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INTRODUCTION

As part of its continuing effort to upgrade the quality and availability
of criminal justice data in Illinois, the Statistical Znalysis Center (SAC)
presents the following report on data maintained by the Circuit Court of
Cook County. Because Cook County processes by far the largest number of cri-
minal cases in Illinois, it was selected as the starting point for a statewide
project on the availability of Courts data. This preliminary report is
designed to aid the researcher or policy maker interested in studying cases
processed in the Cook County Court.

In three sections, the report provides a brief and basic guide to the
formal organization of the Court, discusses in s.mewhat greater detail the
procedures by which criminal cases are presented, and examines at léngth the
sources of useful data which are currently generated by or are available
through the court system. In addition, the four appendices to this report
contain several samples of the forms used and the statistical reports regu-

larly produced by the courts.

THE ORGANIZATION OF THE COOK COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT

Any study which contemplates the use of Cook County courts data must
begin with an understanding of how the court system operates. Structurally,
the Cook County criminal court system is the only one of its kind in the
state of Illinois, and a full description of the court's intricacies is beyond
the scope of this report. 1Instead, the following section will give the
reader a basic introduction to the formal aspects of criminal court organiza-

tion in Cook County.

Description of the Illinois Court System

Y
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Overall administrative control of the courts in Illinois is vested in
the Supreme Court of the state. The court carries out this responsibility
through its Administrative Office which is directly responsible to the
Chief Justice. Although the mandate of the office is rather loosely de-
fined (Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts, 1977: 78), at least
one of its major activities is of substantial interest to researchers.

This is the collection and compilation of statistics concerning the number,
kinds and dispositions of cases in the various components of the judicial
system. To facilitate this process, the office solicits monthly reports
from the clerks of the various courts in the state, compiles and in some
cases transforms them, and publishes them in the form of a yearly report.
In addition, a monthly summary of Cook County statistics is compiled and
submitted to the judges of the court. Sample monthly reports are shown in
Appendix B.l

The Circuit Courts are the courts of general jurisdiction, the trial
courts, for virtually all legal proceedings in Illinois. Civil and criminal
cases are disposed of in the Circuit Courts, on the basis of the evidence
in such matters. Cases in which icetrials have been granted are also handled
by the Circuit Courts. Appeals from Circuit Court decisions must be based
on procedural issues, and go either to the Illinois Appellate Court (the

intermediate court of appeals) or directly to the Iilinois Supreme Court.

Of the twenty-one judicial circuits in Illinois, only two consist of a single
county, the 18th Circuit (Du Page County) and the Cook County Circuit; all

others contain two or more contiguous counties.

1The form and content of these monthly reports has recently changed.
Appendix B contains a monthly report for June of 1977, and a report in the
new form for February, 1979. Anthony Valaika of the Administrative Office
of the Illinois Courts deserves our gratitude for supplying the new report
and other helpful information regarding the data maintained by his office.
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Immediate administrative control over the operation of a Circuit Court
is delegated to the Chief Judge, who is elected by and serves at the pleasure
of the judges of the court. The role of Chief Judge does not appear to be
clearly defined, although it seems to have considerable influence over the
assignment of judges, budgetary matters, changes in the organization and
procedures of the court, appointment of the Public Defender, and negotia-
tions between the judiciary and other branches of government. The Chief

Judge in Cook County is Harry G. Comerford.

Description of the Circuit Court of Cook County

The organization of the Circuit Court in Cook County, illustrated in
Figure 1, is unique in the state and complicates the work of the researcher.
The basic difference between this and the other circuits is that it is
divided into two departments, each of which handles criminal cases, and each
of which is a distinct administrative unit. The major divisions of the
Cook County Circuit Court are the Municipal Department and the County Depart-
ment.

The Municipal Department handles a wide variety of civil cases as well
as traffic offenses, misdemeanors, and a large number of felony cases. The
County Department encompasses five Civil Divisions, the Juvenile Division,
and the Criminal (or Felony) Division. As will be discussed in the next
section of this report, felonies may be initiated by several methods in
either the Municipal or the County Department. Therefore, the researcher
must become familiar with these differing processes and the data collection

and analysis problems which they present.
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FIGURE 1
| CHIEF JUDGE |
{ OFFICE OF THE CHIEF JUDGE |
) | SURETY SECTION}
COUNTY DEPARTMENT I_MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT
]
;{w I H 1 1 I 1 i 1 1 | 1 )
L CHANCERY DIVORCE PROBATE COUNTY JUVENILE CRIMINAL FIRST ON THIR FOURTH FIFTH IXTH ]
DIVISION] | "DIVISION | | CIVISIGN| | DIVISION|  |DIVISION| | DIVISION| [ BIVISION | | muniGipaL| | MONIGIFAL | | MUMIGIBAL | | MORIGIPAL | | MUNIGIRAL MUMGISAL | &
T T i N I ] DISTRICT DISTRICT DISTRICT DISTRICT DISTRIGT oisTRICT | !
Presiding Prestding Presiding Presiding Presiding Presiding Presiding
Judge Judge Judge Judge Judge Judge Judge ] [ T ] :
__ Presiding Presiding Presiding Presiding Fresiding Presicing -
_.I Motion Secuonl Pre-Trial Administrative Adult Judge Judge Judge Judge Judge Judge .
Motion Section Section o ]
lTax Section Probation E: ~
— - s : !
._{Pre-Tria! Section ] Department Civif Calls lﬁ\lnl Calls Civil Calls LClle! Calls ] L(‘lvn Calls l (Cwn Cells
i {i Juvenile f SU,
Assignment n Probation ' Wilness Criminal Criminal Criminal Creminal Criminal Criminat
Section Department Central Calls Calls Calis Calis Calls _Catls
"‘l Jury Section l Post Decree —l l T | j-—~~~~
Motion Section Trallic Trathc Trallic Tratfic Trattc | Traltic
Non-Jury | | Clinical Court Calls Calls Calls__| Cals | Cails
Section Services | | B
Extraordinary — Department Ordinance QOrdinance Ordinance Grdinance Qrdinance Ordinance
] Remedies Section - Cosncm.almn Violations Violations ' Violations Violations Violalions Violations
Land Title grvice
Sectlion —{ Psychialric Institute l
-[ Sociat Casework Services ]

-{ Driver Improvement School ]

Source: Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts, 1977 Annual Report to the Supreme Court of Illinois
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The Municipal Department is subdivided into six Municipal districts,

each of which i1s administered by a presiding judge. These districts are FIGURE 2

geographically based as illustrated in Figure 2; the First District is the COOK COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT - MUNICIPAL DISTRICTS

city of Chicago, and Districts Two through Six cover the suburban area. The
Districts are in turn subdivided into Branches, largely on the basis of the

2
types of cases they handle. Appendix A lists the locations of the Branches

which make up the First Municipal District. Borrington] Polotine

Wheeling {Northlield

The First District differs from the suburban districts in that no felony (2, _
13 | -——— . Evonston
trials are heard there. Preliminary hearings are held in all Municipal . : '
Hcnover [SchoumburgiEtk Grove| Moine 1 Niles \‘
Districts, but in the First District only those felony cases in which the fan
- l");\n———lr—“"
. . . . . . ‘N d ";", H"’J o
defendant enters a guilty plea, or which are dismissed are disposed of in the orwoo e SN
. —
| Park <q~‘ .
Municipal District. Felony trials from District One take place in the County 'I leyden™
. o . . . LRiver Forelf% Fﬁ :
Department Criminal Division. Felony trials are held in the suburban districts, . oak Pork L*‘ E
or
, 113
but at the option of the state's attorney, a trial can be transferred to the ; _ ’ - © -Berwryn Proviso\d 2 7
Rivorside cm—0 |
County Department Criminal Division. This option is frequently exercised !
when a notorious case is involved. o i
Stickney
..._-‘\-b
Unlike the geographically-based districts of the Municipal Department,
divisions in the County Department are defined by the types of cases which 1
covs - P Lemont
they handle. Hence, within the County Department, the Criminal Division
handles only felony cases, and the branches or courtrooms which make up the 4 1
Orland :Bremon Thornton 1
7 ; !
2 : ~ =X !
Actually, the specialization of judges and courtrooms is more prevalent L . b
in the First District than any of the others since the volume of cases in the s Rich 1
city is much higher than in the suburban districts. Figures for criminal 1 ]
cases begun in 1977 indicate that nearly 6 times as many criminal cases were 1 1
begun in the lst District (301,603) as in all the suburban districts combined DU S ORI |
(?1,022) (A@mlnlstrative Office of the Illinois.Courts, 1977: 181).. Thi§ o WMUNICIPAL DISTRICTS OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY.
difference in volume leads to some differences in record keeping which will )
be discussed later in this report. Source: Soénmurllty Education on Law and Justice. League of Women
3 i . oters, 1975 "Criminal Justice "
These branch court locations, and the judges assigned to the Criminal ; Study Manual,

Division courtrooms may have changed since this list was published. The lists
are included here only to demonstrate the number and functions of these
branches and courtrooms.
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Criminal Division sometimes specialize in particular felony cases. Appendix

A contains a listing of the Criminal Division courtrooms and the judges assigned

to them.4

By virtue of their locations, the Criminal Division Branches tend to

specialize according to defendants' custody status. Because of their prox-

imity to the county jail, the branch courts in the Criminal Courts Building

at 26th and California deal mainly with defendants in custody. Defendants

who are out on bound are assigned primarily to courtrooms in the Daley Center.
Newly~constructed courtrooms at 1340 S. Michigan were designed to specialize

in the processing of recidivists' cases; these courtrooms typically handle

in-custody defendants.

For statistical reporting of Cook County Circuit Court activity, the

Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts receives separate monthly

reports from the clerks of each of the Districts in the Municipal Depart-

ment and each of the Divisions in the County Department. In terms of

criminal cases, the reports focus on the total number of cases processed,
backlogs, felonies disposed of at the municipal level and at the county

level, and the major categories of dispositions (e.g., conviction or acquittal

by plea, bench trial or jury trial). Figure 3 presents a sample report

from the Criminal Division of the County Department to the Administrative

5
Office.

The Annual Report of the Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts

gives somewhat more detailed information, particularly regarding the operation

4

See footnote 3 on previous page.

The content and format of this report may change with the unification of
data processing in the Cook County Circuit Court under the Clerk's Information
System. See "'The Clerk's Office and the Nature of Court Records."

of the Criminal Division (see pages 180-201 of the 1977 Report). Here,
statistics are classified by type of offense, disposition, and sentence.
The annual report takes about nine to ten months after the first of the
year to be completed and published. The monthly summaries done for the
Cook County Circuit Court (illustrated in Appendix B) are prepared by

the Administrative Office within three or four weeks after the end of the

month.
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FIGURE 3
SAMPLE MONTHLY REPORT FROM COOK COUNTY

CRIMINAL DIVISION TO ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE

IN THE CIRCUIT COUKT OF COOK COULTY
CRIMIKAL DIVISION,

© STATISTICAL REPORT FOR

COUNTY DLPARTIENT

JUNE , 1977

(month}

' . . REPORT 4-CR .
Trend of Cascs Charging Defendants With Offenses In the Criminz) Division

Cascs “[Cases Pending - Cases Coces . | Cases Pending
Comnenced at Stert DS??ﬁS ;;lggd Reinstated Cispcsed Of at tnd
By of Period g During Pericdiburing Feriod cf Feriod
Indictment 3487 211 43 512 3229
, | InTormation 3436 331 2 510 -~3259
Total 6923 542 45 1022 6488
’ " REPORT 5-CR ) .
Disposition of Cefendants . .ring The Period
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

663

(B} Information 647

Total*

1210

*Tota1 of item 1 musi cqual totals of items 2 and 3. -

fuTber of Defendents D1Sp05ﬂ4 of During Tre Pericd Yhere Chzrge was chm:ncnd By:
{A) Indictment

Kumber of Defendants “liot Convicted During The Fericd:
Charge Gismisszi B 1 Fcquiited By [ Uniit to be
Co: seenced o 1 #oile ther - , | Tricd/Sex-
Y seL Frossed Cischzrae e Court Jury iually Danaen
Indictrant 111 38 87 62 g . 1
Information 53 17 43 38 8 7
: : ” s T
Tota s 164 75 130 1 100 17 | s
Humber of Convicted Defendants Sentenced During The Period:
+ Charge Convicted vy
Cormenced By Guilty-Plea Court “dury .
’ndictmcnt ) 305 ’ 35 15
Information 395 50 15
Totals 701 : 85 " 30
Humber of Writs and Fetitions Filed & Disposed of During The Pericd:

| _Humber of Urits ¢ felrtions |
| Filed | Dispcsen ar
Habeas Corpus 11 8
frost-Conviction 9 5
' Probation, //[
Vodify/Revoke Coanditional Discharee, or .
Pericdic lmprisomeszat . 65
Expurgement /,//} 148

IH THE CRIMIRAL DIVISION,

-10~

FIGURE 3 (CONT'D)

. REFCRT SA--CR

JYPE OF SENTENCE* IiPOSED OU DEFEITENTS

DURIKG

JUUIE

» 1977

COUNTY DCPARTHERT, CIRCUIT COURT OF CHOK COUNTY

RS
e e e e
.

wher of‘—w
" Sentence Imposed INF. ggf:ﬁécuts
--'...--.--
. (1) Death . .. .. .- R Son 55
B { .(25 Imprisonment {111. Dept. Corrections) . . « « . - R e
\ (3) Imprisonmant (111. Dept. Corrections) ard Fine . . . . ¢ « o = .‘. .
! (4) Periodic imprisounent (111, Dept. Corrc'tions) cee e e T
. § (5) Periodic Inprisonment (111, Dept. Corrcct1ons? and Fine e e e .
i (6) Pericdic Impriscnment (Cock Co. Dept. Ccrrcct{ons? . - . e e
: (7) Periodic Imprisonment . {Cook Co. Dept.'C?rrcctions) and Fine flﬁ - - —%53
; X (e) Probation only--lo Discretionary Conditions . . o e o o s oo 0 s
, : (9) Probaticn and Perioqic Imptisomnent T . .4é . . ____?;;_
7 (10) Frobation and dail . . . .o+ aee . T
t (11) Probation and Fine . v o v o e o o s K e e e e e ey
Q (12) " Probation, Periodic Imrri°onman and Fine . e e e e pe e st
(13). Prebatxcn, Jeil and Fine . o v - o 0 e e e e e e e S
' (14) Probation and Other Discreticnary Cond1»10"s ......... ;,- . ,__,_2;_
(15) Coaditional Dischairge only--tic Discretionevy Cen 3itions . . .44 @ 8
M {16) Cenditioral Discharge ané Pericdic Imnriscoment o . 0 o e o 0 e o0
. (17) Conditional Discharge and gail e e e e e e e e . « .. f I
(18) Conditional Discharge ond Fine . o v o o -« nee e e as e
. (19) Conditional Discharge, Periodic Imprisconaent and Fine . . . .« - .... ——
! (20) Conditfonal Mischarge, Jail and Fine . . .+ « - - T e S —
{21} “Corditional Lischarge and Ot.er D]SCrEt]Oﬂar) Condilions . . . 5 . . -
: (22) Jail only R TSI B R S L —
| (23) ‘Fine only R T I
(24) Jail and FIMC o o o o o s o « o o = SCTEN .'. e« v s 4 e o o ; o e ._*_.;T. .
9 (25) Unfit to be Sentenced . o o v e oo e eve s elm e e et 0T [ v e —
: (26) Other (specify) e ———
R | S

. y ] i
*Do pot include sente :nees. jmposcd on probation revocation Lt

PSSR

af ter rcmandmcnt froa rcvxohxnn court for resent

encing.
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Summagz

handl
e all types of legal matters, Cook County is a special
case.

The two De ivi y y
partments are subdivided geographically and/or functionall as
3

takes in the who i
le county, but its criminal caseload is confined to feloni
nies;

One
and for some cases transferred from the suburbs ‘

The next i i i
section of this report will describe the actual Processing of

g ~ g
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THE PROCESSING OF FELONY CASES IN COOK COUNTY
CIRCUIT COURT

Criminal cases are of three types: felony, misdemeanor and quasi-
criminal (ordinance violations). Of these three, felonies are the most
serious and present the greatest procedural complexities. Because of these
factors and because felonies invoke the greatest public interest, this
report will deal primarily with the manner in which felony matters are pro-

cessed in Cook County. Only those procedures which are common to most

cases and which are likely to be of interest to most researchers are discussed.

PROCESSING OF FELONY CASES BEGUN IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT

Most felony cases in Cook County begin with an arrest by the local
(city) police department. Occasionally, cases begin with an indictment
by the (county) Grand Jury, followed by sheriff's arrest. In the typical
felony case, the defendant's first court appearance takes place in a branch
court of the Municipal Department. This "initial appearance" must take
place "without unnecessary delay." (Illinois Revised Statutes, 1975, Ch.38,
sec. 109-1).

Usually, arrestees are brought before the nearest judge within a few
working hours of the arrest. The purposes of the initial appearance are to
advise defendants as to the charges being brought against them and of their
right to counsel, and to set bail.6 The judge may also proceed with the
"preliminary examination" at this point, reviewing the State's evidence to
determine whether there is probable cause to believe the defendant has
committed an offense.

For misdemeanors, bail is usually set by the desk sergeant at the lockup,
in accordance with guidelines set by the Illinois Supreme Court.
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Usually, however, the "preliminary examination" or "probable cause
hearing" will take place at the defendant's second court appearance. Such
hearings are required by Illinois statute in all felony cases begun by
complaint (after arrest with or without a warrant) or information (issued
by the State's Attorney), but may be waived by the defendant. All other

felony cases must proceed by grand jury indictment unless the defendant

"understandingly waives' this requirement. Hence, the usual procedure in

Cook County is for the police to file a complaint in the Municipal Department;
the judge then rules on the probable cause issue and either sends the case on
to the Grand Jury for indictment, or dismisses the case.

The State's Attorney may also file an information against the defen-
dant or seek an indictment at any point in this process, especially if the
judge finds "mo probable cause." More often than not, though, the prosecu-
tor will drop such cases or wait for further police investigation. Either
defense or prosecution may choose to dispose of cases in the Municipal Depart-
ment by guilty plea cor dismissal, and in Districts Two through Six, felony

cases may be tried in the Municipal Department. Thus relatively few felonies

ever reach the County Department. The researcher who wants to study felony court

processing in Cook County should be aware that the more accessible County

Department data present only a partial picture, without the Municipal Depart-

ment data which are much harder to obtain. The County Department data reflect

only those cases which either bypassed the Municipal Department (direct grand
jury indictments) or survived the Municipal Department's screening process.

To summarize, there are a number of possible paths which felony cases begun
in the Municipal Department may take:

1) Defendant waives the right to a preliminary hearing and pleads

guilty to the complaint or information, and is sentenced in the

Municipal Department.

s

PO

¢ D

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

~14-

Judge finds probable cause to hold defendant for prosecution
by indictment, but defendant pleads guilty to the complaint or

information, and is sentenced in the Municipal Department.

Judge finds no probable cause to hold defendant, and State's
Attorney or defendant moves to dismiss the charge. Case is

disposed of in the Municipal Department.

Judge finds no probable cause but State's Attorney seeks an
indictment from the grand jury. If an indictment is returned,

case may be disposed of in Criminal Court (County Department) .

Felony charges are reduced to misdemeanors and defendant pleads

guilty or demands trial. Case disposed of in the Municipal Department.

Judge finds probable cause to hold defendant, and case is
referred to grand jury which will probably return an indictment.

Case may be disposed of in Criminal Court (County Department).

Judge finds probable cause against one of several defendants but

not against others. State's Attorney takes the whole case to

grand jury, which may return indictments against any or all de-
fendants. If indictments result, case may be disposed of in Criminal

Court (County Department).

pefendant waives the preliminary hearing, or requests a continuance
at the preliminary hearing when the State is ready to proceed.
State's Attorney may take the case to the grand jury for indictment, or

proceed on an information. Case may be disposed of in Criminal

Court (County Department).
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It should be noted that these paths may be and frequently are termi-~
nated by a guilty plea resulting from a negotiated settlement between the

defendant and the State's Attormney.

Processing of Felony Cases Begun In the County Department

The workload of the Cook County Grand Jury has decreased significantly
since October 1975 when a change in the law governing the use of informa-
tions allowed prosecutors to bring cases to trial by information rather than
by seeking indictments. Previously, informations could substitute for indict-
ments only when the defendant agreed to plead guilty. Now that the grand
jury has fewer cases before it, the State's Attorney's office in turn has
greater flexibility to use either method of initiating prosecution. This
has resulted in the practice of seeking indictment as a way of speeding dis-
position where the defendant has postponed the preliminary hearing.

The deliberations of the grand jury can result in any one of three
possible outcomes. The jury can return an indictment (true bill); it can
refuse to indict (no bill); or it can recommend that the case be treated
as a misdemeanor and send it back to the Municipal Department. A prosecutor
wishing not to prosecute must make that intention clear in court by moving
to dismiss the charge; the prosecutor cannot stop the processing of the case

informally.

7
There are three forms of dismissal on motiom of the State, and although

the Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts does not count them separately,

the Clerk's records show them as "S.0.L." (Striken with Leave to Reinstate),
"DWP'" (Dismissed for Want of Prosecution) and '"Nolle Pros'" (short for Nolle
Prosequi, indicating the prosecution will proceed no further). See Appendix
C for a full listing of disposition codes used in the Municipal and County
Departments.

R e e wae e
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The first step in the processing of a case in the County Department is
arraignment. At the arraignment, the judge simply reads the formal charges
to the defendant and asks for the defendant's plea in response. But
because this highly routine procedure is the first stage in the trial pro-
cess where the defendant must plead, defendants are usually represented by
an attorney at this point. Bail must also be reset for the proceeding in the

County Department, since bail set in the Municipal Department applies only to

proceedings at that level and is technically refundable when those proceedings are

complete. Probably the most frequent outcome of the bail setting process

is for bail to be held over from the Municipal Department. Motions for reduc-

tion or elimination of bail are usually postponed until after the case has
been assigned to a trial judge. Once the case has been assigned to a new

judge, it is often possible for the bail motion to be heard on that same

day. In the County Department all arraignments are heard by the presiding judge,

Judge Fitzgerald. He assigns cases to the other judges based on the de-
cision of a computer which combines random selection with the satisfaction
of certain geographical and court room specialization requirements.

After the arraignment, the typical felony case proceeds by way of
negotiation between the State's Attorney and defense attorney. From this
point on, disposition of the case depends on the many factors which influence
the choices between quick and slow adjudication. In Cook County, the
majority of felony charges are disposed of by dismissal or guilty pleas,
leaving a small percentage which go to trial and most of those are decided
by a County Department judge rather than by a jury. Dismissed charges
may be reinstated later, depending on the type of dismissal employed, but

guilty plea cases are completed as soon as the judge determines that the

B - I S



- -

~-17-

defendant has entered the plea voluntarily. In very rare instances, a
tried case may be retried in the County Department, but usually the final
judgement signals the close of the case at that level.

Summarizing seven possible ﬁaths which }éionv cases begun in the

County Department may take:
1) At arraignment on the indictment, defendant pleads guilty (with
or without the advice of counsel) to the charges named. This is
a rare occurrence, as counsel is required to be appointed at this
stage if the defendant has not retained a lawyer. The established

practice is for defendants to plead not guilty, and to ask for

a continuance, to afford time for consultation between client and

counsel.

2) At arraignment, defendant pleads not guilty and case is assigned to

a particular judge for adjudication later:

a. Prosecutor and defense attorney negotiate as to what charges
may be dropped or sentence offered in exchange for defendant's
plea of guilty. They reach an agreement, which is then rati-
fied by the judge assigned to the case, and defendant pleads
guilty accordingly.

b. Same as 2a.) above but defendant does not agree to plead and
demands trial. After numerous continuances, the State's case
becomes weaker and a more attractive senvence offer iriduces
defendant to plead guilty. Case is disposed of by plea.

c. Same as 2a.) above, but no satisfactory agreement is reached
at any time up until the trial date. However, in the course

of the trial, defendant reconsiders and decides to plead guilty

after all. Case is disposed ‘ofi:by. plea.

SESgE .
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d. Same as 2b.)above, but the weakness of the State's case
instead strengthens defendant's resolve to go to trial, and
State moves to dismiss the charges. Case is disposed of by

dismissal.

e. The charge is a very serious one (e.g., murder) and defendant
asserts his or her innocence, and/or the State's sentence
offer is no more appealing than the sentence expected on con-
viction; no agreement is reached at any point. Case proceeds
to trial, and defendant is convicted; the defense moves for a
new trial, and the motion is denied or (infrequently) granted.
If motion is denied, the case is closed in the Circuit Court;

if granted, it must be retried in the Circuit Court.

f. Same as 2e.)above, but defendant is acquitted. Case is closed

in the Circuit Court.

Summarz

The purpose of this section was to guide the reader through the two-
level system of processing felony cases in Cook County. Most cases enter
the courts at the Municipal District level, via police complaint. In the Muni-
cipal District, bond is set, and preliminary hearings are held to determine
whether there is probable cause to bind defendants over for trial and final
adjudication. Many cases are dismissed and many others are disposed of by
trial or guilty plea in a Muniéipal District, so they never go to the Countv
Department.

Felony cases from Municipal District One, and some felony cases from
Districts Two through Six are transferred to the County Department Criminal

Division, also called Felony Court, for trial. Defendants are asked to
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plead to the charges; generally, plea negotiations begin after a plea
THE CLERK'S OFFICE AND THE NATURE OF COURT RECORDS

of not guilty. From this point, cases may be settled through plea

bargaining, dismissed on motion of the State, or tried by a judge or
The Organization And Role of The Clerk's Office

jury.
The Clerk of the Circuit Court is responsible for keeping the records
In the next sections, the Clerk's office will be described and p ping

its manual and computerized record-keeping systems will be explained. of the court. To accomplish this task, the Clerk's office is organized
along lines which reflect the organization of the court. For instance, one
subdivision of the Clerk's office keeps the records of the Criminal Divi-
sion, and each of the districts of the Municipal Department has its own
office.

The records of the court are of two types, legal and management; both
are useful for research purposes. The former involves the case document
file which is kept on each case brought beforeaghe court. Each case must

‘ 'f have a complete written record of each legal event which takes place through-
out its processing. This record is kept in a file maintained by the Clerk's
office. The file must be in the courtroom whenever the case is brought
before the court, and is updated by the clerk in the courtroom after each
appearance. These records provide the legal record of the case for use on

?H appeal or in pursuit of other legal remedies; it must be maintained for
several years after the case's final disposition. The structure of this

jﬂ file will be discussed shortly.

- The second type of record maintained by the Clerk's office is statis-

tical in nature and is kept primarily for management purposes. Certain

S R T it

aggregate figures regarding the number, kind and disposition of cases

S i ]
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brought before the court are generated on a regular basis. 1In addition to
being supplied to the Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts, these

} i . figures are used in reports published directly by the Clerk's office.
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They are also distributed to the court and to governmental and non-govern-

mental agencies concerned with the operation of the judicial system.

Description of The Clerk's Manual Record System

Probably the most common source of data for studying criminal case
processing is the case document file. The case file is a legal document
and is likely to be the most complete source of information on the events
involved in the processing of a case. As a source of research data its
completeness is a significant advantage.
County, where automated data processing systems are unavailable, it is the
only source cof individual case level data. It also has disadvantages which
can make computerized data more attractive.

A significant disadvantage in Cook County is the case file's complexity
and frequent illegibility. Documents are often not arranged in chronologi-
cal order, and when located, may be difficult to read. At best, obtaining
information in this fashion can be time-consuming, even if all the needed
files are readily available.

If research focuses on pending cases, availability of files can also
become a problem. Files may be located in the courtroom where the case is
being handled rather than in a central location. The substantial time
consumed in using case files almost always necessitates sampling, and without
a computerized listing of cases, it is often difficult to generate a sample
having the particular characteristics in which the researcher is interested.

Despite these limitations, and despite the existence of computerized
records in Cook County, the case file remains the only source of certain
kinds of information. For example, the computer record does not contain

data on when the defendant demands trial, or consistent. records of the

In many Circuit courts outside of Cook

A e e

e

amounts of bail set, or whether or not bond is made. 1In studies requiring
information such as this, computerized records can still be extremely
helpful since they can assist in defining a sample and can supply a good
deal of the necessary information. The case file generally consists of
the following documents: |
- Arrest Report
- Complaint
Both of these documents are supplied by the arresting agency. They
describe the alleged criminal acts of the defendant, detail the
charges, and give demographic information about the defendant.
- Preliminary Hearing Court Sheet

- D Bond

These documents are issued by the Municipal Department during the

initial stages !
g of the case's processing. The court sheet documents all

dispositions din that Department. A bond sheet will only be present

if bond is made.

- Witness Memorandum

This document is prepared by the State's Attorney office when the
case is initiated inthe County Department and summarizes much of

the important information found in the other sources listed here

- Court Order Sheet or "Half Sheet"

Used by the clerk in the courtroom to document all dispositions

and court orders.

- Indictment or Information

These documents are prepared by the State's Attorney office.

-——— Nt A
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In many cases, needed information can be obtained from more than one

document. The following information can be obtained from any of the listed !

e

documents:

Indictment Date

Information Date

Offense

Date of Birth (age)

Sex

Race

IR# (Incident8

Report Number)

Date of Probable
Cause Finding

8An identifying number used by the Chicago Police Department.

Witness Memo

Indictment Order

Witness Memo

Information Order

Witness Memo
Arrest Report

D Bond (yellow sheet)

Witness Memo
Arrest Report

D Bond (yellow sheet)

Witness Memo
Arrest Report

D Bond {yellow sheet)

Witness Memo

Arrest Report

Witness Memo

Arrest Report

Witness Memo

Preliminary Hearing Court Sheet -~ back of complaint

Source: Chicago Crime Commission
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Branch - Witness Memo

Preliminary Hearing Court Sheet - judge's name

Arraignment Date - Witness Memo

Indictment

Information

Case files are stored for a number of years in a vault at the Criminal

Division Clerk's office at 26th and California. Access to the vault is
controlled, but may be obtained through the Clerk's office. ILimited work space
is available in the vault for research purposes. Files are arranged by
case number, and an alphabetical index of case numbers is available. Case
files are also color-coded for identification. The location of missing

files is noted through the use of markers where the missing files should be.

The Development Of The Clerk's Computer Systems

The extremely large volume of criminal cases processed by the Cook
County Circuit Court (it is thought to be one of the largest in the world)
led in 1966 to the experimental use of computers for immediate court manage-
ment purposes in the Municipal Departments. A record of each criminal case,
focusing primarily on the next court date and location, was entered into the
computer by way of batch-processed punched cards. This facilitated the
production of daily court sheets for each courtroom. The court sheets listed
the cases which were scheduled days before the court date telling the Clerk's
office which case files to have ready for which locations.

In 1971, a private consulting firm (Touche, Ross & Co.) was commissioned,
with the support of a grant from tne Illincis Law Enforcement Commission

(ILEC), to design a more comprehensive and versatile computer system.

B DN .
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They supplied a rather intricate design called the Clerk's Information
System (CIS), which has to date been only partially implemented. Failure
of the projected system to be implemented on schedule may have been the
result, in part, of an overly complex and ambitious design.

Implementation of the CIS began in the First District of the Municipal
Department around 1973 and followed within about six months in the other
districts. 1In the estimation of one employee in the Clerk's office,
however, the data did not become fairly reliable until 1975.

It soon became clear that a total implementation of the CIS would
take some time to accomplish. To meet the short-term needs of the Criminal
Division, a temporary computerized data processing system was designed
and initiated in 1972. This second system will be referred to in this
report as the County Felony System (CFS). The CFS did not have the capa-
bilities of the CIS for immediate retrieval of data; nonetheless, it
facilitated the production of a number of useful statistical reports and
handled such functions as the production of daily court sheets.

In the years since their introduction, both the CIS and CFS have
probably improved in efficiency and reliability; at least, those individuals
associated with the systems believe this to be true. However, the
existence of two separate data processing systems creates substantial
problems for the researcher. Each system is discussed in detail below, but

a general problem is the lack of an interface between them. When a felony

case leaves the Municipal Department and is bound over to the County Department,

the CIS record is terminated and a new record is begun in the CFS. The new
record is given a new number and nowhere in the record does the old Municipal

number appear. No list of cross-referenced numbers is available, and the
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two computer systems are not directly linked. The result of this division
is that it is currently impossible through any single computer report to
obtain a complete record of the processing of any felcny case that was
initiated at the Municipal level.

A unification of the Municipal and County criminal records in one
data processing system would rectify this problem. This would be accom-
plished by the implementation of the full CIS design and is a goal which
the Clerk's office has long sought to attain. According to the statistician
for the Administrative Office of the Courts, the initial steps toward
unification have recently been taken. Computer programs and report formats

for the Criminal Division are being developed, and the full conversion should

occur in 1979.

Current Operation of The Clerk's Information System (C1S)

Information regarding the processing of felony, misdemeanor, and quasi-

criminal cases in the Municipal Department is currently being handled bv the
Clerk's Information System (cIS). The system in its present state has the

capacity to store and integrate information about each criminal case from

arrest to final disposition in the Municipal pepartment or until the case is
transferred to the Criminal Division of the County'Department. Although
the system was originally designed to have parallel on-line and off-line
components, only the on-line component is currently in use. To say that the
system operates on-line means that infoimation is stored in a manner which

allows it to be immediately retrieved in visual or printed form. The

visual display of information is accomplished through the use of screens

e s a
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called cathode ray tubes (CRT) which are attached to terminals. These

terminals are also used for entering data and are located in the offices

of the district clerks.

Information is stored in the CIS by '"case" and by charge. In all

Municipal Districts, an attempt is made to group all charges and defendants

involved in a single jncident intc a single case. "case' in this sense

means all charges arising from one incident. This case is given a single

number and all records are associated with and identified by that number.

All charges and defendants involved in a single incident are identified by

one case number, but individual charges against each defendant within the

case are jdentified as well. Each charge is given its own number for the

purpose of generating court sheets and statistical reports. That is, all

available CIS statistical reports reflect charges, not cases. In this

way, felonies, misdemeanors and other categories of offenses can be counted

separately.

A computer record of a case 1s established through a process which the

Clerk's office calls "Tnitiation." Initiation means that a Clerk's office

employee enters basic information about the defendant and the charge onto

the computer by means of a CRT. In Chicago (District One), the information

is taken from documents supplied to the Clerk's office by the police agency

which is filing the complaint. guburban Districts Two through Six initiate

computerized case records using more information (input) than the complaint.
They enter data from the complaint and usually from the arrest report or

arrest card as well. The following information typically forms the basis

for case initiation in the Clerk's computer system for Districts Two through

Six:

S T R 7
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- Defendant's Name

- Case Initiation date
- Arrest date

Booking number (Arresting agency)
- Sex

- Race

- Address

- Height/Weight

- Eye/Hair color

- Complexion

- Arresting Agency Code
- Charge (s)

- Bond number and amoun

t if bo i : .
bond is not made) nd is made (nothing is recorded if
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Under the current CIS arrangement, case initiation differs between
the city and suburban districts because the first District must handle such
a large volume of cases. In order to process the Chicago cases more
quickly, streamlined procedures for case initiation were introduced in the
First District. Instead of using the more detailed complaints and arrest
records as the suburban districts do, the First District initiates cases
using "transmittal lists," which are simply the lists which the police send
to the courts to inform them of the names and charges of defendants to be
brought to court. This procedure saves considerable time, but limits the
amount of information available to the CRT operator (and therefore the

researcher), as the following listing demonstrates.

Defendant's Name

- Chicago booking number and numbers of other defendants
being charged in the incident

- Charge
- Case Initiation date
- Arrest date

Identification (IR) number (from Chicago Police Identification
Department fingerprint file)

Once a case has received a final disposition, a computer record is
maintained in the on-line file for a short time before being transferred to
a storage tape. Cases which are discharged are maintained for a minimum of
30 days, while those involving orders which may be reinstated are maintained

for 90 days. O01ld cases are purged from the active file and placed on a

 am—

Actually, more extensive case initiation procedures would be wasteful for
the 1st District to utilize, at least with regard to felony cases, until
the pending unification of the CIS and CFS systems takes place. When the
proposed unification takes place, the First District plans to expand its
felony case initiation process to the fuller version. After unification,

then, a rather complete computer record of the processing of felony cases
will be avail'able to the researcher.
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storage tape approximately once a month. The storage tape is called a

10
Case History Tape and will be maintained permanently. This means that
the researcher can be fairly sure that case history information exists on

tape for all felony cases which began in the Municipal Department processing

in 1975 or later.

CIS Statistical Reports

If the data entry process in District One is any indication, the re-
liability of CIS data is probably very high. A daily printout of all
data entered into the system is produced and checked against the previous
day's court sheets. Errors are corrected immediately by the CRT operator
who made the error. Of course, mistakes made in the court sheets themselves
cannot be easily monitored and appear not to be formally checked, although
errors detected by the courtroom clerk at a subsequent appearance can be
corrected at that time.

Besides the daily court sheets and pull lists, the Municipal Department
system produces one basic monthly report, a breakdown by branch and district
of the major dispositions of cases. The report gives totals for both current
month and the year-to-date. This is a modification of an earlier report
which did not break down the case by type, e.g., preliminary hearing, mis-
demeanor and traffic. For an example of each report, see Figure 5.

CIS is programmed to produce a wide variety of other reports which are
not currently being generated. These reports apparently have little value
for the internal management of the Clerk's office; because of this and because

of the limited demand for them, it is probably inefficient for the Clerk's

office to produce these reports.

lOStarting November 1977, certain of these tapes are being 'purged"

periodically. For misdemeanors and preliminary hearings, the tapes will be
purged every ten (10) years, and for city ordinances, every five (5) years.
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FIGURE 5

SAMPLE MONTHLY REPORTS FROM

CLERK'S INFORMATION SYSTEM (CIS)

EARLIER FORMAT

—— e - .
(CAN-E71-13 CLERK OF 1&®K(E CIRCUTLT ccJrY OF COOK COUNTY
! . I DI SPeOMTTYT1ON Kt FGRY
j ) ) R e et ieeee e e e e e
! plstTELCY 1 0331717
i RRARCH 149 .
v T PISFGSTTION DLSCRIPTION LU L UORBENTY FOANTMN T T YL AR YO UATE
] ot T014AL FING €ost 121aL £IND
H
.. ‘1 CEINE e . 1 T T R yremsapupsp—
2 CEUNTY RIFT. CF CDRR 18 16
4 PLOFATION p13 3o
e et g DISERARSED e e ——— e 30 TSI OUUE | SRS
. 6 Lo 392 392
1 $.0.1. 250 253
sm—mmme— = = g == NON-SULT —- ikl TS Bt 7 Sy
9 . Owp 3 3
12 NCLLE PRCS 13 . 13
T STy T TTTOIRER T g- "~ 8
12 CLNTINUARCES 652 £52
14 MARRLNTS 66 66
15 APFTAUS " 2NDPROUOGABUE TAUSTE 258 2%
1o SUPLFVISICH 1 &
19 TOTAL NTw CLSES/UHAFRGES 1.09¢ 1.0%¢0
TOTIL BRAHCH . 25089 . T 27659
CURRENT FORMAT
W un TTELLRR OF CIRCUIT CRJST BT TANK COUNDY
nysyIs 1y 1 .
KEPORT  FOR KONTH OF. = 067177 L .. -
OISPUSITICN PRELI¥ HEARINGLS MISDEMEANORS TRARFIC ' e
FINE 14 V58 2
CAUNIY DEPT. UF CORR o I : 2 637 . - W -
SYATF LEFT.OF CONRe . . T § S 4 o .. .2 -
CRORATION 144 237
DISCHATGED TOTTT T T T T e T B 1019 "7 - T oot
LFD J U S S e = e . D65, —— e —am——— ——— -
s.C.b. i 813 4420 98
KONSSuIT - € -V:T N 107 A
owe, . ) : e T T2 ¥ JN i
EOLLE PRCS 401 245 s
ToTner T WTTTOUTTTTTTTTTTT e TR
L EOuT IHULNCES 587 __ 16230 913
MERRANTS 836 2012 17
TEPPLALS AND PRODARLE CAUSE 419 —— ~53 3
_SUPERVISION 3 106 1 :
| PRELIZINAPY HEARINGS/CIARGES 2188
s o e - —
IRACr1C CTASES/CHARGES 31496
CRININAL_CASLS/CHARGES : 21855 ) :
1496

‘1DTLL EEW CLSES/CHARGES 2188

21855

-33-

The CIS alsc produces a yearly case history report on all cases
initiated, which is similar to that of the CFS system (see below); a twice-
yearly alphabetical index of case listings, and a monthly alphabetical word

index. A monthly alphabetical index of all cases purged from the active

file is planned. This will be superseded every six months by a microfiche

record. Also, a monthly breakdown of dispositions by crime type is con-

templated, although the charge categories which will be used have not yet

been decided. Copies of CIS reports are available through Bob Grossman,

Chief Deputy Clerk of the First Municipal District.

Current Operation of the County Felony System (CFS)

There are two basic differences between the CIS (Municipal) and CFS

(County) systems. The first involves their content. The CIS documents the

processing of cases in the Municipal Department while the CFS serves the same

function for the county Department. The second difference concerns how thev work.

The CIS is an on-line system where information can be added to and retrieved

from the file instantaneously. The CFS is off-line, i.e., data are

entered in batches by data cards and can only be accessed through reports.
Either system can be used as a source of research data, but the fact

that the records of many cases are divided between two systems is troublesome.

The source of the trouble lies in the fact that it is not easy to integrate

the two separate sets of information. All information is organized by case

and identified by case number, but the case number changes when the de-
fendant is transfzrred within the court from the Municipal to the County
Department. Although records include names in both systems, duplicate names

will cause difficulty in linking records, and linking records is precisely

what will need to be done where the research interest involves studying the

processing of all felony cases.
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The basic unit of analysis for the County system is the case. A "case"

is treated in the Criminal Division as all charges arising out of a single

incident.

This is the same definition as that used by the Municipal Depart-

ment. When an information is filed by the State's Attormey, or an indictment

is returned by a grand jury, the case is given a number by the Clerk's

office. Both a physical file and the computer file are labeled and indexed

by that number. The computer file is started with very little information,

almost all of which is taken from the indictment or information when it

arrives in the Clerk's office. This includes the defendant's name, the

charge, the arraignment date, judge and location. The defendant's police

identification (IR) number is alsoc sometimes included.

Additional information

about the case is contained in a document prepared by the State's Attorney

for the grand jury; this "Witness Memorandum" is availablie at the time of

case initiation, but generally is not used. See Appendix C for disposition

codes.

New information is added to the Criminal Division's computer record

following each court appearance. Information regarding dispositions, next

court date, location and judge are recorded on Daily Court Sheets by the

clerk in each courtroom. This information is placed on code sheets (called

transmittal lists) and sent to the central data processing office at the

Daley Center for key punching and cardbatch input into the computer.

The County Department computer maintains a file of active cases which

is purged of cases approximately six months after their disposition.

cases are transferred to a Case History File for permanent storage.

Criminal Division (CFS) Statistical Reports

Purged

In contrast to the Municipal system, a number of reports are currently

-35-

being generated by the County computer system. Most of these reports are

produced monthly, and are listed below. Appendix D contains an example of

each report, except the first. Please note that the format and content of

these reports will change with the unification of court recordkeeping under

the CIS.

i8]

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

CRFL 020; Case History Report (weekly and yearly). The yearly
report contains the date, location and disposition of all court
appearances for all cases pending or disposed of during the
calendar year. The contents of the weekly report are more
problematic. Not all previous appearances are shown and it is

not possible to determine which are excluded.

CRFL 072; Summary of Indictments, Reinstatements and Disposals
(weekly). This report gives weekly and year-to-date totals of

the number of cases and defendants by type of case.

CRFL 074 (874); Report of Indictments (weekly). This report - gives
the number of indictments disposed by judge during the past week,
the past month, and the year-to-date. The difference between 074

and 874, if any, is unknown.

CRFL 078; Criminal Division Statistical Report by Charge (monthly).

Gives the number of informations, indictments and defendants by

charge for the month and year-to-date.

CRFL 080; Statistical Report by Judge and Disposition (monthly).

Shows the number of each type of disposition per judge for this

month, last month, and year-to-date.

CR 090; Statistical Report by Charge and Disposition (monthly).

Dispositions by charge are shown for each judge.

L
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7) CR 198; Modified Case History Report (monthly). Shows cases disposed
of and defendants sentenced during the month. Appendix A

Very limited copies of these reports are printed. A complete set is

kept at the Criminal Division Clerk's office at 26th and California, and

access can be obtained through that office.

SUMMARY
This section has outlined the organization of the Cook County Circuit

Court Clerk’s office. The structure tends to follow that of the Circuit

Court generally, with the County Department and Municipal Department main-

taining separate records and submitting separate reports. Samples of regular

forms and reports produced by the computer systems are presented in the
BRANCH COURT LOCATIONS IN MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT

text and appendices.
_ ASSIGNED JUDGES AND COURTROOMS IN COUNTY
Each Department has the usual manual record-keeping system involving
DEPARTMENT
updating and storage of individual case files, which are official legal
documents. The courts also maintain a certain amount of statistical infor-
mation, which they use for management or administrative purposes. The case
files are still the most complete, if cumbersome, record of court dispositions
in Cook County.
The Municipal Department instituted an automated record-keeping system
(C1S) in the First Municipal District in 1973, and later in the suburban
districts. There are some differences between the city and suburban systems,
particularly in the amount of data they record.
The chief problem for the researcher is that the Municipal and County

computer systems are not linked directly; therefore it is not yet possible ;

to get a single computer record of any felony case which went through both

court systems.
{
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{ v BRANCH COURT LOCATIONS - FIRST MUNICIPAL UIS 1 RICT

. CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT

RRAICH 5

! Room 1410 Daley Center '
Randclph & Clark LL3-8260

| BRANCE 20 - 21

ERoom 1402 Daley Center

i Randolph & Clark L4,3-8268
* .BRANCH 25 T -
! Room 102 - 26th. & California
- 242-3373

} BRANCH 26
" Room 1100 - 1121 S. State

; 41,3-8033
{ . BRANCH 27 :
Roem 1 - 3151 V. Harrison
} ) ’ . L4L3-4653
BRANCH 28 . .
; 2nd. floor - lGO.S. Racine
- 413-8038
5 BRANCH 29 -
Room 1 2452 ¥. Belmont
. i L43-4698
| BRANCH 30 .

Rcom 1102 - Daley Center
j Randolvoh & .Clark E 2:00 PM

L3-4532
BRENCH 31 .

Room 1309 - Daley Center
Randolph & Clark -~ 9:30 AM

)
| mranci 33 bh3-1532
|
|

2nd. floor - 113 W. Chicago
. LL3-8035
BRANCH 3L . _
Room 10} - 151 ¥. 51lst. St.
& LL3-8842
BRANCEH 38

g 2rnd. floor - 8855 $. Lxchange
' L43-6308

g JRANCH 10

o e

- BRANCH 60

~

BRANCH 41
Room 900 -~ 1121 S. State -LL3-8C2L

BRANCH 42

s

Room 2 - 2452 W. Belmont Ave.
LI43-4577 - 78

BRAWCH L3

2nd.’ Tloor - G37 N. %ood St.
L43-4652

BRANCH LI

Room 402 -~ 26C0 S. California Ave.

642-32C7
BRANCE L6 .

Room 9 - 321 N. La 3alle St.
1,43 -6026
BRANCH 18 -

Room 2 - 151 ¥. 5lst. St.

. L43-8843
" BRANCH 49 -
2nd. floor - 6100 S. Recine Ave,
: L1,3-80456
BRANCH 57
Rooa 101 - 2600 S. Calire: aia Ave.
542-3072

BRANCH 58

Room 1401 -~ Daley Center - 2:00 PM
: 4438277
BRANCH 59

Room thi ~ Daley Center - 2:CC FIN
LL3-8277

937 N. Yocod St. - 2nd. fioor

BRANCE 61, b3 -80L1

Roon. 1000 -- 1121 S. State E&t.
-8258
BRAKCH 65 hh3-625

Room 800 -~ 1121 &. Statc St.
LL3~E021

'

- -39~
=2, '
© SRAKCH COURT LOCATIONS
- PRAKCH 66 .
Room 502 - 2600 S. California
' : 542-3193
bRANCH 68
B
I .om 1104 - Daley Center
hanQOlph & Clark - 9:30 aM
RU3-L516
L :ANCH 69
¥ .om 1401 - Daley Center
- : LL3-4,538
PRANCH 91
Room 1303 - Daley Center |
o L43-814L - L5
- BrANCH 95 .
f;om 102 ~ 321 N. La Salle St.
%.00 P¥ L43-6030
 L.iANCH 96
~fid. fleor.- 321 N: la Salle St-
. ' L43-6055
“PUANCH 97 LT
Eﬁoom 1408 - Daley Center
| ©:30 AN . L43-8262
- BRANCH 98
%ud. floor - 937 N. ¥ood St.
; J;l.OO A L43-8CL)
%; SUPERVISOR:

'@43-803h .

BOND WRITING #ACTILITIES

Night Bond Facilities
2600 S. California ive.

8:30 AM to 10:00 PFM
| 542-3155 ‘

Night Bond Facilities

Room 1100 - 1121 s. State 3t.
L43-8034

8:00 PM to 3:00 AM

Day'Bond Facilities . i

Room 1100 - 1221 s. State st.

1121 S. state St.  443-8034
2600 S. California 542-3155

2% e e e,
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PROXIMITY TO JAIL. ALL COURTS HAVE PUBLIC DEFENDERS.

JUDGE RICHARD J. FITZGERALD.

JUDGE FRANCIS J. MAION

JUDGE FRANK V. .BARBARO

JUDGE ‘JAMES BAILEY .

JUDGE

JUDGE

JUDGE

JUDGE

L JUDGE
JUDGE

. © JUDGE
JUDGE

" JupcE

RICHARD J. DALLY CENTER-MAINLY DEFENDANTS THAT ARE OUT ON BOND.

FRANK J.
LOUIS B. GARIPPO

WILSON

FRED G. SURIA, JR.
WILLIAM COUSINS, JR.
JOUN J. MORAN
FRANK B. MACHALA
R. EUGENE PINCHAM
JAMES E. STRUNCK
EARL E. STRAYHORN

PUBLIC DEFENDERS IN COURTS IN PARENTHESES.

JUDGE

_-JUDGE

JUDGE

. JUDGE

.. . JUDGE
" JuDGE
JUDGE

JUDGE

JUDGE

o ~ JUDGE
JUDGE

JUDGE

BENJAMIN MAC..OFF

WARREN D,

WOLFSON

BRIAN DUFT

DANIEL J.
MARK E.
RCBERT L.

KENNETH R.

WHITE

HONES

MASSEY
WENDT

LOUIS A. WEXLER

AURREY F.
DANIEL J.

KAPLAN
KYAN

ROBERT COLLINS

ALBERT ,GREEN

Y

\

404
400

500

504

506

600

602

604
60§
700
702
704
706

1510

1503'

1504
(15059)

. 1506

1510
(2105)
2106
(2303)
2304
2307
(2309)

COURTROOM LOCA'TICNS, ASSIGNED JUDGES, AND TYPICAL CUSTODY STATUS
" OF DEFENDANTS - THE CRIMINAL DIVISION OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK.COUNTY

CRIMINAL COURTS BUILDING~ MAINLY DEFENDANTS IN CUSTODY BECAUSE OF

gl

4

.. . aL

!

CUSTODY DEFENDANTS WI

;. ROOMS, Most cases here ari

MAYBROOK COURTS BUILDING-HAS BOTH ON BOND ANI‘D IN

TH PUBLIC DEFENDERS IN ALL COURT
se our of ‘Police Areas 3 of 4 ARRESTS.

-
-

. JUDGE ROBERT J. SULSKI J 101
QUDGE VINCENT BENTIVENGA F 105
JUDGE ADAM N. STILLO: E 106
JUDGE ROGER KILEY D 107
JUDGE ANTHONY J. SCOTILLO C 108

1340 S. MICHIGAN COURT-HAS MAINLY IN CUSTODY DEFENDANTS.,

ARE ALSO 3 COURT

ROOMS HAVE PUBLIC DEFENDERS.

'
.

JUDGE GARLAND W. WATT

. ) 201
JUDGE JOUN A. RORDBERG 202
JUDGE HORARD MILLER (RECIDIVIST) 203
JUDGE ROBERT L. SKLODOWSKI - - 501,

- JUDGE THOMAS FITZGERALD (RECIDIVIST) 562 ‘

JUDGE GEORGE MAROVICH

ROOMS DESIGNATED AS RECIDIVIST COURTS.

o

. s03-
JUDGE THOMAS CAWLEY 601
- JUDGE LAWRENCE I. GENESEN 602
' JUDGE THEODORE SWAIN ) 701
JUDGE SYLVESTER CLOSE (RECIDIVIST) 702
JUDGE ROMIE PALMER ‘ 703

THERE

ALL COURT-

R N P S Fad
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Appendix B

SAMPLE MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORTS
PRODUCED BY THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE

OF THE ILLINOIS COURTS

. o
. . * )
SIATC T iLLinol
( AUG 75,18
\iﬁ_}/

; ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE |LLINO!S COURTS

Roy O. GULLEY
DIRECTOR
SupreME COURT BUILDING 30 NORTH MICKIGAN AVENUE

SPRINGFIELD 62706 CHicaGco 80802

April 16, 1979

To the Chief Judge and the Judges of the Circuit Court of Cook County:

Enclosed herewith is the February, 1979 statistical report for
the Circuit Court of Cook County.

Prcbate

The first '"fruits'" of the complex physical inventory taken in the
Probate Division have been realized. For the month of February, 1979 - 1,778
cases were reported terminated. This figure reflects the largest number
of cases closed in any one month in the Probate Division, and practically
triples the terminations reported in January.

The inventory review began with cases filed during the year 1968.
As of February 28, 1979, only 127 1968 cases remained out of a total of
11,865 cases filed that year.

Vs

And this, apparently, is only the "tip of the iceberg". 1In a

matter of weeks the staff of the Probate Divisipn will make their way
into the 1969 files.

WMM/ ad
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Roy O. GULLEY

SupremeE COURT BUILDING

DIRECTCOR

Plhentont S

STATE B iLiais
\\\ AUS 26.18%
-.*5

S

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE |LLINOIS COURTS

SPRINGFIELD 62706

STATISTICAL REPORT ON THE CIRCUIT COURT
OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS FOR FEBRUARY

Page 1

CHicaGo 60602

1979

TREND OF CASES IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

(**) Pateinity acrticns are not yet accountable In the Ist, 3rd, and 4th Municipal Districts;

(a) Cowputer adjustment of -1 case;
adjustwent of -3 Law jury cases and +3 law non-jury cases,
Special Calendars {(Military, appeal, bankruptey,
Tax ¢ases filed In the Law Division;
high velunme of new civil Non-Support cases;
rerult of fnventory and includes 8 cases closed on Petitfons for Spread of Records;
siults for abuse of children per Goeperal Order 78-9;
(k) Tncludes 47 Indictumuents transferred to Suburban Municipal Districts;

per Gen

winat{vns on those Indictments heard in the 2nd and 3rd Municipal Districts;
{n) Indicates lst month of new Tax ciases filed in specific Munlcipal Disorices;
stould be ¢ri-dited to judges in the Criminal Divisfon;

eral Order 78-9;

and insurance ligquidation);

LIRS UGS W “le Y Tiioes Doe e

30 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE

. L e . - O . P
DlVlS-lO_l(_ tuuvm‘ :i::m:tm““ EE—— A;“"g{ﬁgr FILED ] REIKSTATED TRARSFERRED | TOTAL AUDED | TLMINAIED ?;NDE:E ér‘.:‘;t?;gng) !
1 mgﬁmn‘ o’ ] 48024 A 339 | 45+ 1013 1397 12451 48173 +149 |
v wsee [ wecamr 1125577 1605em_7 144 |- 1013] 736 754 | 125427 -15 |
L m 6345 4276 | 122 o] 4397 5537 10189 +3844
Y LNt uiAT ION L 2].701 ) 7 .._,A,O, | ,.,,.0 o 7 ) 9 215 —2<“
MISCILLAY OUS REMLOY 2218 160 5 0T 165 123 2260 +42
T sweas 1 69361] 6387 | 315 ] T 0] e702| 2684 73379 +4018
CRANCERY | ChHANCERY o 6070 592 | 12| o] " 604] 451 | 6223 +153"
DS | vt sranios 1 22095] 2170 ] 164 | "ol "2334) 2162 22267) +172 ]
¢ fwt 22530 823 |  _o| ol 823 1629°| 21724 -806 |
O s i 471 339 | o0 ol 339 323 63| +16 ]
b | o e 1 94401 6039 o ol 603 3311 9712} +272
1 PIRICIPAL CORPORATIONS 271 6_ 1 ,.40-_“ - 0 6 o p 277 +6
’ N | swons | 320881 1772 | o _ of . 1771] 2283
et ‘%nﬁqﬁiumﬁfs* ,,ff“\s\J 7760 o] o] 776 _1778) —
seite | USRI 7143 1360 ] 72| 0] | 1432 "1407] " 7168) +25
CrIMINAL | FELONT JESDIC MENT & I8 ,nm) 6059} 547 153 0 700 726 6033 -26
oy wesn TSWW“S 1143016 13603 | 716 | 0] 14319 114917 146846] +3830 |
HUHL]"AL uLPIHP‘[N’l
) TYPE Of CAS[ N
. jo i | ww | 158217 '427 111 . 319] 857]  905| I5773] 4-48f
X 315,000 HO-JURY 40329 | 9545 1227)- 318 9349 9331 | 40347 +18 ]
S| s G | s811] 6016ﬁ_ 73] -1| 6088] 5840 9059| +248 |
1w 1103622 | 12098 ~402| 0| 12500, 1346 1147761+11154 ]
LT e T~ 36| o] o] . 36 361
¢ | rsow Guoranion 944 388 51 0 393 415
1 FELONY {FRELIMINERY :«i:;;?xnag)A- * ) 4474 - 31 41 <'AT‘ i TOF b-:‘_’ T Qj 31 4]_ “ 2;3‘38-” -
P otwems 0 T 1712314) 572 7 017 o]l 573 21661 J
R - ) e O i Fre |
R+ | J06ssf 20832 | o "o} 20837 18442 50513 -172]
o fene ] 3994117 o] o] 399411 166280 — i
imquuRUWWWQj WJ-WMN&S.4 2]7000 452466~W_ 713 4ol 453]79 707099 2?6824 +9824
T oo o 360016 466069 | 1429 0] 467498] 218590 373670|+13654
FOOTNOTES: (‘) Preliminary figures on pending Lﬂlntb in the Probate Division and HuniCIpaJ District One will be fortheaming;

(***) Includes Auto Forfeftures;

(b) Computer .Jjustment of +3 cases; (c) Conputer adjustment of +1 case;
but does not include 171 Law jury and 63 Lav non-jury cases on
(e} Indicates 2nd month of high volume of new
(f) Indicates terminations as a result of Special Call on Tux Objections; (g) Indicates
(h) Indicates large number of terminarions reported by Probate Division as a

(1) Includes 55 cases filed against

(3) Includes 40 cases terminated against adults for abuse of children
(1) Does not include ter—
(m) Does include non-jury transf{er cases;

(o) Includes sune Felony terminaticns which
(p) Does rot 1nr}ude Paternity actions, pending Felony prLliminary

(5Y Y lleatpa v

snlta af

an

(d) Cosputer

~tal

LAW
JURY
CASES

315,000
OR LESS

LAW
NON-JURY

CASES
$15,000
OR LESS

SMALL CLAIMS

TAX

FORE1GH JUDGLM[N1§’ N

_ESTRAYS, i€

FELONY
{ INFORMATION)

‘Sce page 1

FELORY

LIMIKARY HEARINGS) DIsST.

* x

KOUSING/

 PRTERNITY®

HISDLMEANORS ARD

TINANCE VIOLATIONS ¢ O15T.

* &

TRAFFIC

A # ok

DISTRICT
TJOTALS

GrAND TOTALS

SUNOTES: () Paternity actions not yet accountable Ian the lst, 3rd, and 4ch Municipal Districts;

of hargpes and
Fo T turwess
vihoof

s st Mun
Cales coatl

Loen artdng

S BT

sow Tax cases {iled in these Municipal Districts;

suatfon of a Special Call on parking violations in the 2nd Municipal District;

45 LIRVUA L _LUUKL U LUURN LUUNLY DURLING FEDRKUARL 127 e
i Afl"g}:gT rILED RLINSTATED TRANSFIRRLD  10TAL ADDED TERMINATED :§~oé:g i ;ﬁgﬁf;gg* J_:]
sty | 14445 | 419 T 103 ":?ii:f‘"Vif*“”7Wf”“fﬂﬁﬁ"L‘§£
ost.z {0 169t 2 | 1 1« J0 | I3 1T 13 |TTTIE9 T -
ois2 | 3051 3.\ 2 Ae 22 1 T 271026 | T 306 |+l
DU ISCON I T-¥ R A A K (72 N ¥ S I 172 N X A S
OIST. 5 ] 196 1 +__ 19 22 | 16 ] T Tzor |45
ost. 6 | 344 ] 1 1 4 |+ 27 32 | 321 344 | -
bist ‘,+ 38614 4 __ 9123 97 S 231 8989 | 9042 | 38561 | _ -53
Jmsto2 | 185 _...48 0 __d0 i 38 S A2 W Zli_~*-f28
osi.3 | 3451 80 10 - 22 68 63 350 4
st e |7 3510 104 ST T T T s T e T 366 | #15 ]
ost.s | 373} 63 | 4 |- 19 | 48 | 58 | 363 |  -10 ]
| oisT. 6 461, 127 | _6__1- 26 | 107 74 494, 1 +33
mst.y | 51287 4883 | 0| 0 1 4883 4883 5128° ] -
Mo | 17051 448 | _e2. | o | sio 422 1793 |  +88
oIsT. 2 | 508 .97 .0 o_ 1 97 33 572 | 464 ]
0IsT. 3 314 156 {4 | 0 160 120 | _ 354 |  +40_
bist. 4 257 69 e 0. 470 .52 | 275 +18
oist. s | 326 100} 11T o | 101 ] 117 | 310 16
DIST. 6 | 573 ] 263c 5 -1 267 | 213 ] 627 | +54
| bist "993257 5400~ 402 | 0 5802 | _vm915fﬂ 104212 | +4887
st o 836 | 0,1 T 0 T o T T o] 351707 485 | =351
Lostos 170 T sh6, 1 4279 ) T o T T 0T 1T Ta179 ) T 56 | 4639, #4123
DIST. 4 19107 0. 0. {_ _._0 o0 21 1908) -2 _
oIst. 5 | 486 1439, 1 . o | 0 | 1439 | 7 1 1918 | +1432 _
DIST. 6 10807 o _1_ o 1080 _| 15 1614 | +1065 ]
e OIST. 3 36 | o | 0 36
Tos.i | o] 2211 0 1 o 221
osto2 1 67 ] 36, o 1.0 1T 7 36|
ost.s |- 7431 19 ] 2 1. o | 21
DIST. 4 1. . I »33V o ”:3‘7*“ o -Q“‘ S _‘3767_ ~
l) DIST. 5 o] 2 | - 44 L 0 | ‘77_01*«‘ ~ 44H~
) DIST. 6 - 32 | . 35 _ -~-_0—--<r_ 4,,,..0 s 357
st [ ——0 1 2408 | 0 . 0 2408
DIsST. 2 | 971 12451 0__] o0 | 124 . 981
ost.s | 181971 190, 0T o {190 Tes 1944 +125
ST. 4 162 2071 o 0 | 207 ] 1161 253 ] +91 ]
pIST. § 218y 78 | o0 1 o 4 781t 9271 2041 -14 ]
Joste 1304 134 47T 00 VT o T T34 ) 106 ) 1332 | 428
oSty 12300/% | 5127149 0/0 1 0/0 | 512/149 21667147 10646/*| -1654/%
DIsI. 2 "0/99 o/1 ~0/16 0/0 0/17 0/12 0/104] -/+5
DIsT. 3 041 T off j;_qff :f;j‘bf?““““ 05* T af* I 051 ) ‘ié* ]
0IsT. 4 0/* o/ p o oo/4o b o] Co/x ) o/xl o/ ] —r
msi.s | 0/19 | o/0 | _o/0 '} o/0 ] " o/0]1 o/2 0/17 Z/-2
DIST. 6 14/1231 eoh/49) "~0/1 |1 o/0 - 760/50] o/Js"“74/137{ +60/+14]
DIST. 1 : , 17609 | 0 1 0 17609 | 15047 ] —
bisT, 2 2638 364 | 0] o 1 3641 Ta06 1 2596 —42
0IsT. 3 4862 718 '} o0 _ 1 o ] 718 ) 755 | 4825 L3777
4 7617 | 549 | 0 0 549 | 429 | 7737 +120 77
DIST, 5 5473 ] 648 | 0 1 o0 | 648 } 781 | 5340 | -133 ]
oist. 6 10095 944 | o0 1 0 | 9441 1024 | 10015 ] -80
ot |~ | 50599 | 0o 1 .0 ] 50599 ) ' T —
o | T—~——] 312586 | 0 o | 311586
DIsT. 2 E:::::::j 6201 | . o | 0.1 6201
mﬂ-Jvt:::ii::::W 9541 | . 0 ]_ 0 .| 9541 ]
DIST. 4 7842 | o ] 0 1. 77842
BIST. 5 » 7658 A 7658
DIST. 6 j 5984 0 0 5984
oist. 1 hi;;;;}?* 403258k__7ﬂ§64ff" g T d03922F
oISt 2 54731 6873\ 17 | 06890
oist. 3 | 83054 14886l~_mwAlﬁinm“ﬁd"m‘lﬁw 14904,
s, & | 11019 8805 |~ 9r 1T ot T 8814’
DISI. 5 7233) 10031 1 "6 | o 1 10037 ]
DIsY. 6JA_VJ3695ﬂ,v,8677 .16 1. 0 |. 8693 8827 ] 14859
217242 | 452530 | 730 | 0 | 453260 | 207163 | 227083 49841

(**) Indicates the trends
(***) Includes both parking and moving violations; (**A*) Includes Auto
(b) Inventories sought in these case categories; (c) Indicates

(d) Tncludes civil Paternity actions only filed, and terminated
(e) Indicates high volume of new Felony charges filed in these Munjcipal Districts; (f) In-
(g) Indicates results of Specisl
viclitdions in the Sth Municipal Distriet; (h) Tndicates high volume of new Housing cases {iled in the 6th
iicty (1) Includes some Felony terminations which should be credited to judges in the Criminal Division;

aot cases per CIS Computer System;
{a) Does include non-jury transfer cases;

felpal Districe;

IO S
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IN THE LAW DIVISION, COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CIRC‘UIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

STATISTICAL REPORT ON LAW CASES DURING FEBRUARY 1979
AGE OF PENDING LAW CASES
1974 & | ouriNG DURING DURTNG DURING DURING TOTALS
o EARLIER | 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979
HUMBER B %]
L " i 1623 | 7182 | 10074 | 13194 | 15014 | 1086 48173%
ases | | BB venony 3.4%| 14.9%| 20.9%| 27.4% 31.2% 2.2%| 100.0%
£ THUNMBER 7T 7 T 77775 Py Y .
over |- e 12 104 585 | 3023 | 6103 | 2715 12542%
$15.000 1 gury [mortoral T T Ty o = .
| prupinG amverToRY | Y-+ 0.80_ 4.7% 24.1% 48.7% 217.6%‘ 100.0%
“Does not include 171 Law jury and 63 Law non-jury cases on Special Calendars.
o AGE OF LAW JURY CASES DISPOSED OF DURING THE PERIOD*
L SURY CASES T 152;»{?5;1& DURING DURING DURING - DURING DURING TOTALS
sy ases || oeae | jo7s | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | "™
ggz:gg THE {UMBER 254 492 182 190 187 6 1311
S PLRCENTAGE 19.4%| 37.5%| 13.9% 14.5%] 14.3% 0.4% 100.0%)
*Includes multiple dispositions of cases. B ) T
L AGE OF LAW NON-JURY CASES DISPOSED OF DURING THE PERIGD*
T 1719747 | ourine DURING | DURING DURING DURING | on
LAW KON-JURY CASES EARLIER TOTALS
D]SPOSED OF e e e e e ey i — o 1975 - 197_é__‘,.1 1977.,-._.___.]:,978 1979 -
DURING THE NUMBER
DURIDG foeeR 18 _“_,J% 379 | 173 132) 62 | 765
o dWFERCUJAGE 0.8% 1.7%| 49.5%) 22.6% 17.3% 8.1% 100.0%
*Inc’ludes multiple dispositions of cases. - T - -
LAW CASES TERMINATED DURING THE PERIOD
AVERAGE
Trgljt;?%%ggs NUMBER OF MONTHS ELAPSED
) “RMTHA TERMINAT IONS BETWEEN D
TERMINATIONS CREDITED PER JUDGE FILI\‘{(E;NANSTEA(T)E
BY CLERK I OF TERMINATION
NON- NON- T NON-
JURY JURY JURY JURY JURY JURY
ASSIGHHENT JUDGE 366 481 183 241 | 26.4 24.8
PRE-TRIAL JUDGES 376 | 10 54 1| 37.9 16.3
"MOTION JUDGES R 73 32 18 19.0 9.8 |
FULL-TIME TRIAL JUDGES* 363 30 15 1 46.4 144
e _ _
PART-TIME TRIAL JUDGES** 60 6 8 1 46.1 3.2
o PROGRLSS CALL 19 165 19 | 165 | 21.9 20.4 |
_“T—O_TAL*H 1311 17 765 28 17 | 35.3 | 21.8 |

*:mc‘udes only juchs who spnnt 75% or more of their time hearing Law cases.
Includes only judges who spent less than 75% of their time hearing Law cases.

***Does Include mucliple dispositions of cases, but does not include 13 Law July and 82 Law non-jury

cases terminated by judges in the Miscellancous Section.

'78

et

LAW Page 4
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DI_VISION, LAW JURY TRIAL SECTION
DURING FEBRUARY 1979 '
AVERAGE TIME INTERVAL BETWEEN DATE OF FILING AND DATE OF TERMINATION OF LAW JURY CASES
CASES TERMINATED BY VERDICT
NUMBER OF PONTHS ELAPSED BETHEEN DATE OF
YERDICTS EILING AND DATE OF VERDICT
CALENDAR | REACHED DURING L »
THE PERIOD MAXIMUM | MINIMUM |  AVERAGE
STANDARD L4 73.6 8.5 45.3
SPECIAL 0 - - -
TOTAL T 4 "73.6 8.5 45.3
*Reflects only—giaé case is handled in Taw Division.
e e S
CASES TERHINATED BY ANY MEANS INCLUDLNG VERDICT
. _— MONTHS ELAPSED BETWCEN DATE OF
TOTAL NUMBER OF ,
CALINDAR | CASES TERI‘INATED* FILING AND DATL OF VERDICT
DURING THE PERIOD | = o mmom oo qommrmmmoms s m e oo ]
HAXTHUM | HINTRUM © AVERAGE
STANOARD 1308 100.5 - 0.8 35.3
TepeciaL | 3 66.3 | 42.0 55.8
TOTAL 1311 100.5 0.8 35.3%%
*Inc]udes mu1t1p1e d\spos1t1ons of cases.
w7 Docs not reflect time on Spec1al Calendars. N .
ARALYSIS OF LAW JURY CASES PROCESSED BY THE TRIAL JUDGES OF THE LAW DIVISION
COMPARISONS WITH PRECEDING YEARS
e S
WUBER OF LAW JURY CASES NUMBER PERCENT OF CON- | LAW JURY TRIAL JUDGES
e o s T TESTED VERDICTS |-
TOTAL Torausas| o OF 110 TOTAL CASES SUBSTANTIALLY
ADDED | TERMINATED TERAINATED * | * FULL-TIME | PART-TIME
NmﬁERFOR Feb '79 1397 1245 44 3 54 24 8x%
179 noumu AVLRAGE 1 1373 1290 38 3.0% 27 5
[ — v e v~ v— ] - ..,_..___.ﬁ____.r-._-_ RSV [ p—
KONTHLY AVERI\GE 1526 1281 0 | 3.4% 30 9
'77 MON]HLY AVLRAGE 1A50 1083 | 36 2.8% 27 2
'76 MOM“LYAVUMGE 1417 1051 43 4,17 27 8
'75  MONTILY AVERAGE L MSO 1097 42 ©3.8% L 24 8

cFor purposes of analysis, all jury verdicts are considered contested.
“%Tncludes 2 Downstate judges and 6 Cook County judges on vacation.

*x%Does not include multiple dispositions of cases.

it maml e ol L _meaoa
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'JUVENILE , et e
IN THE JUVENILE DIVISION, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

STATISTICAL REPORT ON JUVENILE CASES DURING FEBRUARY 1979

NATURE AND NUMBER OF TERMINATIONS OF JUVENILE .CASES IN THE JUVENILE DIVISION

METHOD  OF DISPOSITION
DISMISSAL a TRANSFER COURT
- CALENDARS -~ - SOL TO OTHER TOTAL
. Without With -1 FINDING
) | Prejudice| Prejudice Other COURT®
Delinquency®© 126 3 13 444 0 199 785 -
i Yependency/Neglect® 38 0 20 1 0 165 224
| '41N$/M1nors in Need 36 0 2 0 E 62 _-_,l,o_(.;--.-_
of_ -S_up_el"vls]_on I R |
Paternity & Waiver 0 3 34 4 0 : 3 44
— - —— - —— — - e . - ~———-. r—— - —— - - = — e — S ——
' Custody 0 0 0 10 0 4 14
! KUBURBANDmmet 2 | 17 0 0 0 0 17 34
: e U R SRS SR S B o ]
D1str1ct 3 36 -0 0 0 0 20 56
District 4 6 0. 0 6 0 11 23
D1sw1ct 5 16 0 0 2 0 12 30
D1S’CNC’C 6 37 0 1 1 0 8 47
. S s EN i
"dult Prosecutions® 0 0 0 23 0 17 40
siscellaneous 1 0 0 3 1 5 10
fOta]S 313 6 70 - 494 1 523 1407

a . . .
Stricken off with Leave to Reinstate.

rndicates court approval for such actions as trying juvenile as an adult in felony case, etc.

Ind
Tncludes only City of Chicago - District 1 cases.

1
Suburban Court Calendars include all delinquency, dependency/neglect, and MINS cases.

Tncludes cases filed against adults for abuse of children per Cook County General Order 78-9.

LAW
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IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY DURING- FEBRUARY 1979

I T L )

. T,

AGE OF PENDING LAW CASES
T DUR DURING DURING DURING
DISTRICT I~ 1575 1977 | 1978 | 19j | o™
LA Ry | PriDinG 1208 4862 | 5135 487 | 14400
CASES 1 ;Fgglg,gw;mm 8.4% 33.8% | 35.6%| 3.4%| 100.0%
$15,000 [ ] hageR 826 7788 | 18020 | 10847 | 38561
ORLESS | gury [ 7% OF TOTAL =
mERDING. THVENTORY 2.1% 20.2% | 46.7%| 28.1%| 100.0%
DISTRICT 2 DURTNG TDURING | OURING ~ | OURIRG
A 1975 1977 1978 1979 TOTALS
LAW wry Lroeomme 12 2% 110 24 169
CASES ;[gglg,g“;,g,uw 1.2% 14.8% | 65.1%| 14.2%| 100.0% |
som (7 I G0 |36 | s | w3
ORLESS { Gury [ % OF 10TAL : _
" | PenDInG 1nesnTory | 7.5% 28.2% | 16.9%| 38.0%| 100.0%
1 T TDURTHG DURTNG BURING T~ DURING '
EES]_R CT,_B U 11975 1977 1978 | 1979 TOTALS ]
Law L‘%,‘SEQG _ 0 83 201 11 306
JURY 1" oF ToTAL oo
CASES | pouoiwe mwvewory_ | O 0 J27.1% ] 65.7%) 3.6%) 100.0% |
5,000 || R 2 12 205 127 350
ORLESS | gurY | % OF JOTAL =~ 7771 B A e B M e
b ] PEHDING IHYINTORY 0.6% 3 4%J 58 6%} 36.3% T 100.0% |
- TolRING T BURING ™~ DURING | T O0RING T “rorme ]
_DISTRICT 4 - P 1.1975_ ers | Vers_| Nare | s ]
{HBE
LAV JURY FNOING 71 92 228 | 4 | 353 |
CASES - 2.0% 26.1% | 64.6%| 1.1%| 100.0%
D00 | vow | shome |0 2 18 | 180 | 162 366
JURY ;‘;r%“‘\gT?}WNORY 0.5% 4.9%| 49.2%| 44.3%| 100.0%
TTY75 Y TOURTNG T T HURNG T 1T OURIAG T TOURIEG T TOURING T Do
DISTRICT 5 L 1975_1 IR 1979 TOTALS
T T T Y nukBER T R ]
LAW sury | pewerwe ] o 42 144 14 ____?‘_(_)LJ
C 4 0F 107AL % %
CASES | | PENDING INVFNIORY__ o 20.9%) 71.6%)| 7.0 100. _('1___
15,000 |- | fetr o | 1 51% | 196% 115 363
OR LESS | "hY ! R e —— 1 o s ]
3 JURY , fls\}’l?inglx'L\'ENTp_R_Y_ 0 37"J 14.0%| 54.0%)| 31.7% 100.0%
3 TTOURING T I~ "DURING DURING DURING T T
prstRier e o] LTS 875 | 9% | lode | voms |
HUMBER
LAW QURY | PLEDING — | 69 | 287 | 25 ) 344 ]
CASES T iToRY 0 20.0%| 71.8%| 7.3%| 100.0%
D501 on 'rg;?)%?t; N | 0 23 252 210 494
OR LESS | Gury ™% oF 1OTAU T ——— T "‘“5'1'“5;4““‘71;“,5; o0 0%
o L veone Ry _ {0 |0 ] 5.9% | . ) ¢
T TTOURING 1T BURIRG 7 T OURTHG T OURING | ™ qmrm e ]
_DIsTRICT TOVALS | | e 1 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1o |
LA pume 1217 5173 | 6065 | 565 | 15773
Jury | Lh s KIS EESNS § s e e Bt
CALES o ugfn:«g'?hvmom 7.7% 32.8%] 38. a%|_ 3.6%| 100. 0% |
B5.000 1w | Mo 847 7956 | 18889 | 11542 | 40347
LESS Y s i P . e USRS
ORLESS 1 ouRy OOy 2.1% 19.7% | 46.8%| 28.6%| 100.0%
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, DISTRICTS ONE THRU SIX

STATISTICAL REPORT ON LAW CASES DURING" FEBRUARY 1979
{ . o
AGE OF PENDING LAW CASES
S0 YeE | T | Ty | s | T | e
| b | DS 312 | 1217 | 2641% | 5173 | 6065 | 565 | 15773
CASES PUNOLNG. INVENTORY 2.0% 7.7% 15.5% 32.8% 38.4% 3.6% 100.92_
$15,000 fioN- _}ggﬂk 21 847 1090 7958*% | 183889% 11542“_ 40347
OR LESS | JURY L. 0.1% 2.1% | 2.7%| 19.7%| 46.8%| 28.6% 100.0%
; - *Includes cases on 5th District Special Calendars.
& AGE OF LAH JURY CASES DISPOSED OF DURING THE PER1OD* .
? j ['““"'_-"' T ékéi%éﬁ & DuRING DURING DURING DURING DURING T0TALS
? E ﬁ&éﬁééﬁ‘s NUMBER 15 l?Zg lZ;g l?;; 1?;2 19;9 1018~d
| DURING THE ' .
; \‘TMOD PERCENTAGE | 1.sx| 14.6x| 47.3%| 17.5%x| 18.3%| o0.8% | 100.0%
i *inc]udes mu]t{;;é dispositions of cases. - - o T
| ]
L E LAW JURY CASES TERMINATED DURING THE PERIOD
} | O ]
i TERMINATIONS ggEDITED BY CLERK oaaggéﬁT TEEMT3A$18§S TEEEZAEEégES EEI?&ENASSTEA$E
| i S — S| OF TERMIATION
| ASSICRMENT JUDGE (300,000 Semes) 1 269 269 25.9
ertetontracts, ey |0 | 193 LEE L L
FULL-TIME TRIAL JUDGES *
i m&f@ué&ﬁk)dm‘” B 291 A—~~'-5§—‘WAMW‘5Z"§'¢M
L (TORTS 'caw?aific}s ET‘E—)—-U B T ]2—2— T 122 2‘;9A 7~ o
‘ "(SUBURBAN MUNICIPAL DISTRICTS) | ) N B
| - - e T T s | s
e 3 26 26 17.0
| T e 20 10 T 15.8 |
| S e o s ] 16 8 I TE—EHM_
e e 6 32 16 | 116 |
‘;Xk? TIME TRIAL JUDGES *+
(300 ,000 ‘S_E‘RI—E_S) B 1 17 o 9 B l_l_—O
(Towts, comtRacts, erc.) | 1 | 17 | 6 20.7
" (SUGURBAN MUHICIPAL DISTRICTS) T o
‘ LT T T T T , 0 _ _
! TN T o 3 0 _ Z
e 4 e T Bt
“ “ o g 0 —_ —_
| ~ e — A e
RS o Lmsitias | to18 [ e | 266
T oemYisdoir mens wAldevme tidhm cenmnt T0EY el rmtrn A€ Flhinaw S50 hraastieey o ETTTE N 5 tha M 1.1 )

- DISTRICT ONE

LAW
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, DISTRICTS ONE THRU SIX, LAW JURY CASES

DURING-

FEBRUARY

1979

rage 8

AVERAGE TIME INFERVAL BETWEEN DATE OF FILING AND DATE OF TERMINATION OF LAW JURY CASES

U]STRICT TWO

J]STRICT THREE

]STRICT FOUR 1

UISTRICT fIVE

]STRICT SIX

TAIS

Tncludes l verduct on a L]anbfcl
should have been reported in Janu

case
jary.

flom the Law D1v1g10n
‘*Tncludos 2 verd1cts on Small Claims cases.

and l vcrdlct on a case that

CASES TERMINATED BY VERDICT
NUMBER OF MONTHS ELAPSED BETWEEN DATE OF FILING
VERDICTS AND DATE OF VERDICT
REACHED DURING
THE PERIOD MAX IMUM MINIMUM AVERAGE
T 300,000 Series T
(Persona1 Injury)l 13% ) 47.9 AA?'3 37.5 B
Torts, Contracts,
.-S____vEﬁE______-”<“_,«~ 23*% 51.6 L 4.0 27.2
Subtotal 41 51.6 4.0 30.4
______ 0 - - -
______ 1 "~ ss.6 | ss.6 | 55.6
______ 0 - - -
______ 1 11.2 11.2 11.2
______ 2 21.6 15.2 18.4
T B e e |
——————— 45 55.6 4.0 30.0

CASES TERMINATED BY ANY MEANS INCLUDING VERDICT

FOTAL NUWBER MONTHS FLAPSED BETWEEN DATE oF FILING‘
OF CASES TERMI- AND DATE OF TERMINATION
NATED DURING i~ B ———
THE PERIOD = MAXIMUM MINIMUM AVPAAGE
300,000 Series 577 67.8 0.9 30.0
(Persona] Injury) 70 ) i ]
| JISTRICT ONE Torts’eggntraCts’ 3343 93.0 2.6 2.5
. Sub? tal 911 93.0 0.9 28.0
| ] . R . |
JSTRICT Two —————— 13 24.6 4.7 11.5
‘ ’]SIRICT THRFE —————— 26 55.6 1.6 17.0
llSTKICT FOUR ——————— 20 34.3 2.7 15.8
: JSTR]CT FIVE B 16 53.1 0.9 15.6
IRICT SIX | = = = = - - 32 30.0 0.8 11 6
. IOTALS ————— — 1018 93.0 0.8 26.6

‘\n» retflect mu]ilple d1vposlklon> of cases,
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. ~-52- Page 9
) DOMESTIC RELATIONS
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, DOMESTIC RELATIONS DIVISION
DURING FEBRUARY 1979
MAXTMUM, MINTMUM AND AVERAGE PRODUCTIVITY OF JUDGES AND STAGES
AT WHICH JUDGES TERMINATED DOMESTIC RELATIONS
CASES DURING THE PERIOD
TOTAL CONTESTED MATTERS UMCONTESTED MATTERS
DOMESTIC oo - —
RELATIONS RIED BY.
CASES TRIED BY | CRED A -
TERMINATED COURT NO-CONTEST DEFAULT STIPULATION | DISMISSAL AGREEMENT
AR IMUNE 583 33 101 149 100 560 12
HINIMUIM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AVERAGE 162.6 14.5 23.4 56.4 26.4 34.2 1.1

*Maximum and Minimum reported by any judge in each category, not necessarily the same judge in each category.
**Not a final disposition, Assignment Judge reassigns these cases.

ANALYSTS OF DOMESTIC KELATIONS CASES AND COMPARISONS WITH PRECEDING YEARS ‘

[WuMocR OF voMEsTIC | ) - R DOMESTIC RELATIONS
RELATIONS CASES NUMBER OF JUDGHMENTS S{ISELE:T(S)FTO TRIAL JUDGES
S — ) B, e e JOTAL CASES | e e em
“10raC ] T T0TAL | D1SSOLUTION LEGAL DECLARATION TERMINATED. | SUBSTANTIALLY | PART-
B | KuDED | TERMINATED | OF PARRIAGE | SCPARATION | OF IRVALIDITY | TOTAL | FULL-TIME | TIME %
AGHBER rORFGb '79 2334 2162 15?2 2 4 1578—T 73.0% 17 b)
‘79 MO‘(THLY RV[R’\GE 2152 2106 168_9 3. 3 1695 80.5% 17 5
178 vy aveace | 2720 2378 | 1849 4 6 1859 | 78.2% 15 5
77 HONTHLY AY EnAGE ?451T 2510 1837 7 16 1860 74.17% 13 l
! 76 t‘u‘THLY AVLRAGE 2705 2460 1810 : 8 23 1901 77.3% 12 6
'/5 PO\‘H‘LY AVERAGE 2665 2467 1894 9 23 1926 78.1% 12 6

‘lnc]udes those judgef previously assigned as full-time with matters pending past that period
of assignment, newly assigned judges, etc.
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IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISION, COUNTY DEPARTMENT
AND IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
REPORT ON DISPOSITION OF DCFENDANTS CHARGED WITH OFFENSES IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISION
AND WITH FELONIES BY INFORMATIONS IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT
DURING FEBRUARY 1979
NATURE OF TERMINATION OF PRELIMINARY HEARINGS IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTHENT
METHOD OF TERMINATION OR DISPOSITION *
gy -
m o=
2oEs
ol b D
o2 o]
22w w = = = =
CETy B wE ES = a8 -
RRES 3 e =& = 1 2 w S
oo w w = 2e o g = en
¥o2d| 4 | ¥5 | a3 2 o& = =z
o Tt oL <L [2 wd o | ol =0 o —_ =
peza| & | B | gz | & SN L A =
N ot (=4 [~ 4 — 1wl vy - [TV w [S N4 -
SO n. e X=] 3 o - ' L - tud <C
<< > l:l_- = v P | = o << <C w = | g
|¥3%s| 2 | &) Ze | 2 | B | B8 | 3 | 85 | EB |
BISTRICT 1 882 | 75 | 169 |0 "1 NIl | 7%k 597 |0 | 4 | 1845
DISTRICT 2 70} 221 o] o | 410 18 0]l 0 114 |
DISTRICT 3 32 4 01 0 1 271 01 0 1T 65]
_DISTRICT 4 56 5 0 37% 0 118 ] 0 10 1116
oisteicts | 350 15 1 "1 o Sl 0o ] 3] ol o 1 92
oisiRicT6 | S8 6 Vh«_lj_ 0 0] 0 1 371 0o I 4| 106 |
_Toras 11133 | 125 | 171 | 4 157 | 7 733 0 | 8 2338
‘1ndicale;>1hE-a}Sbbsitiﬁﬁ§v6f fe]ony charges and nol cases. TTTTTTTT T T s e
**Unknown computer adjustment.
DISPOSITION OF DEFENDANTS* CHARGED WITH OFFENSES BY INDICTMENT & INFORMATION N THE CRIMINAL DIVISION
AND CHARGED WITH FELONIES BY INFOKMATION 1N THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT
U TwOT cowictep T T T ewiereo
ACQUITTED BY ) ) /; 1T R““
IIA T ST ] . R
DISMISSED STheh TRIAL .,an TRIAL GUILTY PLEA | BENCH TRIAL | JURY TRIAL
T T T eRIMINAL DIVISTON #¢ | T 2092%xsxx 59 | g | T 499 Y Y
T A 1 N R D R N R I 2 O R e e
wppen | FURICIPC BISTRICT 230k 6 T 0 )L f 33 o L 0
HINICIPAL DISIRICT 3%¢% 16 3 0 35 1 0
oF CRONICTVAL DISTRICT &3 1 T T T T T T T g ] T
DEFLKDANTS [ hiniCipsL DisiracT oeef T T T T T Ty T T T s T T T Ty T g
RUOCIPAL DISTRICT 6 |~ 2 1 4 77 O D T N
REUUURS R m”‘LS . ,_u_33° Ao ts 9. 182y j 60 j .32 ]

Hot necessar ﬂy d\f{ercnt dcfrr'dmts

“‘mc]udes actions taken by Ciinina) Division Judges.

HUMGER
or
DEFENDANTS

**Dors not jnclude dispositions on Ind\ctuents in the 2nd and 3rd Municipal Districts.

#%%*Indictment dispositions included here

“%*Tncludes defendants declared unfit to be tried/sexually dangerous.

TYPES OF SERTENCES VMPOSED ON CONVICTED DEFTRDANTS* CHARGED WITH OFFENSES BY IHOJCTNENT & JHFCRMATION

IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISTON

IOTALS

[N SO —

T criniiaL oivision =+ |
URICIPAL DISTRICT 1

THUKICIPAL DISTRICT 2 J**
THONICIPAL DISTRICT 3 Ak N
HUHICIPAL DISTRICT 4
HIHICIPAL DISTRICT §
"nnucn*AL DlS]RlCT 6

TLLINOIS
DLPT. CORR.

285

MiD CHARGED WITH TELONIES BY INFORMATION IN THE HUNICIPAL DLPARTMENT

PR

“nt neges wrny dlffmunl d(fon'iauls “"ec (“note dl-ove)

T TTFROEAT TGN, CGD T 1eNAL BisEARGE, T T T T ]
COOK COUNTY | L_ rtlk.cnxc n‘.;l'mco uEhJ’,_‘__”___‘_ OTHER
DEPT. CORR. \™"imyiour aIL Time | it sec omi ving | OTHR
“___28 1 120 _ 80 1.0 |
- _.__ _Q__ o 90 o 84
IR D N N 4--,-4:..4*
.0 I S SN S
L . & S 3
o o 27 e 2]
oo 410
B _0_:}9__ L --2,8.5 B L 195

“A~Tnd1ctmcnt acL1ons 1nc1uded ere.
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IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISION, COUNTY DEPARTMENT
AND IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

ANALYSIS OF FELONY CASES PROCESSED DURING MARCH 1976 THROUGH FEBRUARY 1979

! NUMBER OF FELONY CASES
1
i INDICTMENTS ; INFORMATIONS
: .t .. .1 Trans./ ! ) ] ) ) . . ' .
‘Pending , rlled*;Reinstaked@TermlnateaifgnalngiPendlng Filed |ReinstatediTerminated{Pending
L J| hd L I . ;
Criminal | 774 123 | err | 12811 2026 | 1226 3111
| Division | 774 [ 8206 (T2, 16700 2621 | 720 1 12811 | 20 | 12260
i i | | ' ;l : , l
Municipal , ! ; ‘ ! | R
Dist. 1 5 0 g 0 ! 0 0 ! 0 0 8396 , 0 8396 0
L
i : !
Municipal ! ' L1 =3 ok ok
Dist. 2 | 0 110 1 83 25 43 972 0 894 76
A }
I
Municipal -7 R e A
Dist 3 0 282 A 194 81 12 880 17 786 123 1
i i *kk
Municina] _
funicipal 0 g9 | ~° ] 50 41 s6 | 1637 | ‘7% 1350 359
Dist. 4 /////é ‘ 2
Rk
Municipal 0 159 -102 30 27 6 871 1 5 738 115
Dist. S5%% 0 2 27
a M;z;zlpgl | o ! us | 7 - E 237 127 55 1742 25 1600 222
) i i .
! ] "
TOTALS ‘ 5774 9190 0 17294 2922 892 27309 2122 26024 4033
| 5061

FOOTNOTES: (*) Indicates that Felony Indictments are filed in the Criminal Division, but then certain cases are transferred

to the respective Suburban Municipal Districts. Filing figures are from Criminal Division at point of transfer; (**) In-
dicates no jury courtrooms. Most cases, Indictments or Informatioms, in which defendants enter a plea of not guilty at

ot o+ v e

s oearceacar .

arraignment in the 5th Municipal District, are transferred to other Districts or are heard by judges in the Criminal Division

(#%%) Indicates a case inventory was taken during the reported time period; (****) Indicates upon observation that of total
pending Information figure, only 27 cases actually awaiting action in the 5th Municipal District and remaining 115 cases

were transferred to the Criminal Division; (***¥**) Tigure includes 277 cases terminated in the 2nd and 3rd Municigal.Districe
but have not been counted because the files are still outstanding; (a) Reflects 2 cases transferred from the 3vrd Municipal

District; and (b) Reflects Z cases transferred from the 4th Municipal District.

»
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| FELONY |
L

IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISICON, COUNTY DEPARTMENT

IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, CIRCUIT COQURT QF COOK COUNTY

AGE OF PENDING FELONY CASES - FEBRUARY 28,

1979

(Does Not Include Post Trial Proceedings)

NUMBER OF FELONY CASES PENDING

; INDICTMENTS INFORMATIONS
E YEAR CASE FILED YEAR CASE FILED
iPrior %_ f % i« Prior _1
. 1975 | 1975 11976 11977 j1978 (1979 TOTAL {1975 {1975 L;976 1977 11978 {1979 | TOTAL
ig?i?;?g; 47 | 64 g 118 % 335 | 1622 | 435 | 2621%% 0 4 z 76 | 376 |2058 | 597 | 3111
unicipal Lol o E 0. 0 j of ol of ol of o of o 0
?§$22?1§a1 % 0 0 f o] 4 ? 13 8i 25| 0 0, 0 0| 46| 30 76
§$21f1§a1 § 0 0 E 0 | 23 L 46l 121 81 ! 0 0 1} 16 71] 35| 123
unicipal ! 0] o i. 207 ; 23| 9| 41| 0| o 3] 27| 262 67| 359
ggglfﬁga] 0 0 g 0 o1 10| 17! 27 0 0 1] 10| 791 521 1642
;E$21C1ga] o o' 31 28! 78 18] 127 {.0 | o0 0| 81! 176! 381 222
. T | ~ T
%TOTALS 47 | 64 i 123 | 397 | 1792 499 2922 0 % 4 81 | 437 | 2692| 819 i 4033
.

*Pre-defined procedures in the

**Figures include

lst Municipal District do not allow for pending Felony cases.
277 cases terminated in the 2nd and 3rd Municipal Districts which upon review on Page 1l
of this report should have been previously reported as terminated.
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. / ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE [LLINOIS COURTS
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE ILLINOIS COURTS
| Roy O.GuULLEY
Roy O.GuLLEY DIRECTIOR
OIRECTOR SuereHe CourTt BuUILDING 30 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE
SupreME CounT BUILDING July 29 1977 30 NORTH MICHIGAM AVENUE I SPRINGFIELD 62706 . CHICAGO 60602
LT SPRINGFICLD GZ2706 uly ’ 7 . . CHicAGL 80602 . 2i7/782-7770 . 312/793-3250
i * 217/782-7770 312/793-3250 : . STATISTICAL RTPORT ON THE CIRCUIT COURT OF CGOX COUKTY, ILLINOIS FOR JUNE 18977
» . . . . . ’ " 1REND .
. T0 The Chief Judge and Judges of the Circuit Court of Cook County: OF CASLS TN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
? - ) - COUKTY CIPIRIVEN , " . -
. Please find enclosed herewith the June 1977 statistical report for the Circuit o ”,:;Q":: o AT StaRT | SCCON REINSTATED | TRANSFERRED ) TOTAL ADDED | TERRINATED AT UHS
~ Court of Cook County. ' : : e : : |
| . s s . : 5 §15,00 |t 425617 329 34 | +1136 1453 1085 | 42955
’ A preliminary analysis of the statistical data for January through Jure 1977 - . 5 over Kon-Jury 97878 1764 29 - 1130 - 663 106 10044°
4 £ $ 3 + 3 + d ] - e .l B . < <
“reveals the status oi .the caseload in the Circuit Court of Cook County to be as folloys: R Ton 12670 20 798 ) oYY 2717 0507 :
Pending Pending Inventory (+) (=) “”’“j“““’" » 247 9 1 0 10 12 245 -2
on 1-1-77 on 6-30-77 % of inc. or decreass Mlsceilenceys “’-}dy . 183 197 6 0 203 - 721l 1972 +82
~ COUNTY DEPARTMENT : - —- sitoels | (67295) | (2239) | (268) 5 17
' [aw Divison (Division Total) . « . . . . . . 56216 65548 +9332 (+16.6%) N v — (02208 1 (28390 (808 (0 [2607) | (43640 (656080 (21747
Law Jury . 40163 . 42956 +2793 (+7%) WCERY | | ovs e 21736 1 7020 27 697 7854 4220
" Law Nonjury 9487 10044 +557 (+5.9%) | e 0 0_\| 1020 ¢97 | 21959 | +52%
Tax 4195 10391 +6196 (+147.7%) = = Subtotals (20158) | (1820) (7) (0) (1947) (7194) (28911)| (+753)
Condemnation 238 245 C 47 (+2.9%) v g liverce 17202 2411 514 0 2925 3092 17055 Y -187
, Miscellancous Remedy 2133 ‘ 1912 -221 (-10.4%) : Tax 25349 1671 0 0 16717 2064 2;2;; ;Z;
: : N c o . . ¢ e : : inl2RA .
% Chancery Division (Division Total) . . . . . 26242 29911 +3669 {+14%) 6 ;:’:“" k “:_f"ri - — 46 344 0 0 344 348 42 -
: Chancery 8 7045 7952 +907 (+12.9%) X ih edinrece] hanSuabars 6482 415 0 . -, o
. Ho5ing . .91y . 21979 +2762 (+14.4%) U Dt corrorstions pg6 5 p g f"”i 38? 6;2 12
. coe s Ce . ' - , » : : - ? 4 -
- Divorce Division (D1v1s1on.Tota1) PRI ]8767 17035 -1732 (-9.2%) ‘5 S — Gwrdiwmi“"“" (32123) | (2432) (0) (0) (2432) | (2802) | (31753) | (=370) _
‘County Division (Division Total). . ... . . . 34625 31753 -2872 (-8.3%) | L & Conservotorsnips’ 987 0 0 ~—_
Tax ' . 27852 - 24956 -2896 (-10.4%) { prt g | Ceiaency, bepancency, heglect : ver 72l | ‘
Mental Health ' ‘ 54 - 42 12 (-22.28) B W 8120 | 1311} 32 0 | 1343 | 31528 | 2935 | -185
. . o s sloav (Indictwen aforma<ion o
, Adoption, Non-Support, etc. 6482 6509 . +27 (+0.4%) [xionr Uindveions & Worerion) || 6923 | 6421 45 0 587 | 1029 | 6489 | -435.
. Municipal Corporations 237 245 +9 (13.8%) 5 oo s S 1265821)] (1285201 (866) (0) Y12828) |(14693) |(153670) k-2157/
Juvenile Division (Division Total) . . ... 5148 2935 -2213 (-43%) - Troe of Cane
Crimiral Divisien (Division Total) . .. .. 6963 6488 -475 (-6.8%) ‘ S O R 16493 1251 130 1+ 216 970 " ]
. PRSI . 4 YV ERYER . Y G T - v = b U"CQ: \ ‘ = * - ]6607_ +174
Clount‘y Department Total . v o v v o o o o« « 147961 153670 . 5709 (+3.9% t 115,000 Hon-Jury 30974 | 11407 91 - 412 11086 8132 33928 | +285¢<
s - . . : Lall Iad y
FUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT (Districts 1 - &) Total: 140413 153731 +13323 (+9.5%) Pt A 7101 | 7441 46 -4 7483 7474 7110 +8
) ll:a\_l ;\]’UP_Y' ]362%? 16607 +;2§ é|?8§){7) $ ax 93403 7203 334 0 7537 5441 954989 +809¢
aw Nonjury 0 33928 +3367 (+11% 2U o felony [infomation) 806 444 0 0 4 45 c
Small Claims . 10076 7110 -2966 (~29.4%) R TR R P 47 128 §92 | -I¢
Tax : 82802 95499 +12697 (+15.3%) S T T T Lol e 0. 272228 | 27496 o
, Felony - 495 - 592 +97 (+19.6%) N ~ 147340 0. Q1137340 | 123069 \\\\-L B
N . . . ) ] \
GRAND TOTAL . . . . . * . . . ] [ . . L) 3 - [ ‘ y + + o:; . ] o 1 ~ \-:*
| . 288374 307405 19032 (+6.6%) R e 1 seworans  r248577) (.7.'17979)l (610) (0)__1(192568)1(120026)(153736) {+515¢)
: : Y . - = - 2 =,
R0 ToT 304308 1203049 | 1470 0205415 | 187619 | 307406 | 4306

Rc?'?pectfuﬂy suéi'm'ttem tuotes:  (a)
Wotes:  (a) Computer adjustment of -2 cases; (D) C 5]

Lo 2 case! Qmputer acjustmont oy + Ses:

aley . O AN o) Doan no?t Snelisda 107 Tars Lo - S bt t‘pz acgustment of #3 cases:
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YRIND OF CASES [N THE RURICIPAL DIPARTMINT, CIRCUIT COLRY Of COOX CCUNTY DURIRG b -~
JUNE 1077
- ; B TN
‘ A';[:?”F:? bLOU | PLINSTATEC ;?;‘?o :i’f\:}) TCRAINATED ir'\?""\_‘_'___.{x.i,‘;i_é '
oisy. 3 15350 | 401 {_____1_3_? « 310 543 767 . 15476 +90 Appendix C
das1.2 | 797 3 1 e 15 29 16 Y 7
DIST. 3 257 | 74 0 i+ 23 i 24 26 249 -2
e DisT. ¢ 322 | 2 | g |+ 18 i 24 25 223 41 i
- oIsT. 3 700 | 7 0 |+ 17 | 18 75 202 | #3
.- DIST. € 220 | 7 2 | 3z ] 22 | 20 5323 +35
n bist. | 29830 | 71027 72 |. 810 . 10789 7643 52771 | +2941 : .
‘ . DIST. 2 167 | = _ r - -
. son-Jumy 1 50| 0 15 | 35 3§ 167 | -
chsss o 3 180 75 g i- 23 55_1 29 196 +14 '
oo DisT. 4 263 91 | 4 |- 16 | 79 64 278 15
e DIST. S 73 . { 55 o
s 000 : ! 51 1 17 35 32 176 | +3
) DIST. 6 361 113 71 - 31 | a3 | 114 340 -81
oy Tt | 3338 | 624 | 0 o | esas 303 3738 60
s |_mse 1906 | - 622 | 25 ¢ | Py 456 | 1904 cod LISTINGS OF DISPOSITION CODES
) 0iST. 25 2023 671 18 -4 685 710 | 1978 -25 FOR s
ros st 1 | 72709 | 6529 334 e 6954 5017 | 75740 ) 43037
5 . ST, 2-§ 2i294 | 583 0 o 583 1524 20353 07T CLERK'S INFORMATION SYSTEM (CIS)
L oraowy D187, 1 0 272 0 ) | T o -
{INFORVATICH) T — — 4 272 272 4 - AND
LiST. 2-6 606 172 0 0 172 186 592 | -1
i23367 0 0 '23367 22872 \{ ~ . COUNTY (FELONY) DEPARTMENT COMPUTER SYSTEM ("CFS")
I WP 0 0 |- 4337 | 2584 —~ T
e pist: ) .1 89002 0 o | 8sogs | 75785 & T~ 1T+
' oisT. 26 | = k18538 0 0 46338 | 47287 | T~
L. ' ‘. .?\>I ! \\ \\_“
o o 148577 [191578 610 0 192508 -|. 172326 153736 | +5150.

¢ £ &t & ¢ § 2 )

‘ IN THC CRININAL DIVISION (COUNTY OEPARTMENT) AMD IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMEKT, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOX COUNTY
EPORT OX DISPOS1TION OF DEFENDANTS CHARGED WITH OFFENSES IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISION AND Wiln FrilONiES BY INFORMATIONS su THE FUNICIPAL DEPARTHEMT

DURIAG . June 1977

© DISPOSITION OF DEFENDANTS® CHARGED WITH CFFENSES BY INDICTHENT & INFOPMATION IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISION
AND CHARGED WITH FELCHIES BY INFORMATION IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT

ROT £OMYICTED CONVICIED
ACCUITIED BY Ry TS
DISMISSED SENCT TRIAL SORT TR GUILTY PLEA BENGH TRIAL JURY TRIAL
CRIKINAL DIVISION 377 100 17 701 85 30
]
PR A vicipaL o1STRICT o - 0 0 272 0 0
Lt FIRTCTPAL
bose | UISTAICHS 2-6 33 2 0 171 2 6
FOTALS 410 102 17 1144 87 36
YYPE OF SENTERCES IPPOCED ON CONYICTED DEFENDANTS® CMARGED WITH OFFENSES BY INDICTMENT 3 INFORMATION
Y15 YHE CRIMIRAL DIVISICH AND CHARGED WITH FELGRIES BY INFORMATICH LN THE PUKICIPAL DEPARTMENT
- PROBAT IO, COL0TT [0 DISCHRRGE . FERIGATE 177 pISTHReaT ;
5 THCARCERAT IO TR AL 1T T WK SGE JATU TIE OTHER )
CRIMINAL DIVISIGH 512 : 219 . 84 1
’0',-‘”‘ FINICIFRL BISTRICT ) 38 , 161 73 0
FLCT e FER TS AV
§ o RISYRICIS 2-6 54 94 . 31 0 .
T0TALS 604 474 188 . 1 A . ] L

e e matl e o . w4 a



© COMMITHENT VACATED o

"PLACED ON PATLRNITY CALENDAR -

Coox COuUuNTY

01SPOSITLION CODES

KEFERRED 10 CLINICAL SERVICES 2
SOCIAL INVESYIGATIUN URULREQD

CUKN ON MENTAL PLTARDATIUN APT
CUKHIT TG ILL OEPT McNTAL HLUTH
CUMKIT TO CHGO PARENRTAL SCHGUL
COKRKIT 1C HSE GCCO SHEPHERD

COHXIT TO ILLIANGIS 00C

COKNIT TO COCK CCUATY 00C

HULOD IN CUSTCOY

PLACED QN GUAKDIAKNSHIP CALNDOR
CONTINUED FOR CCLLECTION

PLACED CN PRODATION CALENDAR

. PLACED ON MCNHT. RETARDED Cal

RULE 1SS, HOT StiOW CAUSE SUST™ -~~~
RULE QUASHED .
RULE O] SCHARGED

CONTEMPT PRCCCEDINGS DISHISOT "
HLLD 1k CONTEMPT

FINDING OF CUNTLHMI'T VACAYED

JUY WARRANT 1G {1SSUE-—"" -~

QUASIH JUVENTLED WARRANY

WAR 1SSy RET INSTATER BOHD SET

WARRANT EXTEMDEQ™ ——~
WARRANT EXCUSEDR
NARRANT EXCUSED UNTIL FUR. ORD

WHIT AYTACH 1SS,RET IRST BU ST—
KRIT OF ATTACHHENT QUASHED
1SSUE WRIT (HADLAS CCaPUS CTC)

1295-01 CLERK OF THE ClRrCULYT COURT Q€
TABLE [ T N LI sty
e e o - . TABLE N Q. 23
YAGLE ENTKY TABLE OESCRIPTIUN .
"
DLSPGSITION LCOES 0A8 -~ s
DISKCSITION COOLS (78]
f oul TRAKS 16 UTHER JUK1S IK CCOK 050
L002 MOT 3uu JUDGE, TRANS PKRLS JOGE TTTOSL T T T T
003 TRANS TO PARES JUDUE LR REASGN 052
. 004 TRANS TC Miw JUCOE FCH ADJUC 053
PG5 T TTUTTTY O CASE ASSIGNED FrOM GTMER JUGGE 0S4 T T o
006 TRARS TO NLw JUDGE SCR DISP 055
.007 0bJ JV JOG R4y (SE RLF CHF JDE 056
SOQUA TTTT T MINORTS NAKE AMENDED i iaanieal¥ 1% BERamasbel
Coebs URGELR TG AKENU CONPL OR PETKR 053
;010 SUPPLEMENTAL PETH DISMISSED 059
TTon " GUARD AD LITER APPTD FCk MINOR ~ 060 -
012 PRIVATE ATTOKNEY APPOINTLO Qsl -
013 - APPTMENT PRYT ATTURNEY YACATED te2
ol PUBLIC GEFENDER aPPLINTED 063
015 APPT ATTY APPEAL ~ EREE TNSCPY 064
. Ole FINOING CF DELINQUENKCY 055
017 “FINDIKG OF DEPENDTACY™ ~ — 060
T o018 FINUING KINOR [N NEED SUPERVSN 0617
019 EIRDING OF NEGLECT €68
—020 FIKDING CF PATLRKITY 1733
021 FINOING CI THRUAKCY 070
022 KNR AUJUDGED MIHNTALLY RETARCED 011
—p23 FINUING VACATLD - KEW TRIAU 012
024 COKPLAIRY UISKISSLD 0713
025 : 8O 08J PKVL, PIN DSMD CS CLSD 074
1) CRIK PRCLODS INST, PIR OSHp-—————07¢6
bo027 . PETITIGN D1SKISSLD 077
i o028 ¥/S - UISHISSED w/0ul PREJUCCE 078
029 TTCRARLDSHIP TERN = FRUCUGS “CLOSCD 019
030 CASE CLGSED 060 '
031 CONDITICNAL DISCHARGE , osl
032 FIKAL HISC ADJUGLICATION —— —082
033 PLACED CN SUPTAVISION, SEC &4-7 08)
I 034 PLCD SPRVSN SEC 5~2 CHL/ZFAHSAV 084
~035 SUPERVISION EXTERDCU™" = "~ 085
036 VACATE CAUER OF SUPLRVISICH 086
037 SPRVSN TERM SAT, PRUDS CLOSE 087
~=036 SPRVSH TERH UNSAT PRCDS CLOSED 068——
| 039 GUARDLAN APPOINTED FLR MINOR 009
540 GUARD APPTO wITH RIGHT CGHSENT . 090
— 041} —RICHARD § LAYHOHN APPID GLUARD 091
042 RS LAYRCN AFPT WITH &5 CHSENT 092
043 MENTAL BLALTH PEYIVION 093
Ml - St CUARUIALSHIP YACATED ity VL1
i C4b CU3INBIAN APPOINTED FOP h1NLOA 055
047 CUSYGULanSHIY VALATLD 099

SUKKOH S "CUASHLD ~—— - ———
SUBPOENA QUASHED ’
BOND EXCUSED TIL FURTHER OROER
BOKD FORF, WAK-1SS, RET INSY- —
DLF RELEASEL PERS PERF BGHD

DEF RELEASED KRCCOGHIZANCE 8CvD
FATHERT UDEFAULTLD  ~ —-—— ~7~— ——
KOTHER OEFAULTED

PARENTS DEFAULIED

GROER OF PROTCCTICH ENTLRED

VACATE ORDER OF PRGTECTION
PEARMISSICK 10 LEAVE JURLS

PERKSN LLAVE JUKIS VACATED"

VAC CTY FUHDS, TRANS PUB AlD
COUNTY FUKRD .

K1SC OROER PRIDR ACJUDICATICH—
H1SC OURUER AITLR AGJUDICATIGN

BONKD SET €Y RULL OF (OURT,;ﬂ

S3AO0D NOILISOJSIA

(S1D) WILSAS NOILYWUQO

INERMAETD ALNNOD MOOD

R S <
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m——
T e 3ir
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r=295=RY

101
102
103
104
T
108

cLenr

- )G e e

110
1l

Ce s S e

120
121

N S A

123
124
201
202
203

205
210
211

£ OF THE Cl1R&CULlY Ccount

CF

TASBLE +1LE LIDST
DISPOSITION CODES

TABLE NCe 23

COO0OK COUNTY PAGE
Qs/701/717

HCTICN TC CIS®ISS IADICTPLNT
NUTILh T CuaSH TAUTLTMLNT
HUTIUN TG TRANSFER

MOTICN TU SULSTLITUTE JUDGE .

KQOTICN FCR CHANGE GF VENUE
KOTICN 10 SUDBSTITUTE ATIGRNEY

KDTICN FCR JGIADER -

POTICN FCR SEVERANCE

KOTICN T wllnURAR

HBOTICH FOR BILL GF PARTICULARS ~~
MUTILW FGR LISCOVERY

HOTICH (COR LIST OF WITNCSSES
HOTIGN TO PRODUCE CCONCUSSION
KHOTICN YO CUSCHAKRGE JUKRY PAKNEL

K/0 PLTH FOR TRNSCT,COMLAV RCO
“KOTICN FCHR RULF 10 SHOW CRTERD —
*CUSTUVTANLSHLIP 1D STAND i
GUARLIARSHIP 10 STAKD

—212
213
215

‘MOTICN TC SUMPRESS = —r= ===
MUTICN 10 SUPPRESS CONFESSIGN
KOTIGH TU SUPPRESS tVIGLHCE !

218
220
221

¥0T 10 wUPPRESS LVID ILL SI0 ~ {

KOT 10 SUPPRCSS OQUY CRT IDENT

—222
223
25

228
295
296

KOT TU SUPHKESS IN COURT IDENT

HOT 10 SUPPRCSS MRITICN STHT ™
HOT YO SUPDPRESS ORAL STATEMENT
KOT 1O SUPPRESS LiINE-UP

HOT 10 SUPPARLSS "OYING DECLRIN
¥OTION TO VACATE
HOTION STATLS - SOL

vt
298
299

U007

301
302

KOTION' 10 VACATE fINDING OF“GU—
KOTICN FOR COMPETEKCY HEAKIKRG
KOTLCH FOR PSYCHIATRIC EXAM

HGT 10°VAC LXPARTEC CCHAT ———
KOYTIGH 10 INCREASE HATL
HOTION FOR BALL KIOUITION

POTICH 1O VACATE CXI'ARTE

LEAVE YC FILE CENIED (LFD) R YT 2
STRICKEN GFt, Ltav:t REINSTATEL 313

NOLLE PROSEQUI 314

" KON-SULT TTTC s -
DISMISS WANT PROSECUTION, OwP . 316

D1 SCHARLED 3117

DISNISSED ~ 4T1H TERNW T Tt TTTTTT
DLATH SUGGESIED - CAUSE ABATED 319

HISTRIAL 320

KO FILEs KD CRODCR IR T 31 -
MADATE FILLD 322
REINSTATEMINT CF SCL 323
REINSTATLMINT - HISCELLANEOUS U324 —
PEINSTATENLHT ~ VIOQUL PROBATION i a2s
REINSTATEMENT -~ nC/PC GRDER ! 326 ®
PLEA KRGy JUHY DEMEND CUTTTT327

PLEA KGy JURY CEMAND, TRANSTER 328

PLEA NOT GUILIY, JURY WALVED Lo329

PLEA GLTY, Jw, FNDG GUILTY "~ —3130

PHGy JWe FLOG GUILTY . 331

PLEA NG, JW¢ FNUG GLYY,FINE PD 332

PLEA NG JHe £10G GLTY,DEOUCT ——~——333

PLEA NGe JHe FKDG GLTY,PER PHT i 334

PGy JWe FG, KTV ENT L CONT . 335

PHG, "INy FG, "FINE L COSTS ™~ ——+—31¢

PRGy JWe FHDG LOT GUILTY ¢ 337

PLEA G, FNUG GLTY, FINE PAID HEEE LY

PLEATGT FNGG GULTY, GEOUCT ~— 339

PLEA G¢ FRDG GLIY, PER PAYMENT " { 340

PLEA Gy FG, KIV ERT L CONT Vo3es
PLEAGUILTY ACCEPT JOG "ABSTAIN =349

MQUIGN CONTINUANCE = DENICD , 351

FOTICH DIRECT VERD OR FIKDINA .. 352

HOTIGN VILLAGE = 360
COMPLAIKING WIT HOT [N CRY too362

CASC ADVAKCED . 353

®ITNESSES ORDIRLD TO APFIAR —————3p4~— ~—~_——HKOTICN 10 VACATE EO0tJ FORF; — <%
KOTICH STAVE =~ CCNINUANGC =~ ¢.§ i 368 o :
MOTION CITY — CGHTINUANC. . 306 oS

—30
304
305

HAT VACKIL EXPARTE SUST, SE:

HOTICN DEFT = CGRTIKUANCE -~ HO — 47—
CONTINUANCE 8Y CROER OF COUAT 368
CONTIKULNCL BY AGHEEMINT 370

—306
307
o0

STAY OF UXECUYIGN™ " ==~ —~
HOT!ON TO VACATE JUDGEMENT
POTICN 1Q HODIFY SENTENLE

¥

CONTINULNCE — CCNT. GCHERALLY —a 71—

1K TAL COHLECCD AND CONTIHULD { 372
i

209
3lo
3

HOTIUN LEFLIDANT™— NEW TRIAU
K70 NEW TRIAL ENTERCO ANO CONT
K/0 VACKTL PLEA, FKDGy VROCT

CONYINUED CENCH TRIAL 37y
COUTINUED JURY TRIAL - —374
POTIOH TO ADVANCE . 376
POTIGN 10 ULSHISS CHARGES - a1

1/S YACLTE pLLA, FNOGy VROCY '™
KOTION FOR ARREST GI' JUDGEMCNT
KOT ARST JUGHT ENT ANU CONT

_fg_

-

el e o



T crown i s

tnt ctrevl? Couanl
LTABLE Flyue L1871
TABLE N Q. 29

31
I
vl
395

359 ° 5

401l
A02
7403
404
405

TT406 7

LYoy
408
410
411
412

PUTICie STAle TD UESMISS mespe

KSTICH T ATINSTATE ALTLT(ON
HeTlea 10 RUINSTATL LLarLALAT
MeTIct #uk PUoLiC DLFLawLR
CHARGE AMENDRD

PRELIM RMRNHG wWALVED IRF PREJCS
PRELIN NANG RATVED = oY AULKNMT

© PRLLIM KRNG COHNCD AND CONY

SUPERSLCED oY IANFLRPAL TN
SUNERSECEL BY DIReCT INUDITMENT
FIADING NG PRUHB CAUSE - DISNSD
FNCU PhOU CAUSE TRAKS PrcedOG
FHNOU PRJU CAUSE BY SURELHLINTY

plsrcsiticn CURLS

FNCG PRGH CAUSE =~= === w=t s eS0T
TRUe BILL

QUASHED OR DISMISSED

KO olitLU ~ +

K13
414
Al5

TRl
1 ALY
420

PETURIW TU LOWER COURTY

IRGICTRENT ASSIGNEU
DEEENUANT SRRA[GHED "~

PRE~TRIAL INVESTIGATICIc GURDRD
PNGy JNy PL APPTO, CAUSE ASGND

CoOuvnTlY

HMCZPC S TTHOUT CUST

MO RLKAND Tu CUST udwand STATE

JLL STATU Vet eNuIR vaLd APPIU
REVILW CCURT USwSLe akhl PACSC X
CONTIACLD FCR akpPiaL l
NOTILEL GF APPLAL HILLU, THRNSFR
APPELLATE CLURT Aytuth AMCAC !
REVIEW CUURT aFFifwranlec !
REVIEW LOUKRT REVinSal=ha Ki®hD
REVIE® CUURT RLV{KSAL=-Atw THL i
KREVIEW C(OURT REVIAMAL-APY GRTN 777
hevitw CUURT AFELAR=HOEY SINT I
STRICKREN FHRUNM RECuki=- APL CLGHP !
PRE-SENTERCE [MVEST. LROLREU - "
PRE-SEAT INVEST. Crdy CULATD TG
OEF SEATELCED YC CuUlk UNTY 00C
DLF SCNT CCOCC, TLINE CEN SRYVD
ULF SiANT CCOCTe FUR PART SENT
DEF SENT CCDOLy PehliLIC IKP
OLF SLRT-WCRK KELLALE PRICKANS
DEF SUNTCACED [LLILLLS LOC
OFF SERT TC H/C CONS & ACT SER :

21
422
423

PLTA” OF "GUILTY
PLEA OF NOT GUILTY
TECH PLEA NG STEP TO FACTS

%24
425
426
Y
428
429

RLOUCE-TLLN PLEA QP "CUILTY —
JURY DEMAKD
JURY KAIVED

JURY THPANELED "ARD "SWURN R
PLEA AGREMENT MLITYH STATE -P/A
TLCH PLEA OF GUILITY

431
432
413
F—434
435
437

442
443
—445
446
4A7

FIGDING UFGUILTY ~
FINDING UF NOT GUILLYY
VEROLICY UF GUILTY

1=

VEROICT OF NOT GUILTY ——— - -=———"530
JGHT ON FINGING/VERUICT/PLEA

UEF SLUT OR VLAUICT ]
JUOGLHERT ~VACATEG == -

VACLTE CRDER | .

ORC7R 1G STAND

—450
450
480

THANS CIF ~JUDGE - FUK-REASGHHY ———3

TRANSFERRED
TRANSFLR JNSTANTER

CHARGE - UF - VENUL " URDERE D - et~ 5 4 ] e

CHAP 110 SCC T2 PLTITION FILED
HC/PC HGTIUN UISHISS/SUST

461
482

HC/PC PETITION WITHURARN

'

[

OLF SEXT TO C/U CGhS ANU ACTUA ™
DEF SLAT CONDITICHAL LJSCHARGE )

© RCLEASE FROM CUSTCLY V.C.P.

—t5320 "

——— e 535

CACULATICN CUNTINULY ~ ORIGINAL
APLD FCR PROB v CAK ARLL, ItV CTD

DEF SEHIENCEDL TG PRGaATION

DUF SENT FAROB, CRUG ASUST PRGH

CEF SLNY PRO&, PSYCHIAIRIC INS

D:F SENY PRCOs WITH ReSTIIUTIN

PEF SERT PRGE, WITI REST-=-INO—
DEF 3t PROD AND CCDOC

OLF SENT PRU3 ARD FIRE

URUG “ABUSE PRCGRAM - ==
D1SCHARCLU FAGM CKRUG ABUSE PRG
PHAQu HEARING DATE ASSIuKED

PACY TLAMINATLO= RULYCKFO-—
FRGD VTCRHINATED- TORKIMATEL

PRODBATION EATENUEOD

FCCUMKITTED TO PROCATION

LVICLATICH GF PRCBATIUN

CONDITIChAL DJISCHARGE TERKRATD

VLOL PROY = LLEC = =~

ViOoL PROD -~ LCUCC
UEF FILED SATES BY TIME SERY

UC/PC-REX - TRTAL "=~ HOT AT~ ANST———550

b—— et e e

DEFERDANT FINED === +omvrm e
DEFENDART FINED = FINE PAID

I R N Y
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}u-:ia_-m CLERR OF tTHE CIRCUIT COURT OF €CUOK COUOUNTY
. ""llul.t [ 20 T Liste .
TABLE KUe 2% DiSPCSITION CULES

552 DEFEALANT FINED = CLOUCT 84 T SUPERYISICN WITh T IAL/COY
15 I DEF FINED = PIRICDIC PAYM(NT T T RATION TQ GULSH windanTd
394 DEF tINkD = FINE SUSPLAULY os? RARKRART ACT Stavel
555 DEF $IALY = MIV il L Cund 699 OLF ARARESTLD JN wannaNT
556 ° UEF FIAED = FINELCOSTS SusP 709 SARKANT CUTSTAND 1%
$57 DEF Flhed = COSTS SUSPELGED 708 RARR CRD, SAKR |$Suru X
559 COUKT (CSTS o 162 WERRANT, VISLATICN OF PRIG i

T 560 T T - ** COURT COSTS/8OND DEDUCY |, TUUREI Tt UTTTTUT TN ULARAANT LASKLU o
561 COSTS wafvtd . T04 NARKR KRETURNKNEDy c2eCuTLOWFILED
562 PRE LOUKT PAYRENT . 705 WARR ReTUMNFU, ROT FLUNUD

c 563 T - Rt JCO DlanY : B £ T I s RECALL hAHRANT c
64 BRING BACK KUNEY . 07 CONTINUL wA-KANT FCR SERVICE
9265 PAYHENT RELUCEYD 708 . SWRONG OEFENRDANTI/RELSSUc wARR

566 - p==-=DISMISS APPLAL SUSTAINED ~= - -——=-710 - s e~ WARRANT 1C Stan T
589 SOH VERVINATCO 111 PRLPERTY FOUNJ, ZCAFISCATED
590 S0X 015%15SCL ) 712 - KO PROPERTY Fuuku

—591 e ~~QROCR CF CRT, "STAYOF MITTINUS = ~T]3 =—=————~————" CROLR CRT - PRUFCRTY COLFISs ™"
92 LEYT MITTIKUS ISSUE/MITY YO 1SS 714 « COMFISCATE, OLSTRTY mEAPCH
593 « STAY OF HITTIMUS EXTENDED 115 CROCR CRT = REILkh PRUP CuliR

—%94 = STAY UF KITTLIHUS “VACATED -~ == - == = | g s —mm——————= AL [AS NARKANT 1C [535Ut ——
595 CORRECTLD MIVTINUS TO, ISSUE 121 : SURRUNS TO 185UE
554 SCN DEAICD . v22 JHPLEAD - SUMMUANS TO ISSUE

—%597 sem——=——<—DEF"SENT TO INDETERKINATEL TEAM —™-723 ALIAS SUMNDNS TG 1SSUE —~ —
594 DEF SENT 10 LIF" ' WwKRISOLRENT 724 LLIAS SUHNS TO 1SSUks SPL SRY
599 DEF SENTEANCEOD TO DEATH 125 - -+ CGRYIHUE SUKMONS

=600 OLF~RELEASED "ON~ BOND —126 REISSUE- RARKERT ~- —
4ol BAIL AMGUMT SET - | . %28 FUGITIVE WARRRNT
602 BAIL INCHEASED 129 CUVERNGRS WAMKANT

—6tu3 BAIL RELUCLD -73¢C SUBPCENA IS5SUEG - =~
604 80OLD 10 STANLD 131 ! RARRANT VACATLD
605 ODLFLADANT RELEASED ON 1 BOHG 801 PANDATORY CRULR (NSPECTION

—o61t CASH DCAD"REFLND —602 RANUATCRY ORULK Full CONPLNG
612 CASH 6UnDb ALFUND TO AYTORNEY | F €03 FARNDATCRY ORDER FON PEKMIT
621 EXPARIE FINL - 604 -« PETITION FDA RULE

—530 BOND fFUKFLITURE T -60% RULE*TO-SHUW CAUSE = ——
631 BUND FGAFE! TUKE/WARRANT 806 ORDLE UF CLFAULTY
633 JUDGEMLNT OM BGND FORFEITURR . 812 IHPRISTICNMENT FCh CCRTEMPT

—534 EXECUTICN OF—SSUE—rs~ -013 COMYEHPT ‘K1 1HIRANN ~UEF" DS(HRG—
635 BOND TORFEITURE VACATED , 820 BOOY ATTACHKENT : .
636 BOND JUUSLEHIAT VACATED +821° 1ON-SUIT, FULL CCHMPLTANCE

43T JUDGEHINT® TU-STAND- —- —-022 RGH=5UT T~ RECCMMEND CRAKCERY————
640 RESTITUTIGN HADE IN GPEN COURT - 823 NON=-SULY RECKRU UCH - KO COMP
641 SUPERVISICN — CUOURT 624 NON-SUIT CURRENT CHAN PEND

—042 *SUPERVISION ~~SUCIAL-SERY-DEPT —425 CAUSE- DSHSD WITH PYSNT CF CGST—
643 SUPERVISIGN TLRH/DISCHARGED 830 BLOGD VEST ORDLKELD
b4k SUPERVISION EXTENDED ‘ 831 PLEA NGy JWe FIOC GLIYCLERK

648 SUPEKRYISICN KEVUKED 53 PLEA-Gy FRUG-GLTYe CLLKR PAYEE——
646 | 637 JUDGEKENT AS PEK DRAFT ORDER _

SUPCRVISIGN VERN/UNSAT
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LS tut Ctheuvlt? CUURT CF COOR Cuunty

- tAabBLL #1LELE LIST
, TADLE N O. 25 OISPCSITIUN COOLS . !
TAbLE LNIRY Tastt OCSCRIPTIULN
[T} JAKRLARS nAIvLD
842 ' AARLARS RECUCTO TJ A JUuuEMINT ’
843 CRED ULF, PAY UIREGT RLLATARIX .
844 DLt URueRtY 10 PAY PLRLICCICUNT
845 t - DEF CHOLKRED TG PAY PERICOD
846 PAY CKUtR VAC:TeO
851 PLEA NGy NO FAUG: TEMP OROER
652 ~ Tttt PLEA NGy NO FADG, 3 YLAHR QRDER
85) PLLA C,y FADL GLTY, 3 YR URO CK
860 ChUER EXTENJELr NUAL I'RU TUNC
gal "= vt e FIRST PAYPLNT CGHRTINLUED
862 CKEOIT Ukke PAY TG wiFE
863 . CKELIT ULF, PAY TU CLLKK
—PL g e - RESTITUTICN 10 COMPLAINING NI
Sv1 PULLIC DEFENDLR APPCIRTLD
902 . ®alVeR OF COUNSEL
b 13 Semamarentenas ~ INTCRPRETER APMPQLINTLD --—————— "
. 905 ’ HGLO IN CUSTODY
906 SHCLO ON CALL
—9]}————————= Dt} SERVED CUP'Y CF CORPLAIRY-- ===
912 OLF UCHAND FUR HEARING ’
,.913 ’ . LECG OEKAND FUR TYRIAL
—9 g —————— - GEFCNDANT KOT IN COURT smom T mem T
91s DEF WAIVES RICHT TO BE PRESENT
916 .+ DEF SURRCADERED 7O OPEN CRT )
-$17 EVIVENCE HEARD BY-STIPULATION-
921 . RETUKN 10 TRAFFIC CGUART <
922 . .. APPLALRANCE F1LED
923 MOVTIGH ATTORKEY (CE ALLOWED———"—~ —i
1 924 SUBSTITUTIGN GF ATIGRMEY :
930 . . .PSYCHIATRIC EXaM DADLRID 1
~931 GEHAVICA- CLINIC EXAN-ORDLREQ-——~—" :
932 PSYCHIATRIC CaAM RLPCRT FILED '
933 ... DEFLNUANT FCOUND COMPETENT ;
~934 OLFENDART FOUND IRCUMPLTILNT - —= ——=
925 REFERKED TO ILL OLF MEH HEALTH
936 . .. OLF RECCHMITTED TG MiEHTAL HLTH
94 - UEF- AUVISED -CF KIGHT TO APfEAL
942 ] TRANSCRIPT RECEIVED AND FILGU
943 . .. DFF call )
544 —~ A= ORDER - ——
945 "¢ PG FID PAY 8Y CEF ADM
46 ... EPPCAL DISKISSLD
=950 ON SHEET-IN LKROR
960 UEF CALL/WARR QUTSTANUING
970 . .. RELCASL FWCH CUSTLDY
~980 RECGRO“LXPURGED *° -
y99 SPLLIAL CRDLR | ,
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CQUNTYDEPARTMENT(FELONY)COMPUTERSYSTEM(CF9
DISPOSITION CODES -

CRIMINAL COURT ) PAGE

TAORLE  DISP Dlso
Tyis: LOLYE .. cc.. . DZSCZRIPTICN OF DISPOSITINON .. CLOSE
YanLe  pe F1NE Dl P
: 92 FINED/OEPT OF CCRRECTIONS .

{
oot 2230 L FINE L LOST SUSPEMDED el et e e e e
n 02 . .o
C 05 B.C. RELATOR DISLCHARGED .
D & _HeCa MOTION.DISHISS/ANSWER SUSTAINLD _ . _ .
O 07 P.Co PETITION DISCHAPSED
U 09 P.C. MOTIDN DISMISS/EANSWER SUSTAINID
...... | 5 SO 15 AU - - U RS
D 0d
N 0D :
Lo .12 _ . INDICIMENTS QUASHED. DR _DISMISSED oo ol .
o 12 T2UE BILL . :
o 14 CETUSN TO LOWER CQURT ‘
O A5 __AD_BILL._LASES. e e e
G 16 Vel.P./DEPT. .OF CORR” "TIONS ..
D 0) .
o F 8. PuOEATIDR-MEMTAL_ HZAULTH e
D 1S PICG2ATION o .
. © 2) PROZATICN/DEPY. OF LORRECTIDNS
‘D) PPUSATICN/EANS . : e
T 22 PZC3IATICN/ORUG ASUST PROGRAM :
D 232 o7 OSATION RESTITUTION
T 2en  PROBATIONEXTENDED_OR_RECOMMITISO " . ... .
D £.5 - ' )
P> 2¢ ‘DEFENDANT SERLTEINCLED ON PLFA OF GUILTY
t .21 DTEENLANT _SENTENCED_ DN FINDING. o e .
. D 2e LDEFENSANT SENTENCED ON VERDICT
Pon o zo DSLTH SENTENCE
NN 1 IR ¢ 1+ N o e e
©o. 31 JLUINOIS MENTAL HEALTH
n 32 - JAIL-DEPY. OF CORFAECT) OGNS
D 22 0 JAIL=TLL _DERPT _OF COY¥ECTTIONS — ———.
D - 00 . .
G 25 WORE RFLELSE PROGRAM .
D 2& _ CONDITICGNAL _DISCHARBE_ _ _ e
D 27 CTONDITIONAL DISCHSE/DEPT OF CDRRECTIONS
i 28 DISCHARGED G FINDINGS
B 2 _DISCHLPGED _ON_VERDICT. . e e e e
) 40 . DTFENDANT NOT GUILTY
e 3 D1SCRHARGED _
Y42 BISUPLLGEDR. DTUS _LBUSE_RPEOGREM el
o -3 STRICVEN SFF RWITH LELVE TO REINSTATE
i 44 C1SMISS 4TH TIRM . . )
A 45 ___DISCHARGED FOR_WANT OF PRASECUTION_ . . . ._ _.
D 09 '
o 47 NJOLLE PrQS=QU}
O LAY o DRUZ LPUSE PROGRAN
T Lc DEATH SUGGESTID-CAUSE ABATED
b0 50 G/C STAY UF MITTIMUS
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o
anLe Uisp CRl.-InAaL Caurr . ' 2/
JYPE - oCORE ooz . DESGFIPTILN 3F DISPO cLot
S Lo CUNTINUSbMéOE'IbﬁsAC_“”}§L:§LIIDN‘~mm_":}ELQ§§ i
: 2 TRENSFI® Y CHIEF JUSTICE
P BA . L COWTINUED JUSY CALL
I r £s CENTINUSD BENCH TaIal 7T T e e
; to CONTINUED/HOTION STATE
D 5 CONTIMUZD a/c
=D 8 CONTINUED EY AGRECMENT.
o 59 CONTINUED/MOTION DEFENDANT . === e
D : &9 BOND FORFEITURE N ' o ‘
~L _£3._ S0ND FORFEITUSE _VACATED
n €2 BOMD FORFEITURE WARLANT T
5 63 REZITING 3ONS FORFE]TURE
—-D €& ____ MICGEMENT _ON.BIND EnerE]Tus )
D £5 APPELATE COUPT ND. ASSIguEiD e
D 65 FEVISH CQURT 02 REV/FEM NEW TRIAL
s € REVIZh LOURT_DR_pEv/Pam WITH ATRECTIVE
0 £8 CORRECT 2F MACIFY SenTemee o oo oV ES—m
o £c V.0.P. WARRANT LT !
mng ;;- ?@fggy_LDURT“AFPJZEANCE_~ '
r EVIEW COURT QEV/ il 1: ¥ DE T
0 72 NITICE OF APPEAX/;§ZSDUT REF DERT REL
?"g_m ;3’ 12 ANSFER_DF_EUNDS._
LT H-C-/p-C. PETITION WITHOF 2wy T
D 15 ;.E- ;EE.TgIAL—INDICTHENT REZINSTATED
ok H-L._P.LLWITHOUT CosT .
BEHAVIDF CLINIC EXAM UPDESED T o
D 78 PSYCHIATRIC REPORT FILED
_.n 7S JUDGEMENT VACATED.
g £0 PRGEATION TERMINATED SATISEACTORY T T
o 81 . PRO2ATION TERMINATED UNSATISFACTOR
_n g2 DUBLIC DEECNDER fopnynTEn Y
D 82 LRREST WARRART 1SSUsp ‘ T
D o5 CONTEMPT CASES
. ;Z HLRPANT QUASHED :
r . PRZ—SENTENCE INVESTICS N = T ST
D 87 1.swrcTM!.:.r-sztAr.:vzz;'érT:?‘rL)MTI0'q UROERED
_D B REINSTAYEMENT (S.5.1.)  — . .
0 £s. RETNSTATEMENT (V.C.p.y ‘ o
S MOTION TD SUPFEss = | '
R_D_“___QlM“_,_LEINHJIIL&US”JSSUESUSTAIK-p : ' ‘
; g gg PIST CONVICTIONS o T
! PEINSTATEMENT ADJUSTMENTS - . ‘
<4 MISTRIm oo NS, - ]
o o5 RECORD EXPUNGED Tt o
. Ce TUPOR-ZLS: ADVANCED
L ST APPIsmAnCE T
T n g ¥Frenas T T T e
C $2 . CAST Crpsen '
TOTAL DIses 788 T UBEjECTE T Ty
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Appendix D

SAMPLES OF CRIMINAL DIVISION (CFS) REPORTS

—HE-
SAMPLE OF CRIMINAL DIVISION REPORT # CRFLQ72
SUMMARY OF INDICTMENTS, REINSTATEMENTS
AND DISPOSALS .
CRFLUZ2 07}21/11 CLERK OF TME CIRCUIT COURT OF TOOK ébwntv
e TTTmtovtot T otm mmmmommmmmmes N CRIMINAL DIVISION -
e ._.SUMMARY OF INDICTHLNIS, REINSTATEHENTS ANO DISPOSALS L o .
FOR NEEK LNDING 06/30/77
DESCRIPTJON OF CATEGORIES ~- e CURREKNT WEEK~r—m—omem e T —— YEAR TO DATE-—-———-
L KUMBLR CASES ~ NJMBER DEFENDANTS ~ NUMBER CASES  NUMBER DEFEH,
"fiﬂflﬁE.EﬁEEF' PREVIOUS YELRIS) “a . - ~
; ] COMNTEMPY -+ . [ 7
g““_"‘““HABEAS‘tURPUS' 12 12
. POST CONVICTION 37 39
! INDICTHENTS P 24257 2,745
——————-INFORMATIONS Yy~ Tesle 17657
TOTAL NUMEBER OF CASES . _. 3,731 ¢ 4,450
{PENDING 1ASES. CURRENT YEAR™ -~ ) .
;. COKYEMPT Iy 4 13 15
—————ABEL3 CORPL. 8 ' 10 - 45 - <8 -
POST CONVICTION -9 9 . 32 - 32
PHOTCTRENTS 270 323 e & 1,317 1644
— ———=—"INFORMATIONS - - : 358 —_—l— —l:—ﬁ-—z.—m*r ZT39%
'.jor_gﬁ-_r_a_\gn_ac;r_\_g_;__uSES 649 & ___;‘67 . ~F 3,505 ¢ 44133
TOTAL KumMeCR OF ALL PENDING CASES ' Te236 8¢503
______ = SO — —
DISPOSED CASES :
T =T CORTEMPT T - - 2 2 3 — %
o mamuscoeeys s . 26 22
FOST CONVICTION ) 5 o 5 28 24
Tt INDICTRENY S T T T T e e e e ves G2 T s m e G0 mn e e e} (2 QR - e ) 622
oweommamions O S UL SO V1.0 Lo
T10OTAL nurate OF CASES 14037 o 1,280 2¢5€E5 ¢ 3417
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1
SAMPLE OF CRIMINAL DIVISION REPORT # CRFLQ74
T
REPORT OF INDICTMENTS - BY JUDGE SAMPLE OF CRIMINAL DIVISION REPORT # CRFL874
' REPORT OF INDICTMENTS - BY JUDGE
CRFLO74 07721777 CRIHINAL. DI1VISION OF THE CIRCU
COURT
FOR PERIOU ENDING 06730777 ) K ET U R T 0 F T KD T T HENTS— .
TTTTUTTTUTUUGTE CODE B FFESLOTETEEEOR P LTS PO S E D TR LR ATy co
LAST HWEEK ~ THIS MONTH CYEAR TO © CRFLBT4 07/21/71 CRIMINAL DIYISION OF THE CIRCUITT COUVRT "proe J
et T T > — — - - . FOR PERIOD [HDING D&/30/77 ° - s ——p'EPDRT DF 1 RDICTHKENTS Tttt T
. . . B - » . - P2
JUDGE JLNFS 0. CROSSON 26 ¢ N - .- ’ LT T I UDCEE -—:————'tooﬁ—'——"0."1'.0'1(0000" b’I'S P OSED teosovsosesetescs T T 7T e
(JUDGE RICHARD J. FITZGERALD 43 55 5% LAST WEEK THIS KONTH YEAR TO DATE .
{JUCGE RCRERT L. MASSEY 59 ) 35 35 ’ [ e e e ) .
1JUDGE ROBERT J. COLLINS 93 15 < 15 ‘
'JUDGE JAMES MURRAY 97 - — . . JUDGE JAMES D. CROSSON 26 . 1
" i ¢ » O s ' JUDGE RICHARD J. FITZGERALD™ 437 '3 43 7T =195 R— -
.jxggg ﬁﬁ:l\}lf-‘rgf Y:OS;N 99 . 40 - TS 1 L. : JUDGE RORLRT L. MASSEY 59 - 26 24 A7 :
i E. RS EN 101 - - T EEN SE- SE JUDGE ROOERY J. CCLLINS 93 13 13 37
‘JUDGE 8. MACKUFF T 104 - 5 5 M ~JUDGE JAMES HURRLY ="~ 97 : 1 —_—
JUDGE RICHARD L. CURRY 108 3 : . 3 . : JUOGE EAFL STRAYHORN 99 22 zg 52
. N . . ' UDGE KARVIHN E. ALPEN 10t 2
-JUDGE »GAP.E:L\C.) 'H.N»TT_ . 113 . 32 _jUDCF B. BACKOFF "~~~ 104 ¥ B 13 e
JUDGE HWARREN WCOLFSON 114 : X g - - JUDGE RICHARD L. CURRY 108 2 2 4 R
JUDGE RDGER J. KILEY JR. 115 Y JUDGE GARLIND W.WATT 13 21 -2 47 :
Y yepe " ' R R et ol L P RN — SCW ; \ON T .. 9
JUDGE VINCENT AONTIVEN e LU s iV TR By MEA L JUDSE VA N e s X; i
c i BENTIVENGA 117 R X - - 16— JUDGC JCrfl A. NORD3ERG 116 [3 3 21 \
JUDGE SYLVESTER C. CLCSE 121 - 13 12 “JUDGE VINCENT BENTIVENGS 117 g v 16
JUDGE WILLIAH COUSINS JR. 122 : 30 A 35 . JUDGL SYLVESTEX C. CLOSE 121 7 7 12
i "JUDGE BRIAN DUFF™™ 123 28 : 28 : JUDGE WILL1AM COYSINS JR. 122 16 16 2;
; : : BN -2 : S R . “JUDGE DRIAN DUFF ~ """~~~ 7123 1% 16 2 ———
JUDGE THCMAS R. FITZGERALD, 126 - . L 2t19 r a0 T BRI DR AUEAN A AL JUDGE THOMAS R. FITIGLRALD 124 [ [ . 23 -
JUOCGE JOSEPH GURDON Sl2e . Lot L R e e e T JUDGE JOSLPH GOROON 12¢ i
JUDGCE ALBERT GREEZN 129 : I3 e - 3 P “JUDLE ALRERTTCREENT ™ 125 g g it.
" -, - . - . H. ‘. . U .
JUGGE GEC?GE M. MAROVICH 135 13 13 : T e henir  aa H 5 1
JUDGE THOMAS J. O BRIEN. 139 1 T - : ~JUDGE R EUGEKRE P INCHANT 177 % % 3
JUDGE RORIE-JT PALMES 140 ——17Z —— . JUDGE RDBERY L. SrLODOWSKY 145 - 5 24 . 4
JUDGE R. BUGENE PINCHAM. 142 CL0 e paia E il i; Tele, e R JUDGE THLODORE K. SUALiL. 46 6 2 16 !
‘ JUCGE GERALD L. SBARBARD 146 - T iRy e, R .'*"{:f;if.',- PRI ’33825 ::SﬁgAﬁ'::c:{;uS;Hsr B o . n ‘z T
: JUCGE ROBERT L3 SKLOOTCWSKT 145 1T — ey - JUDGE H&L™SR J. ROVALSKI 2 . 2
JUCGE THEODORE M. SWAIN. 146 23 23 ) R JUDCE™ FRARK DI HACKALA® 326 L : : 7 35
JUCZD MARK E. JONES 318 i ‘ : JUDCE UAMTEL 3. RYAN 340 7 o 17
. -JUDGE NORMAN -ATKOR 15 .18 .. JUDGE FRED G. SURIA . 351 18 - 18 - 35
4 GE NORMS TR 'FISK 321 = T, ; - - ~JUDGE HLENRNETH P. WENDT 352 25 25 42—
§ JUDGE WALTER J. KOWALSKIL 322 : Ll R T TR VL JUDGE LOULS WEXLER 353 9 9 23
JUDGE FRANK B. MACZHALA .. 326 Ce i Tap B e JUDGE FRANK J. MILSON 354 14 - 14 31
"JUDGE WAYNE .W.” OLSON 337 sty v mU R L A R S ~-JUDGE, JOMN F. HLCHINGER 358 1 2 1 17
JUDGE OANTEL . P ; = : JUDGE  YHOHLS ROSEARLRG 363 N : Co. 1
; DZNTEL J. RYAN 340 - 15 " 5 Co . : JUDGE LOULS D. GLR1PPD 363 . 21 21 72
! JUDGE FRED G. SUR1TA . 351 31 .ot .3y - B N =+ JUDGE ROBERT J. SULSKID ~ 268 15 15 26 -
{ "JUDGE KERNETH "R WENDT 352 . £T:S 33 JUUGL ALBLPT PORTEK 378 . 2:1!
€ e S T S o L ; JUDCE JLKLS L. STRUNCK 379 10 0
JUDGE LOUX.S WEXLER + 355 & a5 e KIS E- T P S A T JUOGE AUCPEY F.' KaPLAM. «9t—- L — 4 it S ammennmam—————
, JUDGE FRAKK J. WILSOHN S £57 SRS CA SPUA Y ¥ « SRS SR o 40 RN : JUOGE BATTIHCK J. MOVAN, 438 2
i "JUDGE JOHN #o HECHINGER 358 ——— : ABLIY : _ JUDGE TRANCIS J. HLHON. 418 : 7 7 19 -
] JUDGE THOMAS ROSENEBERG 363 L . * o et Qi?f“f::isﬁmu' IR i B 5 T
JUDGE LOUIS B. GARIPPO . 3565 47 . 47 ‘ 1“ JUBGE JAFCS M. BAILLY 599 17 17 55
JUDGE ROBLCRYT Jo SULSKI 348 £1% S 26 JUDLL FRANK . DAPRARD == *==pQ} =—==—s =————f}— =" = ——=——-=srores Q) oo T T 32 s
JUDGE ALBERY PORTER ¢ 378 oo T Y e e . JUDCE ARTHUP L, DUNSE 613 R 5
JUDCE J&PES E. STRUNCK  ~+ 379 > &« . . 'U3g "«i® '-38--4{ Y i
~JUDGE AUBFEY FiKAPLANT 401 : S - R
JUDCE MATTHEW J. MCRAN, 408 -
JULCT FRANCIS J. MAKON. Lld 21 : 21
‘JUDSE HOWARD M." MILLERS =415 I3 : 13
JUDGE JAKES Ko SCTHREIER, 458 . ’ ST e R

e e . mesa o B
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CRFLOTE 07/21/77 CLERK GF CIRCUIT COURT GF COOK COUNTY .
V6730777 CRIHTNAL D A‘TI.B I U N3 l‘ AL T 9 rl-L A L,- K't |4 ({K I 8Y U HAKTULE ‘
CHARGE s'rxx’;'»:-‘swur‘:)'m\"—"“——"c; o W eD rfwu¢a¢u‘”YEAmF*1977-.o\uouu‘j
INOLCTHENTS DEFENDANTS INDICTHENTS DEFENDANTS
IMOICTHENTS - .
CONSPIRACY ETC.™ 2 — g 4 15—
HURDER ’ 12 15 - 13 02
HURGER ETC. A S "_3, ‘317""_  ': |32, .45
ATTEMPT-HURDER e - 7 1T
ATTEVPT HURDER ETC. ' 12 s 79 102
INVOL HANSLAUGHTER L ' N RN T 5 ' 5
TRV MANSLAUGHTER™ETC k - s : Z . -
AGGR KICNAPING ETC A 1 1 2 2
RAPE - o Lo ffﬁ . L, e ; 7 T
RAPE"ETCS - — - — S 31 %0
CONSPIRACY RAPE 1 1 1 1
ATTEMPT~RAPE y N STt ’ 1 :’t. o 4 4
DEVIATE™ SEXUALTASST . Ll ‘ : - A 3
DEV SEXUAL ASST ETC 1 1 5 7
IKDECENT L1B W/CHILD jj:4.' 4 S ‘ 16 16
IND L1B M/CHILD-ETC ' S ; > - 5 -
AGGRAVATEO INCEST | 2 2
PANDERING oo e ‘ - o ST K 4 4
BATTERY™ETCS : . = ‘ - 1 2
'AGGRAVATED BATTERY 1 1 4 “
}AGGR BATTERY ETC. ;o . - D e AR R - 329 51
UKL ANFULTUSES CRCAR B el L i : — I t
ThifT | 4 ’ a7 ‘o

ADAUVHD AQ - SINVANTAIC ‘SINTWLDIANT NO SDILSILVY LS AYVWWNS
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SAMPLE OF CHIIMINAL DIVISION REPORT # CR@3p
SUMMARY S7ATISTICS ON DISPOSITIONS - BY JUDGE CRIMINAL DIVISION REPORT # CR08&0, contd.
CRININAL DIVISION OF T-HE 1 |
. STATISTIGAL REPORT BY JUDG EC A ﬁ ﬁ Uoizrs g 8 g T ; 10 wg
CCRIMINAL DIVISELN OF THE CIRCUITYT COURT CROBO 07/20/7T7 :
STATISTI(CAL REPORY BY JUDGE AND DI!ISPOSI!ITIDN T06/7T . i _
LROBO 07720771, JUDGE JUDGE DANIEL J. wHIYE " Lo comeel
o6/17 DISPOSITIONS © COUNT THIS " COUNT LAST YEAR TO DATE
| _ AONTH BONTH TOUNT
JUDGE JUDGE DANIEL J. WHITE - T Vimeeagt o . ‘ : o
. ] DISPGSITIONS  ° " COUNT TRIS a COUNT LAST © °°  YEAR TO DATE BOND FORFEITURE KARRANT 20 ) 13 ) 68
TTRONTH MONTH COUNT = = : - . —
' i . JUDGCEMENT GN BOND FNRFEITURE 2. . Lo 3 P 17
P.C. PETITION DISCHARGED 1 : 0 1 .
T ) ) : —CCRRECT ORTHODIFY SENTENCE 2 I =
V.0.P./DEPT. OF CORRECTIDHS - . T T S R 2 . - : . :
: . : V.0.P. WARRANT 3 : p .
“PRCOATION —~ ‘ 3 10 : I7 —_ —
Y | ' : NOTICE OF APPEAL FILE 2 S T S - 4
PROPATION/DEPT. OF CORRECTIONS : 3 . 0 3 . A s PR n
T R T . TTRANSFER™OF TUNDST ' C R . T 5
PROBATION EXTENDED CR RECUMMITIED : o ' 0 B 1 A ) S
: ‘ L o ol L L ' BEHAVIOR CLINIC EXAM ORDERED ] 1 : . 3
DEFENDANT SENTENCED DN PLEA GF GUITTY” 15 IS 30 ‘ - P — — —
i - " JUDGEMENT VACATEC. : 0 e e 03 T 1
DEFENDANT SENTENCED QN FINDING ’ S TR 1 7 B A BT
, - - T . T HARRAHY QUASHED - I P — v 40
DEFENDANT SENTENCED CN VERDICT ; 1 N R 3 . b e . A
‘ . AP T e . " PRE-SENTENCE INVESTIGATICN ORDERED 4 4 ' 15
IAIL~DEPT - OPCORRLCTIGNS ' 5 — — & - U - -
' . ’ - - REINSTATENENT (S.0.L.) T s 3 — e
JAIL=TLL. GEPT OF CCRRECTIONS . ! 9 ' : 8 20 . _ . X .
S T , —REINSTATCKRENT (V0P T} . 5 2 1y
"HORK RELEASE PROGRAH R S o ' ’ 2 _ ! ' o . : :
! . Lo S T : ~ LET MIVTINUS ISSUE . ! 6 ok .13
‘DISCRARGED ON FINDIRGS g 3 (3 : — ——T T T T T T ——
' REINSTATEMENT ADJUSTRENTS v IR R R A RSO TN TR §
DISCHARGED N VERODICT 5 1 : T 2 .- A A N
T e , } —HISTRIAU : . v : © T
DEFENDANT HOT GUILTY . Lo T T U e 8. o : .. : , . o
. . R SO RO L L R o= LPPEARANCE . < o2 o . 1)
STEICRENOFF W ITH CEAVE TO REINSTATE z - S 15 - : ‘ T PAGE NO 7" - e :
Co : . : - .. 383 i 378 = < 1,995 .
NGLLE PROSECUI 2 ° < © " CRIMINAL DIVISION OF THRE CEIRCUIT COURT
v G R SRR S - STATISTICAL REPORT-BY JUDGE AND DISPOSITION
0/C STAY OF MITTIKUS | ... ' e O q: L e 3 CROBO TITZO/TY ~ = = Lo nde e v o e B ve
CONTIHUEC-FOR—APP EAL o— . bs by oe/vT Cr T
' a : 63 - JUDCE JUDGE DANILL - WHITE COUNT THIS COUNT LAST YEAR TO DAY
2T { S AGORIE i M ; :
TRANSFER T0 CHIEF JUSTICE 4 9 : CATAGORIES A S LRIl
CONTINUED JURY CALL 3 b 22 - 7 . : .
' ' “ooow . _ INDYCTHENTS RETURMED AND REINSTATED 13 L 31
CONT INUED—BENCH-TRIAL o 2 13 —— L — :
: : INDICTHENTS PENDING 79 ¢ ‘ 79 ;
.CONT IHUED/HOTION STATE 41 _ 44 126 . ‘ R Coe
: INDICTMENTS DISPOSED T : - v
€OmT INUED a/C . 55 e . 55 ¢ : 271 :
C L e ) - INDICTHENTS QUASHED 0 : . 0
“CONFIRUELBY—AGREEMENT— 123 it 34— = — 4
» . . INDICTHENTS TRANSFERRED YD CHIEF JUDGE. ' SR e S s e e e Tk )
CONT INUCD/MOTICN DEFENDANT } : 32 ) . 41 173 : s . . p
BOKD FORFEITURE VACATED wme .~ 4 o T B lileo!els e [ imt s 49" TCONTEHPT™CASES - Y _ o
. CASES ON DAILY COURT CALL 226 C - 453 !
PAGE KO ' CASES CONTINUED L DR 25’1uf.."“¥7"Téz,;'“-"53’:~f7” o3 1
- . .. . Ve PR v ;‘ - . . 1
TURSER—OFJURY TRIATS AT — ) 12 ‘

NUHRER OF JURY DAYS C 5 . o 3]
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CRCIC C2/14/77

CRININAL OIVISION OF THE CIRCUIT COURT - ™

[

01/3177% ' TS T A

TISTICAL.REPCRT BY CHARGE AND ODISPO

SI'TION,

A

. \s ol oyt P

PAEPT IS A S e e J -
trfr . R T A T T L AR R I T

INFCRPETICNS ANC INCICTEHENTS

JUCGE YIMCEANT EENTWENGH

CHARCE CEF1S JURY
TRIAL KAIVER
- - ~C A C A

bt S

MENTAL _HEALTH _CCRRECTICNS._CCRRECIICN

NOT GUILTY #s0v%edvspadvieddsndgdsy § ENT ENCE § 2500240000900 0000400
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