussion of semantics, Lieutenant BURGE
stated that WILSON could have been in any of the rooms on the
south wall near his office; he testified that he did nct recall
which rcom, but that he believed WILSON was held in the second

rocm from his office heading east. The ambiguity of Lieutenant
BURGE's prior testimony is pointed cut during his examination in
the second civil trial. At this time, in reference to the

designations noted on the diagram exhibit, Lieutenant BURGE
testified that he did not have a '"pressnt recollection'" whether
WILSON was detained in Room #1 or #2. Lieutenant BURGE, who
acknowledged that he was present when his fellow defendants were
deposed prior to his deposition, stated that the reason he later
identified the room as Room #2 was that after hearing the other
testimony, he thought he was prcrzbly wrong "due to the fact that
I was not in the intsrview room with him myself."

Regarding the radiator guestion, Lieutenant BURGE, in his
depcsition, stated that the non-functioning radiater was in
Interview Room £2. In his civil trial testimeny, however, he
stated, in accordance with the "waffling" testimcny of other
officers in regard to this issue, that he did not recall which

rocm had the radiator that did not work. In the civil tria},
Lieutenant BURGE stated that radiator in one of the rooms did
not_work on the date in queg ] Ngﬁﬁ;had not worked for some
rericd of time. E&?MNTToxDOC
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INJ@&?EomT IWQDUC
Con & ORppy D

: 000114



40

During testimony, Lieutenant BURGE also testified that
whichever room WILSON was in, he was in that room the entire time
he was at Area Two. Lieutenant BURGE statad that he had no
knowledge of WILSON ever keing place in the Property Crimes area,
despite this indicatien in the investigation's Case Rerort.
Lieutenant BURGE testified that he rsaé and arpproved the rerorz,
but stated that "it must have keesn an cversight cn my part Lo

Lieutenant BURGE testified that he cculd nct reczll
previcusly keing assigned to an investigaticn as arge and
significant as the FAHEY/O'BRIEN case. Ee also testified that
during the five days pricr to 13 or 14 February, he had gottan
little "if any" sleep.

In respecrmse t©o the allecaticns, Lieutsnant BURGI testifisd
that a2t no time ¢éid he sheck, sirirze, or threzten WILSOH. Ee
further tss t ified that he did nct hezr cr okserve any cther
officer mistreat WILSON in any way.

In addition to Sergeant William BATTS, several cther persons
were named in various testimony as having kesn pressnt at scme
time during Andrew WILSON's detenticn at Area Two. Due to time
considerations, and the lack of any evidence indicazting that any
of these persons participated in cr were eyewitnessas to the
alleged incident, the testimony frcm these witnesses was nct
analyzed at this time.

MARTO FERRO

]

The only testimony provided by Mario FERRO was during a
telephone deposition on 6 January 1989. FERRO, who is currently
living in Florida, retired from the Chicago Police Department in
June 1983. On 14 February 1982, he was a police officer assigned
to the 006th District. :

Officer FERRO testified that cn 14 February 1982, he was
assigned to a sqgquadrol with partner William MULVANEY, now
deceased. Officer FERRO stated that he received a radio
assignment to transport Andrew WILSON from Area Two Violent
Crimes to 1121 South State. He stated that at the time of the
assignment, he knew that WILSON had keen arrested for the murders
of two Chicago Police officers.

During testimcny, Officer FERRO stated that upon arrival at
Area Twc, he and his partner entered through the front entrance
and prcce=sded to the second flcor. There, he observed several
pclice officers in a small interview room. é% asked one cf the
officers, whom he identified &as Lieutenant BURGE, whether the
prisoner in the room was the one that killed the policeman.
Officer FERRO stated that BURGE responded, "that's the man."
Officer FERRO stated th@bwﬁfeu_enant BURGE was the only person
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with whom he had any ccnversation. Ee did nct knew the nanes cf
any of the other officers.

Officer FERRO stated that when he entered the rocm, =aleng

with Officer MULVANEY, WILSON was sitting down next to a
racdiator, dressed in a shirt and pants He cculd nct recall if
he was handcufifed a%t the time. O0ffic car FEREO statsd that at this
time, he and his pa=ztner hardc”ff:: WILSON and esccrted him cut
of the buildinc. 0Officer FERRO and Offlcnr MULVANEY then placed
WILSCH 1in the Ekack of the scuadrol arnd transportsd hin to the
men's lockup at 1llth and State.

Officer FERZ0C testified that WILSON was & 'cccserative
criscrner" and that he dif nect resist in any wav. Ee staitsd that
ke "thinks" WILSCN trirred and fell when he was placsZ in the
sguadrel, rut that he 1s "not surs" Officer FIZRC cid nct
recall WILSON Fkeinc injured, ncr did he recall ckserving any
blccd cn WILSON. Cfficer FERRO also stated that the sguadrcl was
Leatsd throuch the vehicle's heating system in which heot air was

- X

Elown kack into the kack of the

Upon arrival at the lecckup, at least cne uniformed police
cfficer refused to admit WILSON, according to Officer FIRRO's

testimony. Officer FERRO stated he was refused because " he had
a bruise on his face scmewhere ..." Ee further testified: " I
kind of remember a bruise under his eve." Officer FERRO cculd

not recall if any of the lockup pe*scrne1 filled out any forms in
hlS presence. :

3

Officer FERRO stated that he and his partner then

transported WILSON to Mercy Hospital's emergency rocmn. Officer
FERRO recalled WILSON receiving scme treatment and that they
remained at the hospital a couple of hours. Officer FERRO and

MULVANEY then drove WILSON back to 1l1th and State, at which time
he was admitted.

Officer FERRO testified that at nro time did he fill cut any
forms with respect to his contact with WILSON,

During his deposition, Officer FERRO was also cuestioned
regarding his knowledge of how WILSON sustained his injuries.
Officer FERRO testified that he first learned that WILSON
appreared to be suffering from severzl injuries when he read the
newspaper several days after his contact with WILSON. Officer
FERRO stated that WILSON may have hit his chin when he fell. 1In
regard to the other injuries, Officer FERRO stated that he was
with WILSON the entire time he was in his custody and that he -
dces not know of any way WI&SON could have sustained any burns
during that time. He stated when he watched WILSON through
the window of the sguadrol, éﬁﬁmﬁwed WILSON sitting and not
"rehaving unusually". ﬁW@
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When gquestioned regarding his pricr involvement with th
WILSON case, Officer FERRO responcded that he was never ccntacted
regarding WILSON's criminal trial and that he had no previous
knowledge of an OPS investigation. HEe stated that he first
learned cf the civil suit saveral mcnths pricr to this derxcsiticn
ancd that he had discussed the case with no cne excszt his
attcrney. Further, O0fficer FERXRO testified that after first
learning about the injuries, he did not make any incuiries as to
how the injuries were sustained, ncr did he recall any police
perscnnel having any discussicn with him ccncerning his contact
with WILSON.

Althcugh Officer FIRRO was nemed as & partvy in the pro se
ccmzlaint, he was nct charged in the amended sults. Ee did rnct
testify at eithar civil trial
WILLTAM MUILVANEY

Police Derartment reccrds indicate that Pclice O0fficer
William MULVANEY, Star £07847, formerly assicned to the 006th
District, passed awav on 5 Zugust 1583.

ATTENDANCE AND ASSICGHMEINT RECORDS

During the course of the <civil proceedings, only one
lockupkesper from Central Detenticon, Salvatore MIGLIERI, was
interviewed regerding the incidant. Officer MIGLIERI worked
Third Watch, 1400 to 2200 hours, on 14 February 1982. Althcugh
the testimony -- from Ancdrew WILSON and from Area Two personnel-
- is wvague recarding the specific time WILSON was first

ransported to the leckup, and despite WILSON's testimeny that he
observed the same lcckupkeepers upon his return from Mercy
Eospital, no First Wwatch (15 February 1982) perscnnel were
interviewed.

Prior to 1989, no lockupkeepers testified regarding the
incident.

SALVATORE MIGLIERT

In a deposition given on 20 January 19892, Officer Salvatcrs
MIGLIERI stated, after referring to Attendance and Assignment
Records, that on 14 February 1982, he was assigned to the lockgp
at Central Detention, 1121 South State, 11th floor, and that hils
duty hours on that date were 1400 to 2200 hours or Third Watch.
Cfficer MIGLIERI stated that during his tour on that date, as
indicated in the A & A sheets, he was assigned to check one of
the two cell blccks lccated on the flcor. fficer MIGLIERI

related that he had no reco&?@éﬁg@p of observing Andrew WILSON in
Vi pL: DOty
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the lockup during his tour of duty cn that date; ncr did he
recall any incident on that date in which a prisoner was brought
into the lockup and then refused acdnanittance by one of the lcckup
personnel. He further stated that he did not recall any officers
naned FERRO or MULVANEY.

Although Officer MIGLIEZRI did nct provide any testincny
specifically regarding the incicdent, he did furnish infcrmaticn
relating to general procedures and conduct 1in the Central
Detenticn lockup circa 1¢82. Officer MIGLIERI stetsd that each
cell in the lockup had a bench =-- affixed to the wall -- a toilet
and a sink. Scme also had kuilt-in lichting, which was scresnead
off so that priscners cculd not have accsess to it. He stated
that at the time in cquesticn, the lcckup had a central-tyre cf
hot water hezting systsn. Tz the kest of his recocllecticn,
there were either rzdiaztcrs cr heot watsr pipes in the ceiling;
there were no hezting units in any of the individual cells. KEe
testified that there was usuzlly one person per cell.

Regarding the records kept by lockup perscnnel on the date
in question, Officer MIGLIERI stated that personnel kert only a
temporary record of prisoners in their custody. When gquestioned
regarding the "Receiving Screening Record for Arrestee to be Held .
in Lockup", Officer MIGLIERI stated that he did not recall
whether this form was in use on the date in guestion, and
further, that he did not recazll any form documenting a prisoner's

injuries in existence prior to this currently-used forn. In
.regard to prisoner's property, Officer MIGLIERI stated that a
prisoner's property was taken upon arrival in the lockup. This

included belts, watches, rings, Jjewelry, anything in pockets,
possibly even eyeglasses.

LOCKXUP SCREENING RECORD

The "Receiving Scre=ning Record for Arrestes to be Held in
Lockup" became effective as a Chicago Police Department form on
20 June 1982, according to the Research and Development
Division's Forms Unit.

MERCY HOSPITAL - MEDICAL RECORD

The Progress Notes =- Ambulatory Services/Medical Treatment
Record from Mercy Hospital and Medical Center indicates that on
14 February 1982, at 2245 hours, Andrew WILSON was admitted to
the facility's emergency rocm while in pclice custody. :

According to page cne of the report, the patient's “cpief
complaint" was multiple lacé&ﬁ@& ns The brief histery secticn,
also on page one, signed Dbppyy U,Nﬂv' ?iyE" indicates that the
B gy 70 @Rggg@:ww ? 2R0ny
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patient stated he fell and notes mnultiple laceration of face,
laceration over eye, laceration on the bkack of head and scratch
marks on the chest. The names "MULVANEY" and "FERRC" are written
in the upper right hand corner of the page.

Nectes from the examining physician, "Geoffrsy KORMN, M.D.",
alsc aprear on page cne and ccntinue thrcecuch page fcur cf the
recorc. e time "1l1l1Sc" arrears acdjacent to Dcctecr KORN's
nctes, which indicate that the patient has nultiple kruises and
lacsraticns. Ee nctss that ths "patient claims that he fell
cutsice the pollc_ staztion and incurred all the injuries in that
fashicn.™’ T‘e 1njhr-es noted by Dccter KORN inclucde several
small cenju “ival hemcrrhacges to the richt eve, ecchymesis kelcw
t“e richt evelid, a cne centimetsr laceraticn akcve the left

cw with ‘fresh Lbklcecd, <wc elchi-centi lerng

ions tc the richt < zal

chin, a one centlmeter lacereticn t
numercus akrasi T
wall, several abresicrs to the richt deltoid, fifteen
imeter long linear ky thrze csntimeter wide f*eany denuced
alcng antericr lateral astect cf right thigh with piled up
rficial layers of skin at the edges, and erythema akout both
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Page three of the record rerorts Doctor KORN's Initieal
Inpression: multiple facial and scalp bruises and lacerations,
and lacerations and bkruises on antsrior chest, richt uprer arm
and second degres burn to right thigh. Also inclucded on page
three of the reccrd 1is the doctor's '"planned workup" and a
"Note'. In his 'note', Dcctor KORN relates that he was unable
to proceed with the above werkup and treatment due to an
occurrence during the examination, in which Officer MULVANEY held
his service revolver in his hand and refused to put it away when
Doctor KORN regquested that he do so. When Doctor KORN explained
to Officer MULVANEY that he would not work on the patient with a
drawn revolver in the rcom, Officer MULVANEY "became infuriated
and claimed that he wculd take him to Ccck County Hospital." The
notes further indicate that aft=r Doctor KORN exited the rocm,
Officer FERRO entered the room and then subsegquently came out and
claimed that the patient was ncw refusing treatment. Docts
KORN's notes indicate: "I then went back to talk to the patient
who though previously seemed cdesirous of evaluation and treatment
now stated that he did not want to be treated."

Doctor KORN's notes also indicate that the patient signecd an
aAMa form.

Page five of the Progress Notes were conpleted by "P.
REYNOLDS, Rn." The time indicated next to her nctes is "114Cp"
Nurse REYNOLDS, in addition to similar information as repcrted by
Doctor KORN, states that aftwer she brought the patient into
treatment Room Number Five, gggg N o stated "ITf this guy
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knows what's ccod fer him, he'll refuss treatment." When Cfficer
FERRO then asked the patient if he wanted to be treated, the
patient replied, "no." Nurse REYNOLDS then explained that a
chart still needed to be ccmpleted, at which time the clerk can
in to take the information. Nurse KREYNOLDS nctes: "The clerk
then asked the patient if he wanted trsatment, and hes shccx hi
heaéd nc, anc when the cificers turned eway he ncdded yes." En
notes that the patient signed for ccnsent. She furt r T
that the officers wers very resistent and had tc ke ccerced
allcwing the patient's cuffs and shackles to ke raﬂoveﬁ Fe]
the patient cculd ke undressed for the examinaticn.

T lzst pacge cf the razcrt is a ccry of the "HMedicclegal
kelezse from EResccnsibillities fcxr Discharge, alsc kncwn as the
Acalinst Madliczl Advice form The relezse fears twc signaturss,
cne cfi "P. RIYNOLLE, En'" and the cther, "Andrew WILSCN."

PATRICTIA RITYVNOLDS-CROSSEN

Patricia REYNOLDS-CROSSZIN, a
nursa in the emergency rccn of M
ndrew WILSQON's wvisit on 14 February 1932. Nurse REYNOLDS
tesulflea during the suppressicn hearing and the civil trials, at
which time she provided acccunts that confcrmed with her nctses in
the Mercy Hcspital medical record and were remarkably consistent
with Ancdrew WILSON's accocunt.

istered nurse, was a staff
itz &t the time cf

Nurse REYNOLDS stated that at aporoximately 2215 or 2230
hours, Officers MULVANEY and FERRO escorted Andrew WILSON into
the emergency rocm, at which time she observed a laceration with
blood on WILSON's forehead. Nurse REYNOLDS directed then to a
treatment rocm, at which time Officer FERRO said "if this guy
knew what was good for him, he would refuse treatment". Nurse
REYNOLDS stated that she escorted the officers and WILSON, who
was handcuffed and wearing leg shackles, to the treatment rccn
and explained to the officers that a chart still needed to ke
completed.

Thaddeus WILLIAMS, a ward clerk, then came to the rccm and
cbtained the nesded informaticn. The officers acain stated that
WILSON did not want treatment. The ward clerk explained to
WILSON that he had injuries and that it was his right to see the
cdoctor if he wanted to. Nurse REYNOLDS testified, as indicated
in the mediczl record notes, that she agzin asked WILSON if he
wanted treatment; he nodded "no." Then, when the officers looked
away for a moment, WILSON nodded "yes". She handed WILSON a
consent form for treatment, and at 2250 hours, in her presence,
he signed.

The remainder offp r=e REYNOLDS' account is fairly
consistent 1in both testl ‘&f ﬁﬂbVlded She stated that
UA.NT $
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after WILSON was prepped fcr examination, Decctor KORN, the
attending physician, entered the rcca. An argunment ensued
regarding whether the officers wculd release WILSON's handcuffs
and shackles so that WILSON cculd be treated. After the cfiicers

finally complied, WILSON's pants and shirt were remcved. Nurse
REYNOLDS stated t;a‘ g2t this time she ciserved linear scratches
cn WILSON's chest and a lecng linear mark on his richt ;nlgﬁ which
arreared to be a burn. She alsc cbserved a laceraticn to the

back of WILSON's head. 1In the second civil trial, Nurse REYNOLDS
also clarified that the injuries cn WILSCN's chest, which she
referrsd as linear marks in prior statements, alsc apreared to be
"burns".

ST <
hag= t
1 d thzzt
ecause the cfficer pressnt had drawn his
arned that WILSSN had incicated to LCccter KORMU
that he did nct want treatment. Nurse REYNOLDS stated that she
then asked WILSCN 1if he wanta2d to sign cut against mediczl
advice, at which time he ncdcded "yes" and signed the fcrm at 2342
hcurs.
TEADDEUS WITI.TAMS AND PATTIZNT Ccnsent Fera
Thaddeus WILLIANMS, the Mercy Eospital ward cle who

allegedly witnessed Officers FERRO's and MULVANEY's attan ts to
coerce WILSON into refusing treztment, was not 1nterv1e~ed during
any cf the prcceedings. His acccunt of the incident is therefcre
not included in this investigation.

The Patient Ccnsent Form which Nurse REYNOLDS referred to in

here testimony was not included in the medical records obtained
from Mercy Heospital.

DOCTOR GECFFREY KORN

In Februvary 1982, Dcctor CGecffrey KORN was cn staff as an
attending physician in the emercency department at Mercy
Hospital. Doctcr KORN precvided his account during the Motion to
Suppress FKearing, a deposition (LCecember 1988) and in the two
civil trials. His testimony reflected basically the same
information that was contained in the Mercy Eospital mnedica
record and was consistent with the testimony of Nurse REYNOLDQ
as well as that of the victim, Andrew WILSON.

Doctcr KORN, as indicated in the emergency rccm record,
stated that he first had contact with Andrew WILSON on‘ 14

February 1882, at 2315 rﬁﬂ when he observed WILSON handcuffed
to a cart in the leQlE7 Ea“ ing room. Dcctor KORN
ﬁﬁ A.N ’]" wﬁtp U]L
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related that he attempted to find cut what happened: '"the mest I
can remember him saying was that he fell." According to Doctor
KORN's testimcny, two uniformed police officers, hospital

security guards and nurses were also presant at this time.

Dcctor KORM stzted that he then prcczscded tc examine WILSCY,
at which time he c:se?ved a totzl cf at lezst fiftezn serarats
injuries, including two cuts cn the face (cne &akcve the right
eyekrow, one akcve the le“ evekrcw),a cut to the kack cf the
hezag, reA strezks or arrasicns (two to three inches lcng) acrcss
th richt cheek, rec linear markings on the chest wall, =a

bElackened eye, ble
acceared to ke a
a

D‘
'_l

ing cn the surface cf the ricght eve, ané what
gccnd-degree kurn cn the right thich (six

inches lcng, cre arnd cne-half to twc inches wide).

Curing the wvaricus rprocesdings during which Dectcr KCRY
testified, he was shcwn photecgrarhs cf Andrew WILSON tzaken cn 16
Febreary 1¢g82, two davs after Dcctor KORN's examinaticn. Uccn
viewing the photcgrarhs, which showed various injuries on
WILSON's hezd, face, chest and thich, DCccter KORN testified that
the wcunds de;icted in the photcgrachs lecoked consistent with
those he cbsarved at the tine of his examination excert that the

injuries lcck ¢ slicghtly olcer.

During his testimonyv in the seconé civil trial, Dociocr KCORM
also stzted that to the bkest c¢f his recollection, and kased on
his notes in the patient's chart, most of the wounds that he
ccserved on WILSON during the ex cﬁlnatlon appeared to have been
sustained within the past few hcurs. , Specifically in resgard to
the thigh wound, which he characterized as a second degree burn,
Doctor KORN, in his Motion to Suppress testimony, stated that "it
was fairly recent, within eight hours." Doctor KORN stated that
he did nct note any injuries to WILSON's ears, or knees, nor did
he recall any cigarette burns.

During the suppression hearing, upon viewing photographs of
WILSON's chest, Dcctor KORN testified that the injuries depicted
were similar to those he had observed. He stated based on their
"blistered" appearance in the photcgraphs (he did not observe
any blisters at the time of his exam), the injuries looked like

several-day-old burns. In his deposition seven years later,
however, Doctor KORM stated that the injuries were not burns and
"there could be several ways of sustaining those injuries." This

issue was also raissd during the civil trial, at which time
Dcctor KORN ageain viewed the photographs of WILSON's chest taken
on 16 February 1982. During that testimony, Doctor KORN stated
that the injuries could be consistent with a burn and that it can
take up to twenty-four hours to actually see blisters form after

a bur "My experienq®,.is that they often lock entirely
different twenty-four houf%? ﬁ than they do o¢n the first
visit.” °D
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BARBARA STEINBERG

Barbara STEINBERG, naned by Andrew WILSON as the first
person to whcm he rerorted the allecaticns of &zkuse, provided
testimeny during a depcsition on 6 February 1589 and in the

seccnd civil trial (where she aprearsd azs a plaintiff's witness).
Eer account strcngly paralleled that cf Andrew WILSON.

STEINBERG, &an Assistant Public LCefencer, stated that cn 15
February 1532, she was assigned tc kcnd court at 25th and
Califcrnia. STEINEBEZRG stated that she first cbserved Ancrew
WILSON in the lcckup area for kcnd court. She statad that her
normal routine was tc arrive arrproximataly thirty to ferty
minutes kefore 0800 hcurs, the tizme kecnd ccourt kegzn, ané that
sne always went tc the lcckup kefcre the hezrings. She testiflied
that cn the dats in cuesticn, Andrew was in a leckus with his
Erother Jackie. STEINEZIRG stated that she talked cnly to Arndrew
who related to her that he had kesn bkeztsan up and shccked. Ehe
c¢id not recall the srecifics of their conversazticn. Ecwever, she
stated that as az result cf what he told her, she ccrcluded that

"it had keen done to him by the pclice.!

During her testimeony, STZINEERG recalled her czservations

frem that date. She stazted that Andrew WILSON had a white
kandage wrapped around his head and that fresh blcod was seeping
thrcocugh. His face was '"messed up" -- either bruised or swollen.

She recalled asking WILSON if he had keen hurt anywhere else, at
which time WILSON raised his shirt and she obgerved dark,
vertical marks in his akdominal arez.

STEINBERG next cbserved WILSON in the courtroom. At this
time, STEINBERG asked the judge for medical help for Andrevw,
which she recalled the judge "granted rsadily®. Following the
hearing, she again spoke to WILSON in the lockup. She recalled
telling him he would be receiving medical attention and not to
talk to anycne except attorneys from her office. She could not
recall anv cther specifics of their conversation. STEINBERG
related that this was the last time she saw WILSON. She
testified that following bond court, she contacted the Public
Defencder's office and recommended that a photecgrapher ke sent tc
photecgraph WILSON's injuries.

Except for some slight inconsistencies, STEINBERG's accounts
of her contact with Andrew WILSON are basically the same in koth
of her +transcripts. The most notakle divergence is in her
testimony regarding what WILSON told her concerning his belng
electroshocked. In her deposition, STEINBERG testified that
WILSON told her he had been electrically shocked in some marner,
but did not relate any specifics about these allegatiens. In tze
seccnd civil trial, however, she testified that WILSON indlCat§G
to her that he had beenoﬁﬁqpked in the genital area. Whén thls
variation was noted du;%g@ib@ﬁ%;NEERGts cross-examination, she
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respgcended that "the whole thing had kind of been cecming kack to
me in bits and pieces.”

She said that immediately follcwing her depositicn, on her

way down in the elevator, she recalled what WILSON hacd told her.
Sre said that her mencry was tricgered by her rememkrancas cf
wanting to tell her husktand, bacause it was "likes scmething cut
ci a bad stereotypical socuthern ncvel." She was going tc t=ll
her husband akcut WILSON having recaived scme k*nd of electric
shccXs in the genitalia and then she rezlized this ccnstituted an
arez of confidentiality, so she did not tell hlm. STZINBEZG
testified that she returned tc the law cffice where she had kesn
dercsed and related what she had rsczlled, at which time z2ll
parties' attornevs decided that a csurt rereorIar was nct
necessary. :

During the c¢ivil trial, STIINEBERG was shewn rphotocrarpnhs
taken of WILSON on 16 Fetruary 1%32. vnen shcewn photcgrarns cf
WILSON's rlght cheek, she stated that she did nct reczll the
sctecific injuries she cbserved on WILSCN on the date in cuesticn,
In regard to the injuries cdepictzZ in the photocgrarhs cf WILSON's
chest, she ressconded that the marks lockad like the marXks she saw
except that they apveared a little darker when she ckserved then.

STEINBERG stated that she was never asked to testify in any
prcceeding prior to the civil trials in 188¢.

CEZCRGE BROEBST

George BROBST, an investigator with the Cook County Public
Defender's Office, stated that c¢cn 16 February 1932, he
accomcanied Public Defender Dale COVENTRY to Division 1 of the
Ccok County Jail. BROEST, whc provided his account in the Motion
to Suprpress hearing, statsd that he went to this 1leccaticn in
order to take phctographs of an inmate, Andrew WILSON. He stated
that while in the lower 1level of Division 1, using a Polaroid
clcse-up camera, he tcck ceroximately tdentv to twenty-two
photographs of WILSON, which he then turned over to COVENTRY.

CEEMAK HOSPITAL - MEDICAL RECCED

The Medicael Record frcocm Cermak Health Services, the
facility that provides hcspitzl services to the Cook County Jail
indicates that Andraw WILSON, an inmate at the jail, was admitted
to the facility's emergency rocm on 15 February 19382. The
history portion of the Emergency Room Record indicates that the
patient sustained multiple klunt trauma to his head and chest in

the past ty-eight hoursC@ﬁg a burn to the right thigh. The
physical flndlncs pcrticn dep W cerations and abrasicns ©n
the head, including a small Qﬂy t@@g eft occiput (back of
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the head). Also noted are: a swollen right eve with
"subconjunctival" hemorrhages, earing; mouth, 1lip and tongue
lacerations; nultiple lacerations and "ecchymcsis" (bruises/blccd
under the skin) on the chest, a lcng linear second-degree kurn on
the richt thicgh; a swollen tsncder right wrist and an "extsnsive"
five by seven millimeter ccrneal akrasicn to the right eve.

i

The Emergency Rccm Rec
hcwever, the record indica
Dcctcr Sternhen GCODMAN, rce
15 February 1682 at 1055 hours. RAlsc orcered by Dcctcr GTOLMAN,
as indicated in the record, was a cseries of x-rays (the results

[¢)

dces nct shew 2 "time c¢cf arrival";
tes thet the examining rhysician,
red a latcratcry test for WILSOH cn

-

3]

were necative -- no fractures notsd) and prescripticn tc tresz:
crneal lacsraticn and bklunt traunme. A dilagram and checklist
ctirg the spocific injuries ckserveld ky Cecczcr GICIMAN is alsc
inclucded 1in the medical reccri. Cut-patisnt Prccress DNcetas
ndicate that Dcctor RAZA ccnductied fellcecw-up exeams cf WILSON cn
15 and 16 Fekruary 1982z, and that follcw-up care was ccrntinued
by Docctor Stanley HARPER frem 17 February 1982 tc 3 March 1¢32.

All attenmpts to 1lccate any exist
Cermak Health Services were unsuccessful.

DOCTCR STEFPHEN COODMaN

Doctor Stephen GOCDMAN, in the cnly testimcny he providsd
recarcing his knowledge of the Andrew WILSON case, gave an
account that was basically ccnsistent with that of Dcctor Jchn
RABA, Medical Dirsctor and with the information contzined in the
Cermak Health Services medical record. Doctecr GOODMAN's
acccunt, reported in a deposition on 6 February 198¢, and later
read into evidence during the second civil trial (he was called
as a defense witness) states that he examined Andrew WILSON in
the early morning hours of 15 February 1982, sometime prior to
1055 hours, when records indicate that he ordered a lab test.

At the time of his depcsition, Doctor GOODMAN stated that he
had a limited, vague recollection of WILSON's injuries and of his
coenversation with WILSON recarding hcw he sustained the injuries.
He recalled that WILSON tcldé him that he keen thrown around
inside a police van. Ee said he thinks WILSON may have also
mentioned being held against a radiator, but that even if he had,
Docctcr GOODMAN would not necessarily have entered this in his
report. He stated that he recalled numerous marks on WILSON's
face and chest. He also recalled that the burn noted on the
thigh and some of the marks ncted on the chest were consistent
with radiator-tvrce burns. Regarding his diagnosis ©f a corneal
abrasion, Dccter GOODMANcoggf‘ed that he remembered it ‘was
"striking" and "one of the Zgg @@@Igﬁothat type of lesion’'that I

had seen."” T 1A 200
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During the dercsition, Dcctcr GCGOODMAN was asked to view
photcgraphs of WILSON, taken on 16 February 1882, and to comcare
his obsearvations of the injuries depicted with the injuries noted
on the diagram he prerared.

He statsd that due to the limited anmcunt cf scace on the
diagram, he may have cmitted the desicnaticn cf certain injuries.
Specifically, when asked whv his diagram dces nct indicate z kurn
to WILSCN's face which Dcctor CGOODMAN ckserved 1in  the
phctcgracnhis, Dcctcor GOODMAN testified that it may have keen the
result c¢f incomplete notes or due to an cversicht. Ee alsc
rpointed ocut ancther possibility: "Eurns do evclve thrzsuch
cifferent stages, and what 1s a seccné degree kurn rav nct at
first apcear to ke a2 second cegrse kurn. In cther werds, it mav

aXe scme timz, 1t rmev teke scme hcurs for a kurn z keccoe
ccvicusly a bkurn.® When guesticned aktcut his crinicn cf the
pcssible cause cf WILSON's chest injuries, Decctor GICDMAN stated
that cne or mwecre of the 1lesicns cculd pcssibly have Lkesen

sustained in a struggle or by lezping acrcss a car.

Further, Dcctor COOCMAN testified 1in regard to Andrew
WILSCN's injuries: "I deducsd that someone had inflicted these
njuries on hina and that he weculd not willingly have zllowed

)
imself to sustain those injuries had he not been prevented fron
ighting back or fending cff the blews, cr running away ..."

Ccnsistent with the medical record, Doctor GOODMAN statad
that he ccntacted Doctor RABX follcecwing his examination cf
WILSON. He did not recall the specifics cf the conversaticn. He
further stated that he did nct recall discussing the case with
anyone again until a few weeks prior to his deposition, when he
spoke with John STAINTHORP, of the Pecple's Law Office, ccunsel
for Andrew WILSON in the civil action. He related he was never
contacted regarding testifying at WILSON's criminal trials.

DOCTOR JOHEN RAEBX

On 15 February 1982, the medicel director of Cermak Hezlth
Services, Dcctor Jchn RXBA, reczivad a telephcne call frem cne of
his staff physicians, Doctor Starhen GOODMAN, informing him that
he had observed unusuzl apprearing injuries on an inmate he had
exanined and reguesting that Doctor RABA take a lcck. The inmate
was Andrew WILSON.

Doctor RABA presented his account of what happened in
several proceedings: in the November 1982 Mction to Suppress
hearing, in a dercsiticn in Decemker 1988, and in the two civil
proceedings in which &Andrew WILSON was amed as plaintiff.
Based on the testimeny that was analyzed, Doctor RABA's account
renained basically the Dp e statsd that follewing Doctor
GOODMAN's call, at betwee I&zgi;: AE} 1700 and 2000 hours, he
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went to WILSON's cell in Divisien 1. At this time, he csnduczed
a brief physical assessment and reviewed WILSON's complaints:
that while in the custcdy of the Chicago Police Department,
WILSON had been beaten, pushed &against a radiatcr and that
electrical shocks had been applied to his gums, lips and croin.

As indicated in his testimeony and in his nctes in ths Cermak
Health Services medical rscocri, Cecicr RABA chserved that Andres
WILSON had mnultiple trauma to his face, chest and richt leg.
Srecifically, he testified that the lcng blistsring lesions or
"linear bullae" were ccmpatible with radiator-tyre burns and
consistent with the history prcvicded by the patient In his

dercsition, Decctor RABA notsd that he had sezan flLt! to cne
hurndred tyres cf kurns in his carser, kut that h2 had never ssen
this tvze c¢f burn bc-:ra: "...given the lccaticn, the fact the:
they wera linear and the fac:t tha= they were acrcss the chest,
face and arm led me to the fact that prc:aslv there was scme tyge
cf heat aprlied to that arez that caused this relatively rapid

blistering." Ee further stated: "At this moment I can't ccnceive
in ny experience of any cther way that these lesions coulé occur
..." Dcctor RABXA also ckserved an eve patch over WILSON's right
eye -- he did nct remove the patch, and ncted cne cor two bruises
on WILSON's forehead and small laceraticns over both evebrows.
Medical reports also indicate that cn 16 February 1982, at 1900
hours, Doctor RABA conducted a medical follow-up exam in WILSCN's
cell.

Doctor RABA testified that he did not see WILSON acain until
his criminal triszl. Doctor RABA also testified that all of the
injuries he observed during his assessments were between cne and
three days old. Doctor RABA explained that the lighting in the
tier «cells "is not the Lest"” and that Docter GOODMAN's
examnination, conducted in a well-lit arez, was more conducive to

a thorouch evaluation. He further stated that he did not write
notes in the cell, but when he returned to his officé "I noted
those things that I recalled most prominently." Doctor RABA did

not note any injuries cn WILSON's knees or lower legs, nor did he
observe any cigarette burns.

On 17 February 1982, Dcctcr RABA sant a letter to
Superintendent Richard BRZECZEX, informing him of his
cbservations and the allegations of abuse and torture presented
by Andrew WILSON. This was the first time he sent a letter of
this type directly to the Surerintendent. His reason: this was a
"very, very nctoricus case and very, in my mind, unusual
injuries."

DOCTCR STANLEY HARPER

Doctor Stanley HAQEN his routine course of duties as
medical officer for DlVMﬁ?% ﬂ. fI@@%ﬁECounty Jail, conducted
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follow~up care of Andrew WILSON frcm 17 February until 3 March
1¢32. As in the case of Doctor GOOLMAN, Doctor HARPER's acccunt
is limited to his testimony provided curing the civil trials in
1989, including a pre-trial depositicn. Dcctor HARPER, as in the
case of Doctcr GOODMAN, was also czlled as a witness for the
cefendants. Dcc:c* EARTIR's ccunt, which rsflecis the
infcrmation ccontzined in his Out-Patient Prcgress Nctss cf the
Carmak Eezlth Services mnedical reczord, indicates that on
February 1%82, at 1400 hours, Dccicr EARPER performed his first
follew-up evaluatlon of WILSON.

Referring to his nctes macde during the exam, Dcctor HEARPER
testified that the patient cn this dzta had reguested a dentzal
evaluaticn cr sore 1lcwer cgums. n 22 February, his nctes
indicate that ths twe suturss for thes lacsraticn to ths left
cccirut wers reamcved. Dcctcr GICDMAN ncted thet at nc time in
his entries did he characterize any o¢f WILSONMN's injuries as
"burns". His nctes of 24 Fekruary wers cited: Dcctcr HAERER
indicated that ratient ccmplains of slicht drazinace from his
right leg "laceration". During his dercsition, Decctor EARPER
stated tha; he did not recall whether he ckserved any burns. He
furth stated he would have referred to injuries as burns and
nct lace*aulcns if they hadé arpeared to him as kurns. During
cross-examinaticn in the second civil trial , Docter HARPER
stated that he had no special training with respect to kurns. He
also testified that several of the injuries he diagncsed as
lacerations or abrasicns were not inccnsistent with kurns.

Doctor HARPEZR tastified that he did nect have any further
contact with WILSON after his 3 March exam, at which time he
reccmmended a dressing change for WILSON's leg laceration (which
was nct completely healed.) At the time of his testimony, Doctor
EARPER related that he had no independent recollecticn of any
conversaticn he had with WILSON during the examinatiocns.

ITIINOIS SUPREME COURT RULING

In April 1987, the Illinois Supreme Court granted Andrew
WILSON a second criminal trial following an appeal of WILSON's
1682/1¢83 convicticn for mnurder and armed robbery -- the
conviction was obtained after the denial of WILSON's Motion to
Suppress his confession as involuntary.

The Supreme Court held that the State failed to show by
clear and convincing evidence that the injuries sustained by the
defendant while in p011ce custody were not inflicted as a means
of producing his cenfession.

The Court's ruling included this observation: "The evidence
here shows clearly that ¥Fen the defendant was arrested at 5:15am
on February 14, he nay giﬁfceived a cut abocve his right eye
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but that he had no cther injuries; it is egually clezr that when
the defendant was taken by police cfficers to Mercy Eospital
sometime after 10 o'clock that nicht he had akout fifteen
separate 1njur1es cn his head, chest and leg. The inescapable
conclusion is that the defvnc“n: suffered his injuries while in
po”cD cusitcdy that day, anéd incde=d the State dces nct disputs

o
.4(2\_. "

William was rasented as a cefense witness
cduring the seccn Curirg his testimcnvy, COLZIMAN
stated that he net :LS:I at CceXx Courty Jail while WILSCH
was awaiting al. COLZMAN testiiisd that at
the time, he narges cf escape (nhs tsstified
that hs had k ring frem a ccurt kus) and for
possession of cccaine w1th the intent to deliver

According to COLEMAN's testincny during the trial, WILSON
admitted to him, during cne c¢f their conversaticns in ezrly
August 1887, that he hacd killed the twc pclice officars and that

he had Lkurned himself cn a radiator in the pclice statiocon's
I

interview room in crder tc make it lcok like his cconfession to
the police was coerced. COLEMAN steated that his conversation

jail's dayrocm and that althcuch

with WILSON tock place in th i
é¢id nct believe they heard this

e
other priscners were nearby, he
conversation.

COLEMAN testified that he esczped from the jail in 11 August
1¢87, and that subseguent to his re-arrest, he entered a plea
agreement with the State's 2Attorney Office in connection with
COLEMAN's willingness to testify regarding the WILSONS' alleged
role in the escape plot.

During the course of the seccnd civil trial, the plaintiff's
attecrneys attempted to discredit COLEMAN by noting his numercus
past offenses which involved decerticn and by offerlnc to present
witness testimony which wculd dJisccunt COLEMAN as a creditle
witness.

MEDICAL SYNOPSIS

Folleowing the incident in cuesticn, Andrew WILSON received
medical treatment at Mercy Hospital, the medical facility WILSON.
was transported to following hws detention at Area Two
Headguarters, and at Cermak Hcspital, where he was treated afterl
admittance to the Ccck Ccunty Jail.

At both facilitiﬁs WILSON was cbserved and examined by
numerous medical perso élf Dogp H‘Aﬁ whom testified in the various
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prcceedings surrcuncding the WILSCHN case and whose testimeny is
reflected in the kody of this rerort. Althocugh the redical
opinicn varied at times, in terms cf the diagnosis and possible
cause of each injury, the testimeny was notably consistent in its

assessment of WILSCN's c¢verall rphysiczl ccndition and in its
tinetable regardinc the estimated dats/time the injuries were
incurred.

The medical testimony consistently was cf the cpinicn that
the majority cf WILSON's injuries were incurred within a recent
rericd cf time -~ several hcurs to c¢ne or two days prior to the
examination.

During the ccurse c¢f the civil trizls, '"exrert" nmediczl
wlinesses were alsc presentsd kv kcth rparties. As refleczted in
the testimeny cof ne mediczl rerscnnel who exanined WILSSH
immediately fcllewing the incicdent, <the cnly majcr pcint of
ccniroversy is whether or nct WILSON, in additicn to the numercus
other injuries <cbserved ané consis tently dccunmentec also
suffered burns during the ccurse cf the incicent.

DOCTOR RAVMOND WARDEHA

Dcctor Raymend WARPEHA testified as an "expert" witness for
the defense during the first civil trial. He did nct testify
during the second trial. At the time of his deposition (February
128¢), Docter WARPEHA was the director of the Burn Center and
Chairman of the Division of Plastic anc Reconstructive Surgery at
Leyola Medical Center

During his deposition testimeny, Dcctor WARPEHA stated that
he had been contacted by the defendant's counsel several months
prior to the deposition. At that time, he was made aware of the
WILSON case and asked to prcvide an cpinion regarding the nature
of the injuries allegedly sustained by WILSON. To that end, he
yas provided with deposition testimony, medical recerdés, and

photographs depicting the injuries. Doctor WARPEHA testified
that based on the informaticn provided, it was his opinion that
the wounds on Ancdrew WILSCN's face, chest and thigh were
"friction =zbrasicens" caussed by friction. They were nct,

according to his mediczl expertise, kurns.

CCCTOR RCBERT KIRSCHENER

Doctor Robert KIRSCHNER is a forensic pathologist and a
deputy chief medical examiner for Cock Ccunty, credentials he
held when he first became involved in the WILSON case. Docter
KIRSCHNER was first intrecduced to the case in 1988, when WILSOV'
civil attorney contac_edc@ and asked him to review varic
documents. At this time, @ TK@E 55éER examined prior trlal
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testimeny, depcsiticns, photccrarhs and medical repocrts. Dcctor
KIRSCHNER testified that in the ccurse of preparing an evaluation
he also visitsd the former Area Two Headguarters, at which tinme
he examined the rzdiators in the seccné flcor interview rcoms.

Doctor KIRSCHENER testified as an "exrert" witness during
bcth civil trizls and in a deccsiticon cn 9 February 188%. During
his +testimcny, Doctor KIRSCENER explained his mwedical and
fcrensic kackground and testified that he 1is an exgert in
detarmining the causes of injuries, including +the types cf
implements used to cause the injuries. 1In his depcsiticn, Decter
KIRSCHNER alsc prcvided testimcny regaerding his extensive
exrerience with human richts crganizaticns andéd his nunercus
activities inveciving the diacnosis ané evaluaticn ci victims cf

crIure. Ccczzr KIRSCHNZR's testimeony during the civil trizls
was limitsd to his exrcertciss as a feransic patheclecgist.

During his testimony, Dcctcr KIRSCENER cffered a mediczl
cpinion that was hichly ccnsistent with the medical cpinien

rezccrted by Dcctor RABA and with the acccocunt relatad by the
patient, Andrew WILSON. Urcn viewing photograchs
WILSON's injuries con 16 February 19282, Docctor KIRSCHNER
that the verticzl marks cktserveZ cn WILSON's chesk, chest arnd
thigch were burns (several second degree burns) and that their
appearance was ve*y consistent with those parts of the kEkcdy
be1ng held up against a hot radiator.

During the seccnd civil trial, Doctor KIRSCENER also noted
that the little marks cn WILSON's ears =-- visible 1in one of the
blow-up rhotograrhs -- were rpatterned abrasions that were very
consistent with marks caused by an implement such as an alligater
clip. Doctor KIRSCHNER also testified that, in his opinion, the
rigcht ear photograph revealed a dark black, charred area
consistent with a "spark mark". Spark marks, according to Dccter
KIRSCHNER, are generated by an electrical shcck that prcduces
this type of burn. '

During cross-examination, Dcctor KIRSCHNER was gquesticned
regarding the variations between his testimeny and that of Doctor
KORN, who did not designate the injuries to WILSON's chesgk ard
chest as burns. Doctor KIRSCHNER testified that Decctor KCRN's
recocrd on that point is inaccurate. He stated that examining
physicians do not think like forensic pathologists and that they
",..frequently either leave out things or make mistakes 1in
diagnoses of types of injuries.®

In regard to discrepancies noted between observations in
the medical reports and the injuries depicted in the phectographs,
Doctor KIRSCHNER stated that certain injuries may nct have been
as noticeable or as Aﬁlnent at the time of an examinaticn
compared to the time theyb#p EWQQﬁfccraphed

LSUpwp OW@WW
.ENTPT?‘HD b PR@T“\ Py PRODU(,I W
Y g0 ¢ bEo

¢ QZBERDEF; '
= 00n0131



57

Doctor KIRSCHNER was not able to estimate the age of many of
the injuries depicted in the photographs. He stated that the
burns appeared to be approximately one day old. He also
stated that it is wunlikely, based on the types of injuries
observed, that any of the wounds were self-inflicted.

In his depositicn, Doctcr KIRSCHNER also stated: "...very
high degree of medical certzinty to say that thlS man had not
only been beaten and/or kicked, which let's face it, occurs in
custody, but that this man has received electric shcck." Further
Dcctor KIRSCHNER testified that everything alleged by WILSON is
"consistent with those injuries and consistent with the respcnse
of somebody who has bkeen tortured in this respect..."

Dcctor K1RSCHNER stated that Andrew WILSON's story was noct

the type of material "you make up." He said, "this is not a
made-up story... And having reviewed the whole record and
reviewed the medical evidence, lacerations burns, photographs and
his testimony, this guy 1is telling the truth. This is what

hazappened to him."

CONCIUSIONS

As noted in the overview section of this feport, the key
cquestion that guided this investigation and which served as a
barometer for evaluating the evidence was: what makes sense?

There is a myrlad of questions raised by this investigation,
many Of which will unfortunately never be answered. There are
loose ends, oddities, things that don't fit into any 1logical
interpretation of reality. Both the victim's testimony and the
testlmony of the accused offer many cnallenges and often raise
suspicions as ‘to their wvalidity. There 1is the question of
witness credibility. Even the statements of the "expert"
witnesses from the medical community is not always in harmony.

With all of these questions and gquestion marks that linger
and raise doubts, there 1is no gquestion, no doubt that Andrew
WILSON, on 14 February 1982, was taken into police custody at
Area Two Headquarters in good physical condition and that he was
released from Area Two custody later that day with numerous
unexplained injuries. This is a constant, unyielding given which
is not subject to any interpretation of the evidence. The only
"guestions" that leave room for interpretation are how,
specifically, wera these injuries sustained and what is the
specific nature of these injuries.

The accused officers and witnesses who presented’
testimony on their behalf provide several explanations, discussed.
kelow, for how the inju@ s_may have been sustained. Many of
these theories are defla %) N@qixofflcers' own statements and
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conflicting testimcny. The majority of officers and defense
witnesses could not provide any explanation.

o The injuries were self-inflicted: If so, wnen and where?
Police procedure, esgecially considering the crimes for
which WILSON was arrested, wculd lead crne to believe that
WILSON was subjected to a scrupulous search at the time he
was taken into custody. Testimony from several officers
at the scene of arrest confirm that WILSON was searched at
this time. By the officers' own accounts, WILSON was hancdcuffed
to a restraining ring in an interview rcom (guarded by a
detective) during the majority of his stay at Area Two. Fow and

with what means did he inflict these wounds? Perhars, he
inflicted them en rcute to cr from Area Two, while in a police
scuadrol. Acccrding to the evidence, hcwever, there are no

heating elements or cther okjects in the rear of the scuadrcl
with which he could have sustained saverzl of the injuries which
were cbserved immediately following his transport. One of the
transporting officers, in fact, testifies that he was able to
view WILSON in the back of the squadrol and that at no time did
he observe WILSON behave "unusually". Additionally, the majority
of medical opinion indicates that the possibility that the wounds
were self-inflicted is highly unlikely.

o The inijuries were incurred on 9 February 1982, during the
shootina incident: The gquestion was raised that perhaps WILSON
sustained some of the injuries during the course of his struggle
with Officer FAHEY; that he scratched himself when they fell
against a tree or when WILSON leaped across his car prior to
shooting Officer O'BRIEN. This theory is used primarily to
explain the marks on WILSON's face and chest. This theory is
greatly deflated by the testimony from numerous police officers
who were at the scene of WILSON's arrest: the majority of
officers testified that they observed WILSON without his shirt
on, and that the only visible injury that they saw was a slight
cut above his eye. Garnett VAUGHN, a civilian witness present at
the time of WILSON's arrest, also stated that he did not observe
any injuries on WILSON at this time. Tyrone SIMS, the State's
key eyewitness to the shooting, in his police statement and trial
testimony, reported a struggle but made no mention of any
incident which would have resulted in the injuries sustained by
WILSON. Additionally, it should Lke noted that the shooting
occurred five days prior to the arrest, and the majority of
medical opinion suggests that the documented injuries occurred
within a several day period prior to 15 and 16 February 1982.

o The inijuries occurred at the time of arrest: Testimony
from several officers suggests that perhaps WILSON sustained the
visible injury over his eye at the time of his arrest, when he
was forced down to the floor prior to handcuffing. Evidence
irndicates that the floor he was pg % onto was covered by fairly
thick carpeting. Even assuming th?%uaﬁ Nﬂm&LFiFe and location of
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this injury, when, where and how did he sustain the cther
injuries?

© The injuries cccurred follcowing WILSON's detention at Area
Two: As noted earlier, the evicdence indicates that WILSON did not
sustain his injuries while insicde a pclice scuacdrol. Althouch
Officer FERRO, the only scuadrol officer who testified, stated
that WILSCN may have sustained some kind of injury during a fall
as he entered the sguadrol, this still would not account for the
numerous other injuries ckserved on WILSON immecdiately following
his ride in the sguadrol. It shculd ke notsd tco, that Officer
FERRO was not certain akout this fall, conly that it "may" have
harrened.

Following” the lcckurpkesper's refusal to adnit WILEON, WILESY
was transported via sguadrcl ts Mercy Ecspitzl's emercency rcenm,
where the attending physician ckserved at lesast fiftsen serarate

injuries. At between aprrcximately 0001 and 0032 hcurs, on 15
February 1982, WILSON was returned via scuadrol to the lockup, at
which time he was admitted. Testimeny from the one lcckurkeerer
who was interviewed regarding the incicdent, reveals that to the
best of his recollection, there were no radiators or heating
units of any type in the individuzl cells where WILSON would have
been detained.

WILSON then remained alone in a cell in the lockup, the szame
lockup that previously refused to admit him without medical
attention, until several hcurs later when he was transported to
26th and California for his bond hearing. The assistant public
defender who was assigned to WILSON's case testified that ' she
briefly observed WILSON in the bullpen at approximately 0830
hours, at which time she observed fresh injuries to his face and
vertical marks on his chest. She next saw WILSON =at
approximately 0900 hours at his ktond hearing, at which time she
requested of the judge that WILSON receive medical attention.
WILSON was then booked 1into Cook County Jail and at
approximately 1030 to 1100 hours, examined by a physician at
Cermak Hospital.

Based on the evidence which suggests the above chronology,
there does not seem to be any times or locations, outside of Arez
Two custody where it would be reasonable to believe that WILSON's
injuries were sustained.

It should ke noted that Dcctor KORN, the physician who
examined Andrew WILSON immediately following his detention at
Area Two and while still in police custody, testified that the
injuries depicted in the photcgraphs taken on 16 February 1982
jere basically the same, except slightly older, as the injuries

he observed during his examination. This testimony strongly’

contributed to the undersigned's conclusion that it is mgst

reasonable to believe that W ained his injuries during
PURSUANTALgl)
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his custedy at Area Two.

In addition to offering the abcve mentioned theories to
explain WILSON's injuries, the defense witnesses relied heavily
on the photcgrarnhic evidence to suppcrt their contenticn that
WILSON was not injursdé at Area Two: The photcgrazsh taken cf
WILSCN in the interview rcom at Area Two followinc his statement
(aprcroximately 1830 hours) was cffered by the defense to shew
that with the excertion of a previcusly existinc scar over
WILSON's right eye, there are no cther visible injuries. It
should be noted that cnly one photccrarh was taken at this time
and it shows only WILSON's face. It is net a quality photograph
aré cffers little detail.

Michael EARTNETT, the court rercorter whec tcck the
protcgrarh, 1in fact tastified that the photcgrarh 1is nct a
cuality one and that it was shot by & "not very cood cuality

canera." The lineup photograrhs, taken on 14 February 1582, at
zpproximately 1630 hours, are also cited as evidence to support
the view that WILSON could nct have been injured prior to this
time. Again, these photcgraphs show WILSON's face cnly and are
sheot at a distance. It should also be.noted that photographs of
WILSON taken at Cook County Jail on 15 and 16 February 1582
reveal that the lateral marks on his right cheek, diagncsed as
either burns, scratches c¢r abrasicns, are 1located in the far
lcwer portion of the jaw, an area not clearly visible in the 14
February 1982 photographs.

Due to the inferior gquality of the photographs cited and
their limited documentation of WILSON's body, this "evidence"
does not satisfactorily prove the absence of injury at the time
the photos were taken. This conclusion is reinforced by the
substantial medical testimony which indicates that many of the
injuries sustained by WILSON and later documented 1in
photographs, may not have been fully manifest at the time the
interview room and lineup photographs were taken.

As to determining the specific nature of WILSON's injuries,
the medical opinion offers some variations. Despite the
differences regarding the specific diagnosis of each injury,
there is no dissension to the fact that WILSON was injured. The
first doctor to examine WILSON in fact cites at least fifteen
separate injuries at the time of his observations. Two other
doctors, one, the medical director of Cermak Health Services, and
the other, a deputy chief medical examiner for Cook County, bcth
ncted burn injuries (at least one second degree burn) that were
consistent with WILSON's account of being burned on a radiator.
Deputy Chief Medical Examiner Doctor Robert KIRSCHNER, who is
alsc renowned as an expert on ' ture", additionally testified
that WILSON, in his opinion, gg%?S ﬂihe classic signs of an
electroshock victim. ) :
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The accused's counsel presentad Deoctecr Raymend WARPEHEA as an
expert medical witness during the first civil trial. Doctor
WARPEHA testified that the injuries diagnosed as "burns" by the
plaintiff's expert witnesses were in fact friction abrasicns and
nct burns. The fact that Dcctcr WARPEHA was not czlled as a
witness during the seccnd civil trizl may ke exglained by e
fzct that during ths seccnd trizl, a defense witness (Will
Cavid COLEMAN) was presentsd to testify that he heard W
cecnfess to self-inflicting the burns.
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This 1leads to the 1issue c¢f mnmajcr inccnsistencies and
ambigquities that cclcrs a greszt cdeal of the testimecny thrcughcut
the case's histery. This a=mbicuity and inc:n51=“*"c, is mest
rnctzkly ravealed in the chancing tsstizmcny regariinc the issue cf
the ccld radiator and rccn nunber.

On the issue cof the 'coldé radiater": LCuring the ccurse of
the civil trials the defendant officers maintained that Andrew
WILSON could not have sustained his injurles on the raciator at

Area Two because the radiator did not werk in the interview rcenm
where Andrew WILSON was detained. The majority of offiicars who
testified indicated that WILSON was held in Interview Rccm %2
thrcuchcut most of the day. Many during pre-trizl derositicns
testified that to the kest of their recollection, the rzdiator in
Interview Room #2 did net work =-- in fact that it never worked
while these officers were assigned to Areza Two. Despits their
prior testimony, however, many cf the officers during the seccnd
trial testified that in the final anzlysis, they cculd not recall
with certalnuy if the radiator worked or not. This parallels the
defense decisicn to put on William David COLEMAN ané refrain from
using Dcctor WARPEHA.

The problem 1is compouncded by Lieutsnant BURGEI's Wwn
inconsistent ambiguous testimeny. In the Motion to Suppress
hearing, Lieutenant BURGE places Andrew in the room dcirectly
next to his office; Lieutenant BURGE in fact testifies that while
he was in his office, he did nct hear any sounds of beating cr
screaming coming from this room. In his deposition of 1588,
however, he indicates that next-docor or "adjacent" dces not
necessarily mean immediataly next-dcor, that WILSON was in Rcen
#2 and that the radiator did not work in this rcom. 1In his civil
Trial II testimony, he offers slightly different testimcny, this
time stating that he has no recollecticn of which rcom WILSON was
detained in or which rocm had the nonfunctional radiator. It
should be noted that none cf the cfficers during the Motion To
Suppress hearing stated that the radiatcr did not function in
WILSON's interview room ~- whatever the number was.

As put forth in the overview saction of this report, and as
rereated 1in the intrcduction to this conclusion, the prinary
question that prepslle the w YSlcnea in evaluating the
evidence in this 1nves;1gatlon wasyjf%é most believable given
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the context of the circumstances?" One cif the mcst ccmpelling
pieces of evidence turned out to ke not a medical report cr an
eyewitness statement, but instezd the testimcny cf one cf the
accused.

t

Lieutenant EURCGZI st
interview rccm whers WI
that Lieutenant EURGZ, afte cn

the Liggest investicaticns c¢f his career, a pclice shcctin
investigaticon which he perscnally crchestrated and which inspired
hin to go without slesp for aprroximately five days, finally
arrested the primary suspect, Andrew WILSON, and then failed to
get 1invclved in the interrcgaticn cf this susgect? Is this
believakble?
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W WILESCH 1s hardl-

Ancre v & svmpathetic, 1liksatle victin.
iis statements ars riddled with inccnsistencies and his tastimcny
through the years present rany of the same discrepancies revealed
in the testimony of the accused. Still, despite the
discrerancies ncted in WILSON's testimcny and in the tsstimceny of
certain witnesses who testified in his kehalf, the overwhelming
evidence, Dbolstsred by striking medical testimony, and

strencthened by the lack cf any other sukstantial theory, points
to the only reasonable explanation for WILSON's injuries: that
mest, 1f not all, of WILSON's injuries were sustained during
WILSON's detenticn in an interview rcom on the second floor of
Area Two Headcuarters and that they cccurred at the hands cf the
police and under the sancticn of the officer in charce. On the
date and time in questicn, the officer in charge was Lieutenant
Jon BURCGE.

Based on the cverwhelming body of evidence which supports
the allegaticns, the undersigned theraefore recommends that the
excessive force allegations against Lieutenant Jcn EURGE be
"SUSTAINED."

In regard to the allegations of excessive force against
other department members, a finding of "SUSTAINED" should also be
rendered against Detective John YUCAITIS. This conclusion is
supported by the fact that WILSON consistently identified
YUCAITIS as the accused and as a result of numerocus cfficers--
as well as YUCAITIS himself ~- placing him at the scene at the
time in question.

Although there is evidence to suprort the participation of
other officers in the alleged incident, the evidence 1is not
strong enough to support findings of "SUSTAINED". As a result,
the allegations against Detective Fred EILL, named by WILSON as
one of the participants in a torture episode, should not be
sustained. This conclusion was reached based on WILSON's
inconsistent identification oﬂompﬁﬁm also as a result of the
substantial evidence which indi@gp ﬁ%ﬁkLMD@@HMﬁE not present at

SUARD 76 o

ENTEREY 13y TECTI%%%UCED
L0 ¢ ZR "
<z, O 0 \\’ 013



63
the time of the alleged incident.

Considering the overwhelming evidence supporting WILSON's
excessive force allegations, which has resulted in findings of
"C"CTAINED" acainst two of the accused cifficers, the undersigned
further recommends that those derariment menbers who in testimcny
plac-“ thems2lves in WILSOMN's pressnce at the times in cuesticn
sheculd be cited fcr net cnly their decision to ignore the wrcng-
doing but zlso for their failure to taks any acticn to step it.
As a result, addéitiocnal findings of "SUSTAINED" have Leen
recommended for Lieutenant EURGE, Detective Jchn YUCAITIS and
also for Patrick O'E2RA, who testified on numerous cccasicns tha
he was 1in clcse prexinitvy tc and had extesnsive ccntact with
WILSON cn the date and times in cuesticn.

FINDINGS

In recards to the allegations against Jon Burge:

"SUSTAINED"--Viclaticn of Rule 3, "Any failure to prcmots the
Department's efforts to implen ent its rolicy or acccmplish its
goals", in that on 14 February 1982, dcuring the morning and/cr

early afternocn hours, at Arez Two EHEeadcuarters, 905% South
Cottace Grove, Jcn Burge, while assicned as the cennanding
officer of the Area Two Violent Crimes Unit, failed to promote
the Department's efforts to implement its policy and acconmplish
its goals, in that he actlvely participated in the mistreatment
of 2Andrew Wilscn, z prisoner in custody of Area Two perscnnel,
over which Burge was the commanding ofrlcer and that he was
aware of the continued mistreatment of Mr. Wilson by other
department members in his command kut failed to report this
mistreatment in direct violation of his assigned supervisory
responsibility which would require him to do <o.

"SUSTAINED"--Violation of Rule 6, "Disobedience of an order or
directive, whether written or oral," in that on 14 February 1982,
during the morning and/or early afterncon hours, at Area Two
Headguarters, 9059 South Cottage Grove, Jon Burge failed to
fcllew the provisicns of General Order §2-14, Addendum 2, II, A.,
3 and 5, in that he had direct knowledge and awareness of the
continued mnistreztment of Andrew Wilscn, a prisoner in his
custedy, but failed to take any steps to investigate the
nistreatment and to submit a written report documenting his
kncwledge of the mistreatment as specifically reguired in the
provisions of this general order.

"SUSTAINED"~-Violation of Rule 8, "Disrespect to or maltreatment

of any person, while on or off duiy," in that on 14 February

1982, during the morning and/or early afternocn hcurs, 1n an

interview room at Area Two H@@%ﬁ;wrteks, 9059 Scuth Cottage

Grove, Jon Burge, while on dut e ndrew Wilson in
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that he rep eatedly administered electrical stimulaticn to Mr.
Wilson's bcay in créer to creats pain and that he held Mr.
Wilscn, while handcuffed, against a hot radiator causing burns to
Mr. Wilson's face, chest and thigh.

"SUSTAINED"--Viclaticn c¢f Pule 9, "Engacinc in anv unjustified
verktel or ghysical altercaticn with any person, while on or c:if
dutyv," in that cn 14 Febr a*j 1¢82, curinc the mcraning ancd/cr

in an 1nterview rcem at Arez  Two
Eeadgquarters, 9059 Scuth Ccttacge Grove, Jon Burge, while on duty,
engaged Andrew Wilscn in several unjustified physical
altercations durinc which Mr. Wilscn was handcuffed and incapable
of providing any resistance.

early afternccn hours,

"EUSTAINED"--Viclaticn c¢f Rules 10, "Inattenticn tc Duzy", in thet
cn 14 Ferbruary 1632, at aArsz Twc Eeadguartsrs, S0E2& Scuth Cottacge
Grecve, Jon Burge, while in a surerviscry capacity as the assicned

commanding cfficer of the Arez Two Viclent Crimes Unit, fziled to
prcvicde prempt medical attention te Andrsw Wilscn, a2 priscner in
his custedy who was sufferin ng frem multiple injuries and who upon

release freom Area Two custcedy, jas refused in the Csantral
Detention lockup a&s a result of tqese injuries.

In resard to the allecations against John Yucaitis:

"SUSTAINED"--Violation of Rule 2, "Any actiecn or cecnduct which
impedes the Department's efforts to achieve its policy and geals
or brings discredit upon the Department", in that on 14 February
1982, during the morning and/or ezarly afternoon hours, at Area
Two Headguarters, 2059 South Cottacge Grove, John Yucaitis, while
on duty, did impede the Department's efforts to achieve its
policy and goals and did bring discredit upon the Department by
his overall actions and conduct in that he actively participated
in the mistreatment and physical torture of Andrew Wilson, a
prisoner that he was guarding, and that while guarding Mr.
Wilson, he had direct knowledge cf other abuse that was being
perpetrated against Mr. Wilscn but failed to take any action to
stop the abuse or to report it to supervisory personnel

"SUSTAINED"--Vioclation of Rule 6, "Disobedience of an order or
directive, whether written or oral," in that on 14 February 1982,
cduring the morning and/or early afternoon hours, at Area Two
Eeadquarters, 9059 Scuth Cottage Grove, John Yucaitis failed to
follcw the provisions of General Order 82-14, Addendum 2, II, A.,
3 and 4, in that he had direct kncwledge and awareness of the
continued mistreatment of Andrew Wilseon, a prisoner he was
guarding, but failed to immediately notify a supervisory officer
and submit a written report u"entﬁnc his kno wledge of the
incident as specifically reqdégiﬁ the provisions of this
r raer.
general crder U&MT
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"SUSTAINED"--Violaticn of Rule 8, "Disrespect to or maltrsatment
of any person, while on or off duty," in that on 14 February
1282, during the morning and/or ezrly &afternoon hours, in an
interview room at Area Two Headguarters, 9059 South Cottace
Grove, John Yuczitis, while on duty, did nalt*e—u Andrew Wilscn
in that he respeatsdly adninistered electriczl stimulation to Mr.
Wilscn's kody in créer to create pain.

"SUSTAINED"--Violaticn cf Rule 9, "ZIngaging in any unjustified

verbal or physical altercation with any perscn, while cn or cif
duty,”" in that c¢cn 14 Fekruary 19382, during the merning and/or
early afterncon hcurs, in an 1ntervi=w rcem at Arsa  Two
Headguarters, %039 Scuth Ccttags Grove, John Yucaitis, while cn
duty, engaged Pncrew Wilson in an vunjustified cphysiczl
altercaticn during which Mr. Wilscn was handcuffed and incararls

ct prov1c1ng any resistance.

"SUSTAINED"-~-Violaticn of Rule 10, '"Inattenticn to Duty", in that
on 14 February 1¢82, during the merning and/or early afterncon
hours, at Area Two EKeadguarters, 9059 Scuth Ccttage Grove, Jchin
Yucaitis failed to provide prompt medical attenticn to Ancdrew
Wilson, a prisoner he was cuarding and who was suffering from
nultiple injuries which caused him to ke refused from the Cantrzl
Detention lockup following his custedy at Area Two Headcquarters.

In regard to the allegations against Patrick O'Hara:

"SUSTAINED"--~Violation of Rule 2, YAny action or conduct which
impedes the Department's efforts to achieve its policy ané goals
or brings discredit upon the Department", in that on 14 February
1982, during the morning and/or early afterncon hours, at Area
Two Eeadguarters, 9059 Scuth Cottage Grove, Patrick O'Hara, while
on duty, did impede the Department's efforts to achieve its
policy and goals and did bring discredit upon the Department by
his overall actions and conduct in that he had direct knowledge
of the mistreatment and physicazl torture that was being
perpetrated against a prisoner, Andrew Wilson, but failed to tzke
any action to stop the abuse or to report it to supervisory
perscnnel.

"SUSTAINED"--Violation of Rule 6, "Disobedience of an ocrder or
directive, whether written or oral," in that on 14 February 1982,
during the morning and/or early afternoon hours, at Area TwO
Headquarters, 9059 South Cecttage Greve, Patrick O'Hara failed to
follow the provisions of General Order 82-14, Addendum 2, II, A.,
3 and 4, in that he had direct knowledge and awareness of the
continued mistreatment of Andrew Wilson, a prisoner, but -failed
to immediately notify a sugpervisory officer and submit a written
report docuﬂentlng his knoyigdge of the incident as specifically
required in the provisions & &kﬁmgy eral order.
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"SUSTAINED"--Violation of Rule 10, "Inatiesnticn to Duty", in that

on 14 February 1982, cduring the morninc and/or early afternccn

hours, at Area Two Headcuarters, 903 Scuth Cottage GCrove,

Patrick O'Hara failed to provide rprempt mediczl attention to

Andrew Wilscn, a prisoner with whem he had dirsct kncowledge cof

his physicazl concéiticn ard who was suffsrinc frcm nultiple

injuries which czaused him to ke @giused frecm Csntrzl Detenticn

lcckup follcowing his custody at Ar%%?@&&,ﬁeadquartsrs.
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