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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 Analysis 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 somewhat greater detail the
procedures by which criminal cases are presented, and examines at length 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. Instead, the following section will give the
reader a basic introduction to the formal éspects of criminal court organiza-

tion in Cook County.
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Description of the Illinois Court System

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 %o the
Chief Justice. Although the mandate of the office is rather lcosely de-
fined (Administrative Office of the Illincis Courts, 1977: 78), at least
one of its major activities is of substantlal 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 wmonthly summary of Cook County statistics is compiled and
submitted to the judges of the court. Sample monthly reports are shown in
Appendix B.1

The Circuit Courts are the courts of general jurisdiction, the trial
courts, for virtually all legal proceedings in Illinois. GCivil and criminal
cases are disposed of in the Circuit Courts, on the basis of the evidence
in such matters. ases in which retrials 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) oxr directly to the Illinois Supreme Court.

0f the twenty-one judicial circuite 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.

1'I.‘he 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.




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 rolé of Chief Judge does not appear to be
clearly defineé, 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 Coock 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 majoxr 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
secti&n 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.




FIGURE 1

CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
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The Municipal Department 1s subdivided dnto six Municipal districts,
each of which 1s adminlstered by a presiding judge. These districts are
geographically based as illustrated in Figure 2; the First District 1s the
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
types of cases they handle.2 Appendix A lists the locations of the Branches
which make up the First Municipal District.

The First District differs from the suburban districts in that no felony
trials are heard there. Preliminary hearings are held in all Municipal
Districts, but in the First District only those felony cases in which the
defendant enters a guilty plea, or which are dismissed are disposed of in the

Municipal District. TFelony trials from District One take place in the County

Department Criminal Division. TFelomy trials are held in the suburban districts,

but at the option of the state's attorney, a trial can be transferred to the
County Department Criminal Division. This option is frequently exercised
when a notorious case is involved.

Unlike the geographically-based districts of the Municipal Department,
divisions in the County Department are defined by the types of cases which
they handle. Hence, within the County Department, the Criminal Division

handles only felony cases, and the branches or courtrooms which make up the

ZActually, the specialization of judges and courtrooms is more prevalent
in the First District than any of the others since the volume of cases in the
city is much higher than in the suburban districts. Figures for criminal
cases begun in 1977 indicate that nearly 6 times as many criminal cases were
begun in the lst District (301,603) as in all the suburban districts combined
(51,022) (Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts, 1977: 181). This
difference in volume leads to some differences in record keeping which will
be discussed later in this report.

2

“These branch court locations, and the judges assigned to the Criminal
Division courtrooms may have changed since this list was published. The lists
are included here onlvw to demonstrate the number and functions of these
branches and courtrooms.,




FIGURE 2

COOK COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT - MUNICIPAL DISTRICTS
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Voters, 1975 "Criminal Justice Study Manual,” '



Criminal Division sometimes specialize in particular felony cases. Appendix

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

to them.a

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 courtrocms 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 Cock 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
Office.5

The Annual Report of the Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts

gives somewhat more detailed information, particularly regarding the operatiom

4See footnote 3 on previous page.

The content and format of this report may change with the unification of
data processing inx the Gook 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 COURT OF COUK COUIY
CRIMINAL DIVISION, COUNTY DEPARTHCHT

" STATISTICAL

REPORT FOR __ JUNE

(month}

‘

REPORT 4-CR

PR Y

L1977 ..

Trend of Cases Charging Defendants With Offenses In the Criminzl Division

~ REPORT 5-CR

Disposition of Befendanls During The Period

Cases Cascs Ponding Cases Filed cases Cases - Cases Pending
Comsrenced at Start During Pericd Reinstated Gispcsed Of at kEnd
By of Period 9 Ouring Pericdi During Feriod of Feriod
Indictment 3487 211 43 512 3229
, | Information 3446 331 2 510 -~3259
Total 6923 542 45 1022 6488

-

. 1. lumber of Defendants Dispesed of During The Pericd Where Chzrge was Comamsnced By:

2.

(~)

Total*

Indictrent
(B) Information _ 647

663

(v

—1310

" 4Total of §iem 1 musi cqual totals of items 2 and 3. -

Kumber of Defendants tiot Convicted During The Pericd: ;
Charge Disinisszl By 1 fcquitted By UnviL to be
Coi siznced o 1 Hoile Otnar . . Tricd/Saen-
Y SCL Frosscd Discharae Court Jm.n") {ually Danaen
Indictment 111 38 87 52 9 1
Information 53 37 43 3g - - 8 7
. N . - . * e
Tota s 164 75 130 -1 109 17 5
3. lumber of Convicted Defendants Sentenced During The Period:
- Charge Convicted by
Contnenced Sy Guilty.Plea Couri Jury .
- Indictment " 305 ' 35 ‘15
Informalion 195 50 15
Totals 301 ' 85 " 30
4. Number of Writs anc Petitions Filed & Disposed of During The Pericd:
: Humber of Writs & Pelitions
Filed { _ vispcsnd ov
Habeas forpus 11 8’
Pest-Conviction 9 s
L Probation, d
Fodify/Ravoke Conditional Discharce, or
Pericdic lmprisomiznt . 65
Expungcmcnkt / 148

5‘

Huber of Defendants. fmmanded From Reviewd

ng Court for Resenfencing only:- 42
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FIGURE 3 (CONT'D)

. . REFCAT SA--CR .

IR THE CRIMINAL DIVISION, COUNTY DOPARTHELT, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
TYPE OF SEHTENCE* TiPOSED O DEFFIEANTS

DURIES  yipqp y 195 '
. Humber of
. Sentence Imposed INF . Defondants
1) Death o . L o L s e e e e e e e e e e e et e e e s
(2) Imprisonment (I11. Dept. Corrections) . - o v v . v v o . 0291 |, 208

{3) Imprisonment (111, Dept. Corrections) ard Fine . ., . . . . ¢ v o «
(4) Periodic imprisomnment {I11. Dept. Corrections) . . . « . . . % &
(5) Periodic Imprisonment (111. Dept. Corrections) and Fine
{6) Pericdic Impriscnment (Cock Co. Dept. Cervections) .

{7) Periodic Imprisonment. {Cool Co. Dept. Cerirections) “nd Fine

(&) Probation only--No Discretionery Conditions . . ... . . . .%?% « . - 98 .
(8) Probation and Periodic Imprisomment . . . . . . . . el e e e e

(10) Frobation and dail , . . . . . e e e e e B8 36
{11y Probation and Fine. . .. .. . . .. T AP

(12) "Probation, Periodic Imprisonment and Fine . , . . . . e e e e e e

(13). Prebatien, Jail and Fine O
{(¥4) Probation and Othear Dwscrctwon:rj Conditions .

a s e s e s 2 e &« a o

(15) Conditional Dischairge only--Kec Discretionery Cenditions A <2
(16} Cenditional Discharge and Pericdic Impriscoment . . 0 . . . . . . .
(17) Conditional Discharge and Jail . . . . . . . e e e e e e e e e
18} Conditional Discharge and Fine . o vov v s v o v v % e s e e s
(19) Conditional Discharge, Periodic Imprisomment and Fine ., . . . . ..
(20) Conditfonal Mscharge, Jailand Fine . . . . . .. . .. .. SR
{21} .Conditional’zlscharge and Qther Discfetionayx Condiffons e e o s s
(22) 38T 0MIY v v e e e et e e e e e e e e e e e e T 6
(23) FINE ONlY . i v v i v v e e e e e e Pl s .:. e e e v 1
(26) Jail and Fine . . v i i i e e e e e e e e e e
(25) UnTit to be SENENCed , v v v w v v v ove v ote v o a e o ee Lo 1
(26) Other (specify) ' - .
TOTALS o v oo v tve e e .. 468, ° 356

Do not include scnto :nces. inposed on u*obut;or revocat 10w,hearings and sentences imposed’
after remandment from rcvuov1nn court for rescn*ﬂnr1ng.

B O T L S S S
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Summagf

While the rest of Illinois is divided into judicial circuits which

handle all types of legal matters, Cook County is a special case. The Cook

County Circuit Court is divided into a Municipal and a County Department.
The two Departments are subdivided geographically and/or functionally, as
follows: Municipal District One covers Chicago only, and Districts Two
through Six cover the Cook County suburbs. These Municipal courts process
all kinds of cases, including felonies, though District One handles felonies
to disposition only if there is a plea or dismissal. The County Department
takes in the whole county, but its criminal caseload is confined to :..lonies;
it functions as the trial court for all felony cases from Municipal District
One and for some cases transferred from the suburbs.

The next section of this report will describe the actual processing of
felony cases in Cook County Circuit Court, to prepare the researcher for
working with the different methods of record-keeping employed by the two

Departments.
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THE PROCESSING OF FELOMY 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 MUNICIPAT, 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 po%nt, reviewing the State's evidence to
determine whether there is probable cause to believe the defendant has
committed an offense.

For misdemeancrs, 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 defeadant
"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 '"no 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 or 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.



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).

Defendant 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 Attorney.

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

7
informally.

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

the Administrative Office of the Illinois
the Clerk's records show them as "S.0.L."
"DWP" (Dismissed for Want of Prosecution)
Prosequi, indicating the prosecution will
C for a full listing of disposition codes
Departments.

Courts does mot count them separately,

(Striken with Leave to Reinstate),
and "Nolle Pros" (short for Nolle
proceed no further). See Appendix
used in the Municipal and County
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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. Rut
because this highly routine procedure is the first stage in the t¥rial 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 fregquent 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. TIn 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 speclalization 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
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defendant has entered the plea voluntarily. In very rare instances, a
tried case may be retried in the County Department, but usually the Linal
judgement signals the close of the case at that level.
Summarizing seven poéSiEié”béthéVWHiéﬁvféionv 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 sentence offer irduces
defendant to plead guilty. Case is disposed of by plea.

c. Same as 2a.) above, but no satisfactory agreemesnt 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.
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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 ¢losed 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.

Summarg

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 Mhhigfpal“Diétriéﬁzwéé“fhey 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



-19-

plead to the charges} generally, plea negotiations begin after a plea
of not guilty. TFrom this point, cases may be settled through plea
bargaining, dismissed on motion of the State, or tried by a judge or
jury.

In the next sections, the Clerk's office will be described and

its manual and computerized record-keeping systems will be explained.
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THE CLERK'S OFFICE BND THE NATURE OF COURT RECORDS

The Organization And Role of The Clerk's Office

The Clerk of the Circuit Court is responsible for keeping the records
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 recards of the Criminal Divi-
sion, and each of the districts of the Municipal Department has its ocwn
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 before the court. Each case must

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

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
aggregate figures regarding the number, kind and disposition of cases
brought before the court are generated on a regular basis. In addition to

being supplied to the Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts, these

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 informaticn on the events
involved in the processing of a case. As a source of research data its
completeness is a significant advantage. In many Circuit courts outside of Cook
County, where automated data processing systems are unavailable, it is the
only source of individual case level data. It also has disadvantages which
can make computerized data more attractive.

A significant disadvantage in Cook County i1s 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 faghion 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 reccrd does not contain

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



amounts of bail set, or whether or not bpond is made. In 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 demcgraphic information about the defendant.

- Preliminary Hearing Court Sheet

- D Bond
These documents are issued by the Municipal Department during the
initial stages of the case's processing. The court sheet documents all
dispositions in 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.
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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

documents:

Indictment Date

Information Date

Offense

Date of Birth (age)

Sex

Race

IR# (Incident8
Report Number)

Date of Probable
Cause Finding

Witness Memo

Indictment Oxrder

Witness Memo

Information Order

¥ ltness 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

8 .
An identifying number used by the Chicago Police Department.

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. Limited 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 markevws 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 sheet: 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 the Illinois Law Enforcement Commission

(ILEC), to design a more comprehensive and versatile computer system.
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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. In the estimation of one employee in the Clerk's cffice,
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 rctord 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 impossib}e through any single computer report to
obtain a complete record of the processing of any felony case £hat 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 (CIS)

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 Depsurtment 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 currxently in use. To say that the
system operates on-line means that information is stored in a manner which
allows it to re immediately retrieved in visual or printed form. The

visual display of information is accomplished through the use of screens
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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 incident into 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 & single incident are identified by
one case number, but individual charges against each defendant within the
case are identified as well. ZEBach charge is givea 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 is established through a precess which the
Clerk's office calls "Initiation." Tnitiation 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. Suburban 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:



- 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 amount if bond is made (nothing is recorded if
bond is not made)

- Next Court date, time and location

Once the computer record is initiated when a complaint is filed, the
CRT operator updates the record after each subsequent court appearance. In-
formation regarding the disposition of the case and the scheduling of the
next court date and location are communicated to the operator by the clerk in
the courtroom, through the use of a Daily Court Sheet (illustrated in Figure 4).
The court sheets for each courtroom list the cases which appeared in the
courtroom that day and their dispositions and schedulings. Codings are done
on certain items, such as the dispositions and judges, by a coder working
with the CRT operator. These sheets are then used directly by the operator

to update records. Disposition codes are listed in Appendix C.
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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 oxders which may be reinstated are maintained

for 90 days. 014 cases are purged from the active file and placed on a

Em—
Actually, more extensive case initiation procedures would be wasteful for
the lst District to utilize, at least with regard to felony cases, until
the pending unification of the CIS and CFS$S 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 available to the researcher.
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Storage tape approximately once a month. The stcorage tape is called a

Case History Tape and will be maintained permanently.lo 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 errcr. 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. TFor 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
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The CIS also 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 dispositionsg 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 ftrouble lies in the fact that it is not easy o 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 transferred 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 regearch interest involves studying the

processing of all felony cases.
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The basic unit of analysis for the County s, stem is the case. A "case"
ig treated in the Criminal Division as all charges arising cut of a single
incdident. This is the same definition as that used by the Municipal Depart-
ment., When an information is filed by the State's Attorney, or an indictment
is returned by a grand jury, the case is given a number by the Clerk's
office. Beth 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 also sometimes included. Additional information
about the case is vontained in a document prepared by the State's Attorney
for the grand jury; this "Witness Memorandum" is available 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. Purged

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

Criminal Division (CFS) Statistical Reports

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

1) CRFL 020; Case History Report (weekly and yearly). The yeaxrly
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.

2) 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.

3) 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.

4) 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.

5) 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.

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

Dispositions by charge are shown for each judge.
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7) CR 198; Modified Case History Report (monthly). Shows cases disposed

of and defendants sentenced during the month.

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 carn 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
text and appendices.

Each Department has the usual manual record-keeping system involving
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 4n 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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Appendix A

BRANCH COURT LOCATIONS IN MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT
ASSIGNED JUDGES AND COURTROOMS IN COUNTY

DEPARTMENT




BRAHCH 5

Room 1410 Daley Certer

Randolph & Clark

.
-

Bn knu}‘ 20 - ?-1

11,3 ~8260

‘Room 1402 Daley Center

Randolph & Clark
-BRANCH 25

" Room 102 - 26th. & California |
oh2-3373

BRANCH 26

Room 1).00 -~ 1121 S.

" BRANCH 27

4h3~8268

‘State

BRANCH COURT LOCATIONS - FIRST MUNICIPAL DIs I RICT

. CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT

hh§-8033

Room lf~ 3151 V. Harrison

BRANCH 28

44340653

7ud. floor - 100 5. Racine

BRANCH 29

Roor 1l 2452 e Belgnﬂt

~ BRANCH 30

11,3 -8038

4698

Room 1109 - Daley Center
Rsndoloh &.Clark Z 2:00 PM

RRERCH 31 -

L3-14532

Room 1109 -~ Daley Center
Randolph & Clurk ~ §:30 AM

W3- 4532
BRANCH 13
20d. {loor - 113 W. Chicago
-8035
BRARCH 3L ~\ bh3-8035
hh3 bﬁLZ

BRI‘ NCH 38

~2nd. floor - 8”55 S. Dxchange

L43-05308

Room 800 - 1121 S.

State
T

:)‘t.

...38_' " .

N

BRANCH 41
Room 900 - 1121 S. State -L43-8024

"BRANCH 1,2

!z

Room 2 - 2&52 W. Belmont Ave.
hh3 -4577 - 78
BR&NCH L3

" BRANCH 49

2nd floor - G37 N, Yood St.

b4 3-14652
BRANCH LL

Room LG2 ~ 26C0 S. California Ave.
64,2-32C7 .
BRANCH L6 .

Room @ - 321 N. la Salle S%t.
th ~6026

BRANCH L8

Room 2 - 151 W. 5lst. St..
. 1438843

2nd.  floor - 6100 S. Racine Ave,

) -80LF
BRANGH 57 ble3 -BOLS

Rooa 101 - 2600 S. Califer nia Ave.

542-3072

BRANCH 58 -

Room 1401 ~ Daley Center. - 2:00 PH
th 8277

BRANCH 59

Room 1401 ~ Daley Center - 2:CC FM

* BRANCH 60 bad- 8q7?
937 N. Yood St. - 2nd. fioor

* BRANCH 6L #43"80F1
Roon. 1000 -- 1121 S. btg;e ct.
BRANCH 65 L43-6258
Room 800 - 1121 &. Statc St.

L4L3-E021
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g’y
< BRANCH COURT LOCLTICNG

.

BRANCH 66

"Roonm 502 - 2600 S. Californla
oh2-3193

BRANCH 6@
”T**"“*—“
Room 1104 --Daley Center

Rardolph & Clark - 9:30 AM
. o hL3- L5046

. BRANCH 62

‘Room 1401 - Daley Center

. LL3-4538

" BRANCH 91 -
Room 1303 - Daley Center

L43- 8144 - 45

BRANC 95

- Room 102 - 321 N. La Sal’e St
2:00 PM

443-6030

BRANCH 96
"ond. floor.- 321 N:

La Salle St

" 443-6055

BRANCH_97 S
Room 1408 - Daley Center
443 8202

g:30 AK -

BRANCH 98

2nd. floor - 937 N. ¥cod St.
11:00 Al L43-8CL1

SUPERVIZEOR:

BOND nRITIxG FACILITIES

Night Bond racilities
2600 S. California ive.

8:30 AM to 10:00 PM
; 542-3155 | |

nght Bond Facilities

Room 1100 -~ 1121 S.
L1,3-8034
8:00 PM to 3:00 AM

State St.

Day Bond Facilities
Room 1100 - 121 S. State St.

b3 -803%

L43-8034
542-3155

1121 S. State St.
2600 S. California
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COURTROOM LOCA'TIONS, 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
PROXIMITY TO JAIL. ALL COURTS HAVE PUBLIC DEFENDERS.

JUDGE RICHARD J. FITZGERALD. 404

JUDGE FRANCIS J. MAHON 4o =
“'; JUDGE FRAWK W. .BARBARO 500
| o JUDGE JAMES BAILEY . . 504
JUDGE FRANK J. WILSON " . 506
] JUDGE LOUIS B. GARIPEO 600
JUDGE FRED G. SURIA, JR. - iwebz
- JUDGE WILLIAM COUSINS, JR. 604
_ ' JUDGE JOHN J. MORAN : 606
JUDGE FRANK B. MACHALA . 7100

“".* JUDGE R. EUGENE PINCHAM 702 )
. JUDGE JAMES E. STRUNCK - 704
) " " JUDGE EARL E. STRAYHORN ©T 706

_ RICHARD J. DALEY CENTER-MAINLY DEFENDANTS THAT ARE OUT ON BOND.,
L PUBLIC DEFENDERS IN COURTS IN PARLNTHESES. '

JUDGE BENJAMIN MAC..JFF " 1510

i .-JUDGE WARREN D, WOLFSON ~ ™~ ¥ 1503
JUDGE BRIAN DUEF . o 1504
- .jUDGE DANIEL J. WRITE | ' (1505)
o .- - . JUDGE MARK E. HONES . 1506
' JUDGE ROBIRT L. MASSEY . 1510
JUDGE KENNETH R. WENDT © (2105)
‘ JUDGE LOUTS A. WEXLER ' 2106
i JUDGE AUTREY F. KAPLAN (2303) .
o JUDGE DANIEL J. RYAN - 2304
JUDGE ROBERT COLLINS . 2307

JUDGE ALBERT ,GREEN ' (2309)
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MAYBROOK COURTS BUILDING-HAS BOTH ON BOND AND IN
. CUSTODY DEFENDANTS WITH PUBLIC DEFENDERS IN ALL COURT
"*  ROOMS. Most cases here arise our of Police Areas 3 or 4. ARRESTS .

.l

. JUDGE ROBERT J. SULSKI J 101
JUDGE VINCENT BENTIVENGA F 105
JUDGE ADAM N. STILLO : E 106

"+ JupGE ROGER KILEY : D 107

- JUDGE ANTHONY J. SCOTILLO C 108
1340 S. MICHIGAN COURT-HAS MAINLY IN CUSTODY DEFENDANTS. THERE
ARE ALSO 3 COURTROOMS DESIGNATED AS RECIDIVIST COURTS. ALL COURT-
ROOMS HAVE PUBLIC DEFENDERS. )

" JUDGE GARLAND W. WATT TS
JUDGE JONN A. NORDBERG 202
'JUDGE HOWARD MILLER (RECIDIVIST) 203
JUDGE ROBERT L. SKLODOWSKI® . 501 . ot

RN
K3

. JUDGE THOMAS FITZGERALD (RECIDIVIST) 502

JUDGE GEORGE MAROVICH . 503
) * JUDGE THOMAS CAWILY . . 601
% . JUDGE LAWRENCE I. GENESEN o 602
. "7 JUDGE THEODORE SWAIN 701

JUDGE SYLVESTER CLOSE (RECIDIVIST) 702
JUDGE ROMIE PALMER -~ 703
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Appendix B

SAMPLE MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORTS
PRODUCED BY THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE

OF THE ILLINGIS COURTS
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE [LLINOIS COURTS

Roy O. GULLEY

DIRECTOR
SurreME COURT BuILDING 30 NoRTH MICHIGAN AVENUE
SPRINGFIELD 682706 CHIcAaGO BOGOR2

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.

Probate

The first "fruits'" of the complex physical inventory taken in the
Probate Division have been realized. TFor 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. '

e

And this, apparently, is only the "tip of the iceberg". In a
matter of weeks the staff of the Probate Divisipn will make their way
into the 1969 files.

. Madden
ctor

WMM/ ad
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE ILLINOIS COURTS

Roy O. GULLEY

DIRECTOR
SupREME COURT BUILDING 30 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE
SPRINGFIELD GR706 CHICAGO 80602

STATISTICAL REPORT ON THE CIRCUIT COURT
OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS FOR  FEBRUARY 1979

© TREND OF CASES IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

- - .- e ea .- . -

cmnm* m PARTHEH\‘
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! | swons | 32288| 1771 | ol o
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woae | MGG dkee ] 7143 13600 721 0]
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ROU\]NG R 24 T ST H.O‘— ...........
oNt o e L A SR
PATCSNITY Ak
THRY N T T
S1x okorenle vioatons X YUy eUoae A
L Jwene 39941} o 1T T 015994111 1662807
e weameon | swows | | 217000 |452466 | 713 | 0| 453179 207099 | 22682
.Wg!m’uo wuLs 360016 ;46"670’@? J__A_l‘429 1.0 467498 7.787’7:_9_70_1 373670 +l3654

FOOT\OTTS (%) Freliminary {igurcs on pending counts in the Probate Division and Munlcipal District One will be forthcoming,
(A} Paternity actions are not yet accountable {n the 1st, 3rd, and 4th Municipal Districts; (***) Includes Auto Forfeltures:
(a) Computer adjustment of -1 casey {b) Computer adjustment of +3 cases; (c¢) Computer adjustment of +1 case; (d) Computer
adjustment of -3 Law jury cases and 43 Law noun-jury cases, but does not include 171 Law jury and 63 Law non-jury cases on
Special Calendars (Milltary, appeal, bankruptey, and iosurance ligquidation); (e) Indicates 2nd month of high voluwe of new
Tax cases {1led in the Law Division; (f) Indicates terminations as a result of Special Call on Tax Objections; (g) Indicates
high volume of new civil Non-Support cases; (h) Tudicates large number of terminations reported by Probate Ddvision as a
result of {nveatory and Includes 8 cases cloged on Petitions for Spread of Records; (1) Tncludes 55 cases filed apainst
adults for abuse of children per General Order 78-9; (3) Includes 40 cases terminated against adults for abuse of children
per General Order 78-9; (k) Tncludes 47 Indictwments transferred to Suburban Municipal Districts; (1) Does not include ter-
winativns on those Indictments heard in the 2nd and 3rd Municipal Districts; (m) Does include non~jury transfer cases;

(n) Tndicates lst month of new Tax cases filed in specific Municipal Districts; (o) Includes some Felony terminations which
should be credited to judges in the Crimlnal Divisiony (p) Does not {nclude Paternity actions, pending Felony preliminary
bearings and pending Misdemeanor and Ordinance Violations in the lst Munjcipal District; (g) Indicates results of Special
Call on Housing cases in the lst Municipal District; and (r) Includes both moving and parking violstions.
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SMALL CLATIMS
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SOTNOTES: (X)) Paternity actions not yet accountable in the Ist, 3vd, and 4th Munfcipal Districts; (**) Indicatcs thc teends
of charges and not cases per CIS Computer System; (***) Tncludes both parking and moving violations; (*#**) Includes Auto
Forf. itures: (a) Does include non-jury transfer cases; (b) Inventories soupht in these case catepories; (c) Indlcates
1., swth of pew Tax cases f1led in these Municipal Districts; (d) Tneludes civil Paternity actions only filed, and terminated
{4 wne lst Municipal District; (e) Indicates high volume of new Felony charpes filed in these Municipal Districts; (f) In~
<icates continuation of a Special Call on parking violations in the 2nd Municipal District; (g) Tndicates results of Special

1:1 on parking violatiens in the S5th Municipal District; (h) Indicates high volume of new Housing cases f{iled in the 6th
hawicipal District; (i) Includes some Felony terminations which should be credited to judges in the Criminal Division;
{3} Indicates results of inventory oa Tax cases 1n the 2nd Hun{cip?l Districc, (k) Daes noc include Paternity actions,

o Y _a Mo B mdant Dbl ab g )
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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 & | opurine DURING DURING DURING DURING TOTALS
L | EARLIER | 31975 1976 1977 1978 1979
W | Ly | 1623 | 7182 | 10074 | 13194 | 15014 | 1086 48173%
oses | | Fibiddwonory | 3.4%| 14,98 20.98| 27.4% 31.23) 2.2%| 100.0%
OVER won. | PEbinG 12 104 585 | 3023 | 6103 | 2715 12542%
05,000 4 qury Froreral T T
O ISR A B 71 () “WH”U”¢JP"_QFly 0.8% 4.7% 24.1% 48.7% 21.?% 100.0%
*Does not include 171 Law jury and 63 Law non-jury cases on Special Calendars.
: AGE OF LA JURY CASES DISPOSED OF DURING THE PERIOD*

T T T T 1974 v ounine DURING DURING | -DURING DURING TOTALS
LAY JURY CASES | mmIR O} o975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 |
DURTHG THE ' HUMBER 254 492 182 190 187 6 1311
PERIOD et ' o

PUKUHME 19. 4? 37 .5% 13.9% 14.5% 14.3% 0.4% 100.0%
1'lnc1udes }L1£1p1e dispos1t\ons of cases. .
AGE OF LAW KON-JURY CASES DISPOSED OF DURING THE PERIOD*

T T T T T T T T 1974 « | buring | OURING | DURING | OURING | OURING oTALS |
LAY HON-JURY CASES EARLIER 1975 197§ 1977 1978 1979
DISPOSED OF T T B —
DURING THE NUMBER » 6 13 379 173 132 62 765
PERIOD i e L e — : N .

MRQHUmE 0.8% 1.7% 49.5% 22.6% 17 .3% 8.1% 100.0%

Lo —c - ok USROS U VUU IO D, OO S,

*Inciudes mu1t1p1e d1sp051tions of cases.
LAW CASES TERMIMATED OURING THE PERIOD
e e e e e oo e o e e e e s e e e e -
AVERAGE
NUMBER OF NUMBER OF MONTHS ELAPSED
« TERMINATIONS TERMINAT IONS BETWEEN DATE OF
TERMINATIONS CREDITED PER JUDGE FILING AND DATE
BY CLERK N ) ‘ OF TERMIMATION
NON- NON- NON-
JURY JURY JURY JURY JURY JURY
ASSTGRHENT OUDGE 366 481 183 241 26.4 248
" bRe- TRIAL auosas . 376 | 10 54 1 37.9 16.3
HOTJON OUDGFS 127 73 32 18 1.0 9.8
FULL- TIME TRIAL JUDGES* 363 30 15 1 46.4 14.4
PART TIME TRIAL JUDGES** 60 6 8 1 46.1 13.2
HO PROGRESS CALL 19 165 19 165 21.9 | 20.4
10IAL“** 1311 765 28 17 35.3 21.8

*Includes only judbcs who spnnt 75% or more of their time hearing Law cases.

**Includes only judpes who spent less than 75% of their time hearing Law cases.

*#**poes include tutliple dispositfons of cases., but does not include 13 Law Jury and 82 Law non-jury
cases terminated by judges in the Miscellancous Section.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION, LAW JURY TRIAL S&CTION
DURING FEBRUARY 1979

-

AVERAGE TIME INTERVAL BETWEEN DATE OF FILING AND DATE QF TERMINATION OF LAW JURY CASES

CASES TERMINATED B8Y VERDICT

oo | VERDICTS. O TLTNG AND DATE OF VERDICT ¥
REACHED DURING A
THE PERIOD MAXINOM | WINIMUM | AVERAGE
STANLARD 44 73.6 8.5 45.3
SPECIAL 0 - - -
TOTAL n “73.6 8.5 | 45.3

*Reflects only time case is handled in Law Division.

CASES TERHKRATED BY ANY MEANS INCLUDING VFRDICT

- MONTHS ELAPSED BETWEEN DATE OF
TOTAL NUMBER OF '
CALENDAR | CASES TPRIGNATED™ FILING ANG DATE OF VERDICT
DURING THE PERIQD {ers: - omemme yomommmece g oo cme ]

I MAXTMUM yINIMUM N AVERACE“”

STANDARD 1308 100.5 - 0.8 35,3

specIAL | 3 1 66.3 42.0 | 55.8

TOTAL ) 1311 100.5 0.5 i;giéf*
f%“:;z?’%o";“‘;zf*fe%%Pm’f‘sn‘”‘sggzzsal cotendars: ~

ANALYSIS OF LAW JURY CASES PROCESSED BY THE TRIAL JUDGES OF THE LAW DIVISION
COMPARISONS WITH PRECEDING YEARS

— et e e e e m e —. .
NUMBER OF LAWY JURY CASES NUMBER PERCEN; OF CON- | LAW JURY TRIAL JUDGES
R B TR TESTED VERDICTS frmeemmmrreem e s o e o s s
TOTAL TOTALX ) oot opg | TO TOTAL CASES | SUBSTANTIALLY
ADDED TE&MINATED ‘!ERHINATED * FULL=TIME PI\RT “‘IME
NUMBER FOR Feb '79 1397 1245 44 3 5/ 24 S'f*
'79 HONTHLY AVLRI\Cr_ 1373 1290 38 3.» 0% 27 5
178 NONTHLY AVERAGE 1526 1281 44 3.4% 30 9
J
77 MONTHLY AVERAGE 1450 1083 36 2. 8[, 27 2
A 4 b Wt R A e W ek <o e B DU UV USROS PR U VI S b e AR ¢ - et Stk o i e P o Wy NSl s i il
'76 MONTHLY AV!:RAGE 1417 1051 43 4, 1/ 27 8
‘75 mﬂHLYAVHmGE 1480 1097 42 - 3.8% 24 ]

*For purposes of analysig, all jury verdicts are considered contested.
“*Tncludes 2 Downstate judges and 6 Cook County judges on vacation.
“%%Does not include multiple dispositions of cases.
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lJUVENILE'

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 TRANSFER COURT

a
CALENDARS e T SOL TO OTHER | -
. Without With Other COURT® FINDING

,ffijﬂ.ch'ce Prejudice

TOTAL

| nDelinquency® 126 3 13 A 0 199 785 -

Dependency/Neglect® 38 0 20 1 0 165 224

MINS/Minors'incNeed 36 0 9 0 0 62 100
of Supervision

Paternity & Waiver 0 3 34 4 0 . 3 44

O . - P P O T P

Custody 0 0 0 10 0 4 - 14

T .
SUBURBAN: 5
District 2 17 0 0 0 0 17 4

l District 3 36 -0 0 0 0 20° 56

District 4 6 0. 0 6 0 11 23

_ District 5 " 16 0 v 2 0 12 30

District 6 37 0 1 1 0 8 A7

; Adult Prosecutions® 0 0 0 23 0 17 40

| niscellanecous 1 0 0 3 1 5 10
Totals 313 6 70 - 494 1 523 1407

Itricken of f with Leave to Reinstate.

h]ndicates court approval for such actions as trying juvenile as an adult in felony casé, etc.
Theludes only City of Chicago -~ District 1 cases.

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

Includes cases {iled against adults for abuse of children per Cook County General Order 78-9.
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IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY DURING- FEBRUARY 1979
AGE OF PENDING LAW CASES
& DUR U il OURTHG BURTNG
DISTRICT 1 i | 107 | 1678 | TS | TR | WG | voms ]
LA - 2‘53?,%26 311 1208 2397 | 4862 | 5135 487 | 14400
CASES e TORY 2.2% | 8.4% | 16.6% | 33.8% | 35.6%| 3.4%| 100.0%
D800 | wor. | Bt 18 | 826 | 1062 | 7788 | 18020 | 10847 | 38561
YO T oAy 0.1% | 2.1% | 2.6%| 20.2%| 46.7%| 28.1%| 100.0%
1974 %7 DURING™ T "DURING |~ YURTNG T "GURING 1 OURING ~ T Toras ]
AL — cilien | 1975 | 1676 | 1977 1978 | 1579 | T
LAW Ry L PooiNe 1 20 7 o25 | 110 241169
CASES e EToRy 0.6% | 1.2% | 4.1%| 14. 8% | 65.1% | 14.2%| 100.0%
$15,000 [ ) UHGER 3 16 17 60 36 81 213’
OR LESS | GURY [ % OF TOTAL - PR Il e
PEHDING. INVENTORY 1. 49:'1« 7.5% 8.0% ] 28.2% ,‘ZE“"Q% "i‘B ,'C}@ ) MJOO‘A O«:J
[ 197474 DURTHG DURTHG DURTNG BURING ™ T TDURING ™ T "rem o]
- EIAS.‘T.RICTAE_” g HRLIER {1975 1976 1977 1978|1979 | Totms
LAW sry  |nowomws o4 0 0 11 83 200 | 11 ¢ 306
T R A — A 0 3.6% | 27.1%) 065.7%| 3.6% | 100.0% ]
5,000 ke | R 0 2 L2 205 127 350
PSRy 08 oA T T e T T TS 4°/ | " 58.6% | 36.3%| 100.0% |
e bl oPruotne JwvENTORY [ Y f U.0ep L.d% dew o i TR
TG4 URIETT ) BURIAG T URIRG T BURING T DURING T T
_DISTRICT 4 o BRI TS Mee 1 NeRS | R ] e | roms ]
HUMBER
W | gury |FENDING 0. 7| a2 | _ea| 28| 4| 383
CASES AL . 0 2.0% | 6.2%| 26.1%| G64.6%| 1.1%| 100, o%
15,000 T T U NUMBER B - T T - o
;R e | o |t 0 2 4 18 | 180 162 | 366 |
JUR % OF 10 " ” ’ . ]
l_.__.-.,w_._-mw-.. on L PENDING THVENTORY 0 W_*__“‘O‘s'a 1 .l%mmw‘4:9m - 49f'29 44.3% J(_wl_‘oo 0
S TO7E Y BURTHG T T DURLEG YT OURINE T T U T DORING T e s
_DIEEPEETS L EA%BI%R 1975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | TOTAS
NUNBER A i y
LAY sy Lrenone b O 0 1 42 Lid | la |20
CASES oy |0 0 0.5% | 20.9%| 71.6%| 7.0%| 100.0%
epoogll I 0 1 0 5% | 196% | 115 363
ORLESS | NURY i g qarap ] e s s i o e e e e e
el T ] Ptne ivenToRy 0 0.3% | _ 0 | 14.0%] 54.08] 31.7%| 100.0% |
TTLOTLE TTHURIRG T T 00RING BURING ™7 " DURING 7 ~OURING ’ e ]
JDISTRICT 6 [TROTERT RN TN TS ] WA ] AR ] o ]
TiER T : y
LAR OURY | PLHDING S 0 0.3 89 247 3 H
CASES Prgg 1fagT/1\rL‘vun»o,Rx,_,_" N o ._»,.,,QY;%D/f..ﬂ 20.0%) 7 1.8%) 7% 20? 0;% o
$15,000 HUMBER
AN o | it 0 o’ | 3 29 | 252 | 210 | 494
UR v 0F 10 & ]
e A o L PEHDING INVERIORY, 0 ] 0 | 0.6% 5.9%| 51.0% 42.5%. ] loq gw
SLGYEE ] TOURING T DURING T BURG T BURIE T BRG] s
_prstRicT TotALs o [TESTRSTTRRNE RGN TITNAN | e 1 SR | oms ]
L . ’ ;;‘g”ggﬁ( 312 1217 | 2441 5173 6065 565 15773
JUR - n e mrm— o N SR P [PPSR RURRUORE IR I WEP———-
CASES R e oy | 2.0% | 7.7% 15.5% | 32.8%| 38.4%| 3.6%| 100.0%
N5.000 1 e | e 21 847 | 1090 | 7958 | 18889 | 11542 | 40347
OR L[Ss I . of ovime - 3 2 wr— - A .
JURY |7 OF TOTAL ™ - a2l 100 0% |
oy |__ 0% | _2.1% | 2.7%| 19.7%| 46.6%] 20.6%] 100.0%]

*Includes cases on Sth Distrd

[ Gt_ldl Calendars.
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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

AGE OF PENDING LAW CASES

1974 &| DURING DURING DURING DURING DURING |
N _ EALIER | 1975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 |- 1979 | T0TAS

HIAGER 312 1217 2441% | 5173 6065 565 15773

LAN WRY [P 10T 2.0% | 7.7% | 15.5% | 32.8%| 38.4%| 3.6% | 100.0%
rASES | | PCNDING_INVENTORY _ i i S R e r Tl

415,000 - _ggﬁgﬁfm 21 847 1090 7958+% | 18889% | 11542 40347
OR LESS JURY 1% 0F TOTAL & %

wa | PeNDung TRvENTORY 0.1% 2.1% | 2.7%| 19.7%| 46.8%| 28.6% 100.0

- %Includes cases on 5th District Special Calendars.

AGE OF LAW JURY CASES DISPOSED OF DURING THE PERIOD*
& DURING DURING DURING DURING DURING

1974
LAW JURY CASES ) EARLIER 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 TOTALS
DURIIG THE HUBER | Ts | 149 | 4sa | 178 | 186 8 1018 |
PERIOD PERCENTAGE 1.5% | 14.6% | 47.3%| 17.5%| 18.3%| 0.8% | 100.0%

*1nc1udes multmp]e dispositions of cases,

LAW JURY CASES TERMINATED DURING THE PERIOD

AVERAGE
TERAIRATIONS CREDITED BY CLERK | DISTRICT HUMBER OF NUMBER OF RIS E}\?ESEE
T0 HUMBER TERMINATIONS TERKINATIONS .
PER JUDGE FILING AND DATE
e et e e e ] ” . DF. TERMINATION. |
ASSIGHMENT JuBC: (300,000 Series)| * 1 269 269 25.9
TASSIGHMENT JUDGE ™ T T 7 Tl YT, T
(Torts, Contracts, ere) [ ! 195 123 R
FULL- TIME TRIAL JUDGES *
(300 ooo sszs) ] 1 291 58 34.9
(TORTS COHTRACTS ETC ) 1 122 122 29.7
(SUBURBAN HUNIC]PAL msmms)
n " 1] 2 13 l 3 1 l R 5
" " " 3 26 26 . 17.0
" " " , 4. 20 10 15.8
) W [ " '1 5 l 6 ) 8 15 . 6
" " " 6 32 16 11.6
PART-TIME TRIAL JUDGES **
300 000 scmes) 1 17 9 11.0
(wms CONTRACTS, [TC ) 3 17 6 20.7
suaumsm« MUICTPAL msmcrs)
T T - 2 0 ~ _
e e — \ - ~ ~
o e ot ; A - -
) H H W 5 - T b — I -
M " " 6 0 — —
- ; AT
T.O‘T.lil',_tﬂ DISTRICTS 1ﬁ018 ] 48 26.6

*Includes only Jjudges who spent 7a% or more of their time hearing Law jury cases in the Municipal Department:
**Includes only judges who spent less than 75% of their time hearing Law jury cases in the Municipal Department.
AxaN e e s multisle dis ositions of cases.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, DISTRICTS ONE THRU SIX, LAW JURY CASES

DURING- FEBRUARY

1979

AVERAGE TIME INTERVAL BETWEEN DATE QF FILING AND DATE OF TERMINATION OF LAW JURY CASES

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
300,000 Series -
w('P'e_Y‘SOHa-] Injgf){) 13* 47.9 13.3 37.5 N
DISTRICT ONg | TOFEs, Contracts, 28% 51.6 4.0 27.2
Subtotal 41 51.6 4.0 30.4
DlSTRICT I 0 - - -
J]STRICT THREE —————— 1 55.6 55.6 55.6
DISTRICT FOR |- o - - - 0 - - -
UISTRICT FIVE | cm - oo - 1 11.2 11.2 11.2
WSTRICT SIX | - - - - - - 2 21.6 15.2 18.4
IALS ——————— 45 55.6 4.0 30. 0

Tncludes 1 verdlct on a Lranbfer case from the Taw D1v151on, and 1 vcrdlct on a case Lhat

should have been reported in January

JISTRICT ONE

)JSTRICT TNO

© b e men i g e

llb RICT THREE

**Includes

2 verdicts on bmall Clalms cases,

CASES TERMINATED BY ANY MEANS INCLUDING V[RDICT

TOTAL NUMBER
OF CASES TERMIA

MONTHS ELAPSED BETWEEN DATE OF FILING‘
AND DATE OF TERMINATION

NATED DURING

IISTRICT FOUR

ilSTRICT FIVE

ISIRICT SIX

I|OTALS

T am Y s A fim e om T AT o T e m

THE PERIOD = MAX TMUM MINIMUM AVERAGE
I 300,000 SGPIES ) 577 67.8 0.9 30.0
(Personal Injury)) e}
Torts, Contracts, 35 4%k 93.0 2.6 24 .5
N etc. , "
SubuotaI 911 93.0 0.9 28.0
—————— 13 24.6 4.7 11.5
—————— 26 55.6 1.6 17.0
L e 4 - - 20 34.3 2.7 15.8
e - - 16 53.1 0.9 15.6
—————— 32 30.0 0.8 11.6
—————— 1018 93.0 0.8 26.6

Woos 1cflect mult]ple dlSpOSlLlODS of cases, ’

PYR o dU . |

LY A L s

il e n Y A dAnesTvidne




DOMESTIC RELATIONS
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

COUNTY DEPARTMENT, DOMESTIC RELATIONS DIVISIQN

DURING

FEBRUARY

1979

. MAXTMUM, MINIMUM AND AVERAGE PRODUCTIVITY OF JUDGES AND STAGES
) ‘ AT WHICH JUDGES TERMINATED DOMESTIC RELATIONS
CASES DURING THE PERIOD

Page 9

TOTAL CONTESTED MATTERS UNCONTESTED MATTERS
DCMESTIC —
RELATIONS TRIED BY. £
CASES TRIED BY 1 couRrt As
TERMINATED COURT o DEFAULT | STIPULATION | DISMISSAL | AGREEMENT
]&&1mm* 583 33 101 149 100 560 12
HINTMUM> 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AVERAGE 162.6 14.5 23.4 56.4 6.4 34.2 1.1

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

——

ANALYSIS OF OGMESTIC KELATIONS CASES AHD CONPARISONS WITIL PRECEDING YEARS

' gt B ST — ey o | OV A0
7oAl | T TOTAL | 01SSOLUTION LEGAL DECLARATION T RecS  ISUBSTANTIALLY | PART-
KDDED TERM]__IE{\TED QF HA?.F_(J{\EE SEPARATION OF JHVALIDITY | TOTAL FULL-TIME TIME %

AR TRFeb. '79| 2334 2162 | 1572 2 4 1578 | 73.0% 17 5

‘ l 79wy vimce | 2152 2106 | 1689 3 3 | 1695| 80.5% 17 5
{178 oy avewsce | 2720| 2378 1849 4 6 1859 | 78.2% 15 5
|77 womy wemee | 2451 2510 1837. 7 16 1860 | 74.1% 13 7

| 176 vowmy newce | 2705 2460 | 1870 8 23 | 1901 77.3% 12 6
175 WONTILY Avimce | 2665| 2467 | 1894 9 23 1926 | 78.1% 12 6

ancludes those judgef previously assigned as full-time with

of assignment, newly assigned judges, etc.

matters pending past that period
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IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISION, COUNTY DEPARTMENT
AND IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

REPORT ON DISPOSITION OF DECFENDANTS CHARGED WITH GrFENSES 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 DEPARTMENT

ety e

METHOD OF TERMINATION OR DISPOSITION *
> = ]
o=z
Zo¥s
W b I
282 2
— 00D - (V%] [
[ele IRV ud )t z [l x
O L [%2) = < (= (¥
. oo o) =2 ) <C =x N | ol o -t
oo X < © = — 1 =
—-wno o (&) o J'e 4 [+ N e} o) [ w (%1
@ o7 w g3 Frag = gt} = 2n
gssdl & Ho | a3 2 Sé& = =5
EBEZ| 3 | 8% | 8E | ¢ = | oge 2 | 28
- &HES 2 e ue w a . L)_)‘Lu o] 3::: v
e k= n [ Na) o | i =t > \_—:J <
&Eém o 5w D a & E& by &ﬁ 5
}—c::._o -z n::_:r o = = [V} e OOW" =
DISTRICT 1 882 75 169 0 111 7%% | 597 0 _ 4 1845
DISTRICT 2 _Jo 22 | 0 0 4 0 18 0 0 114
DISTRICT 3 32 2 0 4 0 0 27 ] 0 0 65
DISTRICT 4 56 51 0] O 37%F 0 18] 0 0 116
osricr s | 35| 15 110 510 36 |0 1 0 1 927]
| DISTRICT 6 58 | 6 11 0 0 0 37 0 106
‘Tmﬁw 1133 125 171 4 157 7 733 0 8 2338
“Indicales the disposilions of felony charges and not cases. o T
**Unknown -computer adjustment.
DISPOSITION OF DEFENDANTS* CHARGED WITH OFFENSES BY INDICTMENT & INFORMATION 1M THE CRIMINAL DIVISION
BHD CHARGED WITH FELONIES BY INFORMATION IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT
) - HOT CONVICTED . ] CONVICTED “ T
{ ACQUITTED  BY R ENCH TRI JURY TRIAL
N - G PLE BENCH TRIAL
DISMISSED BENCH TRIAL | JURY TRIAL UILTY
“CRININAL DIVISTON +» 292K ANk 59 N Y Y A
THNICIPAL DISTRICT 1| 0 0 0 221 0 0
wussgr | PURICIPAL DISTRICT 2 “fi"i e 4.0 iy o433 4.0 i .0 .
. ] THOMICIPAL DISTRICT 3-'-1\** 16 0 35 1 0
0 r'mlcwm CDISTRICT 4% cfex 12 0 29 0 1
DEFEROANTS [ WONICTRAL DISTRICT 55} 2 0 35 0 0
. MONICTPAL DISTRICT 6 | 2 1 "% 177770 39 2 4
_ o TotAs 330 74 | 9 821 __60. 32 ]

*Hot necessarily different dererdants

*+*#includes actions taken by Criminal Division Judges.

“x%Includes defendants declared unfit to be tried/sexually dangerous.

TYPES OF SENTENCES IMPOSED ON CONVICTED DEFENDANTS* CHARGLD WITH OFFENSES BY 1HDICTHENT & INFORMATION
I8 THE CRIMINAL DIVISTQN AND CHARGED WITH FELONILS BY INFORMATION TN THE MUNICIPAL DTPARTHMENT

**Dons not 1nc1u§q_d1spos1t1ons on Indictments in the 2nd and 3rd Municipal Districts.
#w**Indictment dispositions included here

s e cony | RIS SO ]
DEPT. CORR. | DEPT. CORR. " h’lﬂiduf"aA?L TME ] WITH i‘l"f amLﬁwE OTHER
ro '""‘"”'l:"c"m"Tl(.'«L"B'l'\iTsTo}f [T "'78"5'":m_.5_§ VT T 20 80 0
HUNICIPAL. oiSTRICT 1 | 47 | 0 90 84 0|
HUMGER .UM‘"TFAL DIﬁ"RlCT 2 **.*” 5 0 13 11 EEEE
"ICIPAL msmm FE LI 0 14 .5 0 |
oF TWUHICIPAL DISTRICT 4 | 14 1 11 3 L 1an
DEFERDANTS | MMIcivAL pistRICT S | 5 1 o | 27 1 9 1Rk
“HNTCIPAL DISIRICT 6 | 1] 10 N 10 1o
o oms | L—T05 30 285 ] 195 7
’E;j;;;;;iydiﬁéantdewn@nu s+See (**nole ahove). FH%Indictment actions lncludcd here.

*%%*%Reduced and sentenced on Misdemeanor charges.

[P T, -~ [ T R . U P |

A Ana Aofondant

*xxasDefendant on HAP 91.5 Relief.
in Niatrriet 6




IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISION, COUNTY DEPARTMENT
AND IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

ANALYSTS OF FELONY CASES PROCESSED DURING MARCH 1976 THROUGH FEBRUARY 1979

. NUMBER OF TFELONY CASES
|
INDICTMENTS INFORMATIONS
! 0. Trans./ | . A . . . . . 4 .
Pending, Filed* . |Terminated {Pending |Pending | Filed |Reinstated;Terminated|{Pending
. Reinstated;
P - Kok
Criminal 125 l )
Division 5774 8206 5025 | 16700 2621 720 12811 2026 12260 3111
Municipal )
Dist. 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 8396 0 8396 0
. i ‘ Kk
Municipal | o] -3 .
Dist. 2 0 110 1 83 25 43 972 0 894 76
Municipal 7 Kk T *kk &
Mun - . @
Dist. 3 0 282 0 194 81 12 880 ' 17 786 123 [
Municipal 6 49 Kkk
unicipa - _ 4
Dist. 4 0 89 3 50 41 56 1637 X 1350 359
Municipal o102 1 113"
unicipa -
Dist. S 0 159 5 30 27 6 871 ,b 738 5
Municipal -7 4 |
Dist. 6 0 344 57 237 i 127 55 1742 25 . 1600 222
0 . .
TOTALS 5774 9190 | : 17294 2922 892 27309 2122 26024 4043
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 Informations, in which defendants enter a plea of not guilty at
arraignment in the 5th Municipal District, are transferred to other Districts or are heard by judges in the Criminal Divisior
(*%%) 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 tc the Criminal Division; (*%**%) Figure includes 277 cases terminated in the 2nd and 3rd Municipal Distric:
but have not been counted because the files are still outstanding; (a) Reflects 2 cases transferred from the 3xd unicipal

District; and (b) Reflects 2 cases transferred from the 4th Municipal District.

1
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! | FELONY

IN THE CRIMINAL DIVISICN, COUNTY DEPARTMENT .
AND IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

AGE OF PEMDING FELONY CASES - FEBRUARY 28, 1979
(Does Not Include Post Trial Proceedings)

NUMBER OF FELONY CASES PENDING
| ) INDICTMENTS INFORMATIONS
YEAR CASE FILED YEAR CASE FILED

Prior . | | Prior

1975 1975 |1976 {1977 11978 [1979 | TOTAL |1975 | 1975 | 1976 |1977 |1978 | 1979 |TOTAL
g:i?l?g; 47 | 64 | 118 | 335 | 1622 435]2621%% o | 4 76 | 376 2058 | 597 | 3111
§$21?1§$] 0 01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
funicipal o ol of «i 13l 8] 2] 0o o ol of 4| 30| 76
hunicipal 0| o0 } ol 23| 4| 12! 81| o | o 1] 16| 71| 35| 123
unicipal o oj. 2| 7] 23/ 9f 4 | o] o 30 27| 262 | 67| 359
Municipal ol of ol of 10| 170 27 ] o o 1] 10| 79| 52| 142
§$22?12a1 0| o 3| 28 78 18 127 |0 | 0 0| 8| 176| 38| 222
TOTALS 47 | 64 | 123 | 397 | 1792 499| 2922 | 0 . 4 | 81| 437 | 2692 819 | 4033

L ]

*Pre-defined procedures in the lst Municipal District do not allow for pending Felony cases,
*%Figures include 277 cases terminated in the 2nd and 3rd Municipal Districts which upon review on Page 11
of this report should have been previously reported as terminated.
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE [LLINOIS COURTS

Roy O,GULLEY
DIRECTOR
SuprREME Count BulLbing
SPRINGFICLD G2706
21247827270

July 29,

1977

30 NORTH MICHISAN AVENUE

. To The Chief Jdudge and Judges of the Circuit Court of Cook County:

CHICAGD 66802
312/793-3250

Please find enclosed herewith the June 1977 statistical report for the ercu1t

Court of Cook County.

A preliminary analysis of the statistical data for January through June 1977
. reveals the status of the caseload in the Circuit Court of Cook County to be as Tollows:

Refpectfully sudiytted,

ol

A

?Lwﬁzwxw«
ennis Dohn

PAPEIE-JPT PRUORY F AW

Ca’??”eff

Pending Pending Inventory (+) (~)
oon 1-1-77 on 6-30-77 % of inc. or decreass
COUNTY DEPARTKENT : . .
Law Division (Division Total) . . . . . . . . 56216 65548 +9332 (+16.6%)
Law Jury 40163 42956 +2793 (+7%)
" Law Nonjury 9487 10044 +557 (+5.9%)
Tax 4195 10391 +6196 (+147.7%)
Condemnation 238 245 ©o47 (42.9%)
Miscellaneous Remedy 2133 1912 -221 (-10.4%)
Chanrerv D3v1<10n (Division Total) . . . . . 26242 129911 T #3669 (£14%)
Chancery 7045 7952 +907 (+12,9%)
. Hotaing ' 1919; 21979 +2762 (+14.4%)
. Divorce Division (Division Total) . . .. . . 18767 17035 1732 (-9.2%)
‘County Division (Division Total). . 34625 31753 -2872 (-8.3%)
Tax 27852 24956 -28%6 (-10,4%)
Mental Health 54 - 42 12 (-22.2%)
Adoption, Non~Support, etc. 6482 6509 | +27 (+0.4%)
o Municipal Corporations 237 245 +9 {+3.8%)
Juvenile Division (Division Total) . . . . . 5148 2935 2213 (-43%)

. Crimiral Divisien (Division Total) . . . . . 6963 6488 -475 (-6.8%)
County Department Total « v v v v v v 4o .o W . 147961 153676 +5709 (+3.9%)
b&YICIPAL DEPARTHENT (Districts 1 - 6) Total: 140413, 153731 +13323 (+9.5%)

. Law Jury 16479 16607 +128 (+0.8%)

Law Nonjury 30561 33928 +3367 (+11%)
Small Claims 10076 7116 ~2966 (-29.4%)
Tax 82802 95499 +12697 (+15.3%)
, Felony ‘ 495 592 +97 (4+19.6%)
GRAKD YOTAL & . . v v v v v v e w s v s v o o ‘288374 307405 +19032 (+6.6%)

¥ "'L,au-mmﬁu;




Roy O.GuULLEY
DIRECIOR
SupreHr Court BUILDING

SPRINGFIELD 62706

VOTE ST b Suid
A IR

ADM’IN!STRATIVE OFFice OF THE lLLINOIS COURTS

30 NonrTH MICHIGAN AVENUE
CHICAGO 60602

(nilitaru. awwaoal.

(L) Computer
(e) Docs noi, nelude 103 law Jury and 44 law nonJury cases
bankrupitey and incurance liquidation);

(d)

adjustment of +38 aau(’.,,
on Spc"wZ Calundnrs

Computer adjuslment

1 217/782-7770 312/793-3250
. STAYISTICAL REPORT ON THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY. ILLINOIS FOR JUNE 1877
’ ' T.F;EMD OF CASES IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY ) .
— Rl ”;:::r:: — (JENOIC | stew | REWNSTATED TRAISFERRED | TOTAL ADOED. | TERKIATED AT '3:15:5%&3;“
Koo | gy 42561 389 34 | + 1130 1493 1098  42956° 4335
. i over Kon-dury 97878 1764 29 | -1130. 663 406 | 100449 - +257
. Tax 12870 40| 198 0 238 2717 | - 10391 | -2479
¥ Condewnetion 247 g 1 0 10 12 2435 -2 i
Blscellencous Remedy 18304 197 6 0 203 . 121 " 1912 +82
| swwws  1e57995) | (2339) | (268) (0) | (2607) | (435¢4) | (65548) |(~1747)
. | thancery 7722 920 7 0 927 697 7959 | +230
KICERY  § hous Ing 21436 1020 0 0 1020 497 27959 +528
| _swwowrs 1(29158) | (19¢0) | (7) (0) | (1947) | (1194) | (29911) (+753)
WRCL | Bivorce 17202 | 2411 | 514 0 2925 3092 | 17035 |  -187
Tax 25349 | 1671 0 0 1671 2064 | 24956 | =393
. thrtal Health . 46 344 0 0 344 348 42 4
H M Rd Sadinrace] hansSuabors. 6482 415 0 0 415 388 65, 427
} Man{cinal Corporations 246 9 0 0 T 2 2 240 -

. sebtotels — 1(32723) ! (2452) (0) (0) (2432) | (2802) | (31753) | (-370) _
e TP T~ | 987 0 0 987 701 :
mone | SV s e M L s100 | 1371 32 ‘0 1343 1528 2935 | -185
ML | rzlony (Indicient & laforsation) 6923 542 45 0 587 1022 6488 | ~435

comny wresanonr  satetel  \(765827)| (118527 (866) (0) t12828) |(14693) [(153670) I-2157)
BJAICTPAL LU BTNENT
Type of Case
T g e [ 16493 415|139 |+ 416 970 | _ 856 16607 | +11¢
T | gisom Non-dury 30974 | 11407 91 |- 412 | 11086 8132 | 35928 | +2954
g Seal) Clates 7101 | 7441 46 -4 7483 7474 7110 +9
R 93403 | 7203 | 334 0 7537 5447 | 95499 | +209¢
®L | felony (fnfonation) 606 444 0 0 444 458 592 ~1¢
MYEvanvadrs, rilvience Violo{Tons
s | ot g (i) |~ | 27729 0 0.1 27728\ 272496 T
2y [Tneric . | 787240 0. 0 187340 | 123069 | T
— | swouns  W148577)1(701979, (610) (0) _l192588) (172028)\(155736) Y+5159)
CRINO to'm 304308 1203049 | 1476 0_l2ps416 | 187618 307406 | +3065
thotes: (a) Computer adjustment of -8 cases;

|
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TRIND OF CASES !N THE PURICIPAL DIPARTMINT, CIRCUIT CGLRY OF COOK CCUNTY DURIKG -
, JUNE 1977 "
PENDIIG ; - TRANS- ToTAL .. 2TADING NSITEA
/ AL STiRT BEGUH PLINSTATEE FepheD e TCRHIRATED woon R
. bIst. 15330 401 132 « 370 543 797 15476 +I8
JURY 2 121 ) 3 1 + 15 19 16 L +3
b15T. 3 257 | 1 0 1+ 23 | 24 26 949 ~2 i
CAsLs : - * el
y DIST. 4 322 | 2 g |+ 18 | 24 23 . 223 41
WHoER - -
115,500 e 199 | 1 0 |+ 17 | 18 75 203 | . 3
- DIST. € 220 | 7 s | 33 42 | 29 523 +15
L. mst. 1 | 29830 | 71027 72 |. 310 . 10789 7848 32771 | #5041
T ron-Jury o 2 167 | 50 0 - 15 L 35 35 167 -
e o1sT. 3 180 75 5 |- 28 1 55 1 39 196 | 415 .
- oisT. ¢ 263 91 4 |- 16 79 64 278 +15
(1525
75,000 0ist. 5 173 51 1 |- 17 '35 2 176 +3
’ DIST. § 361 113 11 - 31 93 | 114 340 21
ST LR 3796 | 6248 0 0 £548 £308 3738 80
GAS | mn 1900 5§22 28 ¢ | sse 456 1+ 194 +94
oIST. 2.5 | 2083 671 18 -4 685 710 1978 25
T STV | 72109 | 6620 334 0 6954 5917 75146 | #3037
bist, 2-6 | 21294 583 0 g 583 1524 20353 | ~041
rmowy . | DIST. 1 0 272 . 0 "0 272 272 0 -
(1XFORVATICH) . ~ -
- LIS, 26 606 172 0 0 172 186 592 | -1
VIRETERWS. 1 opem - . -
PR R 23367 0 0 23367 | sag7e |~ |
w3 ASLIFINARYY o ew T :
R G| 0 26 | 4361 0 0 " 4387 z624 —~ i
TRAEFIC o) |1 89002 0 o | ago03 | 75783 ) | T
' . 18538 0 0 | 46338 | 47287 \“~\\\\4\7“\\‘~
A -.j\’ \ \\-“
et o JOTALE 148577 191978 610 0 192588 -|.172926 | 153736 | 45150,
tr ot - " .

»

IK THC CRININAL DIVISION (cOUNTY DE?'ARTHEHT) AMD 1R THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMEKT. CIRC
{EPORT OX DISPOSITION OF DEFENDANTS CHARGED WITH OFFENSES IR THE

.

DURING . yune 1977

CRIMINAL DIVISION RHD MITH FetOiaES BY INFORMATIONS ia

o
DIVISI

UIT COURT OF COOX COULHTY
THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTHENT

- DISPOSITION OF DEFEKDANTS® CHARGED WITH OFFENSES BY INDICTMENT Y TKFORMATION IN THE CRIMINAL ON
AND CHARGED WITH FELCNIES BY INFORMATION IN THE MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT
* NOT CONYICTED CONVICTED
ACCUITIED BY
)
DISMISSED CERTIRIAL SCETII GUILTY PLEA BENGH TRIAL JURY YRIAL
CRIKINAL DIVISION 377 100 17 701 85 30
SR L unicipa 01sSTRICT ) o - 0 0 272 0 0
FEX- FIRTCTPAL ;
A5, b pIsTRICTS 246 33 2 0 171 2 6
JOTALS 410 102 17 1144 87 36
' TYPE OF SENVENCES JMPOSED OY CONYICTED DEFENDANTS® CHARGED WITH OFFENSES BY IHDICTHENT B INFORMATION
TUX Yite CRINIAAL DIVISICH AND CRARGED WITH FELGHIES BY INMOIMATICH IH THE PUNICIPAL DEPARTHENT
: PRQHATXQ’L COnOiTICHAL, DISCHARGE FERTGOTC THFaTs0nariy
TNCARCERATION TG CIRTT T TaE T WIIH G SATL YIHE ] OTHER
CRININAL DIVISIGN 512 219 . 84 1 .
% Diicirie oistricy 4 38 ) 161 73 0
1IN~ TR -
s | usRIas 2 54 94 31 0
ToTALS 604 474 188 l 1

NOT NECESSARILY DIFFERENT DEFENDANTS '
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Appendix C

LISTINGS OF DISPOSITION CODES
FOR >
CLERK'S INFORMATION SYSTEM (CIS)
AND

(FELONY) DEPARTMENT COMPUTER SYSTEM ("CFS")



.- v ot e v it han e e

L
1295=RY CLERR OF THE CIRCULT COURT OF CCOK COUNTY
. TABLE EF1LE LLEST o .
C e e e e TABLE NO. 25 DISPOSITION CODES
YABLE ENTRY TABLE DESCRIPTLON :,‘}
| " . BISPGSITION LCDES R 1Y B KEFERRED TO CLINICAL SERVICES !
! DISPUSITION COOES . 043 . SOCTAL INVESTIGATIUN URULRED
[ oul TRAKES 16 UTHER Jusl$ IN CCOX 050 CUMN ON MENTAL RLTARDATIUN APT ,
' 002 ' Tt MDY Sus JUDGE, TRANS PRLS JOGE T 051 T TTUT Y COKKIT TG ILL DEPT McNTAL HLTH
©00) TRANS TO PRES JUDGEL (LR REASGN 052 . CUMMIT 1O CHEO PARENTEL SCHGUL
‘{ 004k TRAKNS TC New JUCue FCXK ADJUC 053 : CORMLIT TC HSE GCCD SHEPHERD
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D £ VeDaP. WARRANT ’ .
D vl _REVIER _COURT._AEFIZMANCE e s
D 71 CEVIEW COURT REV/RITHDUT PEM DEFT REL
D 72 NJTICEZ OF APPEAL FILE
—D__. 1= TR ANSFER_DF._FUNDS e T,
D 74 HoCe/Pale PZTITIDK WITHDPAWN
N D £ P.C. MNEW TRIAL-IKDICTI“ENT RSINSTATED
_D it Helo PoCa WITHOUT COST - . -
I ~ 77~ BEHAVICF CLINIC EXAM UFDERED
D 78 PSYZHIATRIC REPDRT FILED
r 7% JUDSERENT _VACATED L e
D- £9 PROGOATICN TERMIMATED SATISEATTCRY
.0 81 _ PRD2ATION TERMINATED UNSATISFACTORY
0 g2 eUB! JC DEECNDER LDPPITMTED . —
D 82 LARREST WARRANT ISSUED
1>} o4 CONTEMPT CASES
D £s CERPANT QUASHED . - ———
n ES PR=—SENTENCE INVESTIGATION JORDERED
D 87 INDICTMERTS AFRAIGHNE .
) ag REINRSTATEMENT (S5.5.7.1) ——
. D o, PRETINSTATEMENT (V.D.P.)
D SO SOMOTION TD SUPFESS SUSTAINED
D%y LET MITTIMUS JSSUE -
. D g2 PIST TONVICTIONS .
i D G3 PEINSTATEKENT ADJUSTMENTS -
9 c4 MISTRIAL . : - e
[ n =1 RECORD EXPUNGED
b Cé TOPOR—-CLSE ADVANCED.
Lf «7 APRIERANTE S
H ce ETEQR
C GQ CASE CLCSES




—67-

Appendix D

SAMPLES OF CRIMINAL DIVISION (CFS) REPORTS



SAMPLE OF CRIMINAL DIVISION REPORT # CRFLQA72

SUMMARY OF INDICTMENTS, REINSTATEMENTS

AND DISPOSALS

CRFLUIZ 0T/21/171

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF CQOX COUNTY

CRININAL DIVISION

SUH“ARY»Of INDICTHENTS, REINSTATCEMENYS AND DISPOSALS‘

S e IR T T e

CESCRIPYION OF CATEGORIES

FOR NEEX LNDING 06/30S77

----------- CURRERT WEGK~z~—mommm
NUMBLR CASES

Lwomee

- -t e

$8 e g i h—h Ao 68 s e o————

NJRBER DEFENDANTS

.

NUMBER CASES

.k ve————

= emmenm e YEAR 0 DATE=mm— e
NUMBER OEFEH,

__g_E_N_QING CASES, PREVIOUS YEARIS) ‘o . _
i . CONTENPY - 2 . 6 . 7
L——“ ~——HABEAS CORPUS’ - - 1z 12
o POST CONVICTION. ' 37 39
! INDICTHENTS PN 2,745
———————INFORKATTONS yRTIVELY =17 6% T
TOTAL HUMEER OF CASES ... . - 3,731 ¢ 4,450
. PENDING CTASES, CURRENT YEAR- - d ) . o _
' . CONTEHPY ' ’ 4 4 13 1%
“""-'“—'HABEKS'CUR;DJ 4] 10 a2 Ly
 pOST CONVICTION -9 9 . . 32 < 32
INDICTHENTS 270 323 & 1,377 Lebhs
e —~INFORMATTONS 358 ——z Lz 203 e 2394
'TOYAL HUMBLR OF CASES 6k9 o _____;_67 . ~¥ 3,505 ¢ 44133
TOTAL KUNBCR OF ALL PENDING CASES ' 14236 84503
o — - - = . —
DISPOSED CASES .' , )
s = CORTEKPT —— — 2 —— G ——— g
L. nantas corpus — s s 20 23
FOST CONVICTION s 5 28 24
« s s INDICTHENTS — "=~ — e S T R B L S Y T &
Cweommarions LS LI L
TOTAL nusBEP OF CASES 1,037 ¢ 1,280 » 2.5E5 » 37

PR T

hY

- -t o ot 1w . e



FOR PERIGUENDINGO6730U7TT

TS TUTEE

——— o b

"JUDGE
JUDGE
JUDGE
1JUDGE
|MUDGE
{JUDGE
lJUDGE
'JUDGE
"JUDGE
JUDGE
"JUDGE
JUDGE
JUBLGE
LJUDGE
JUDGE
JUDGE
*JUDGE
JUOCE
JUDGE
‘“JUDGE
"JUGGE
JUDGE
“JUDGE
JUDGE
JUDGE
TJueet

"WHARREN"WOLFSON
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SAMPLE OF CRIMINAL DIVISION REPORT # CRFL074

CRFLOT4 07721777

REPORT OF INDICTMENTS - BY JUDGE

CRININAL.DIVISIONTGCF THE CIRCU

COURT

CODE

0

REPORT,OF, TRNUTCTHENTS

N
EREPAIN

LAST KWEEK

RS P AN P S E T N SN I s M - v i S AT T e
_THIS HONTH

_YEAR TO D

JAMES D. CROSSON

26

RICHARD Je FITZGERALD
RCBERT L. MASSEY
ROBERT J. COLLINS
JAMES MURRAY

KE
59
93

EARL STRAYHORN
MARVIN E. ASPEN
B. MACKUFF ~°°

97
29

101 -

RICHARD L. CURRY
GARLIND W.WATT

104
108
113

ROGERP J. KILEY JRe.
JOHN A. MNORDBERG
VINCENT BENTIVENGA

114

115

116

SYLVESTER C. CLOSE
WILLTAM COUSINS JRa
BRIAN 'DUFF”

117
121
122

THCMAS R. FITZGERALD,
JOSEPH GOROUUN
ALBERT GREENTT

123

124°
. 128

GECRPGE M. MARQOVICH
THOHAS J. O BRIENS
RONTE-J T PALKER

129
135
139

R. EUGENE PINCHAM.
GERALD L. SBAREBARD
ROBERTLS"SKLOQGKWSKI

149
142
144
145

JUDGE THEODORE M. SWAIN.

JUDGE
“JUDGE
JUDGE
JUDGE
"JUDGE
JUDCGE
JUOGE
“JUDGE
JUOGE
JUDGE
“JUOGE”
JUDGE
JUDGE
JUDGE
JULGE
. JUDGE
"JUOGE
JUDCE
JUDGE
~JUDGE
JUDGE

(HARK E. JONES
NORMAN "ATKORF 15T

146
318

WALTER Jo. KOWALSKI
FRANK Bo MACHALA .
HAYNE W~ OLSON

32)
322

326 ..

OANTEL J. RYAN
FRED G. SURTA .
KENNETH "RI™WENDT

337

351

LOUTS WEXLER co

FRARK J. WILSON
JOHN FI HECHTNGCR

352

353

" 354 -0

THOMAS ROSENBERG
LOUTS B. GARIPPO
ROBCRY J7" SULSKT™

358
363
365

ALBERY PORTER

JAMES €, STRUNCK %7

AUBREY "Fa XAPLANT

368
378
379

MATTHEW J. MORAN.
FRANCIS Jo MAKON,
HOWARD Ko MILLERT

40X
408
414

JARES Ko SCHREIER,,

615
458



CRELET

SAMPLE OF CRIMINAL DIVISION REPORT # CRFL874
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REPORT OF INDICTMENTYS - BY JUDGE

L TP,

CRININAL DEVISION OF THE CILRCUTIT COURT “puge 7

4 0172%/37
FOR PERIOD EMDING D6/30/77 " ™™ ° """ """ R'EPDRY DF I NDICYHENTS v s e Wl
- - Qv
ST TETETIUDGETTT TTTETTTLODE T T dsesoneentieotecs DTITSTP O STE D ¢d¢deevevecnnseven T TUTTITIT
LAST WEEK THIS MONTH YO DATE .

JUDGE JAMES D. CROSSON 26 ‘ 1
"JUDGE RICHARD 'J. FITZGERALD 43 Y A9 i $72-3 e o

JUDGE RORERT L. HASSEY 59 24 2% LY *

JUDGE ROOLRY J. CCLLINS 93 13 X 13 37 '
“JUDGE JAMES HURRLY ™™~ 97 v 1 e

JUDGE EARL STRAYHORN 89 22 22 52

JUDGL MARVIN E. ASPEN 101 2 . 2 6 .
TJUDGE B.” HACKOFF 104 . LS v 13 L r—————

JUDGE RICIARD L s CURRY 108 2 2 4 . ‘

JUDGE GARLIND W.WAYY 113 21 . 21 47 :

—JUDGE "WARREN WILEFSUN 114 (4 & 29 s

JUDGE RUGER J. KILLY JR. 115 10 , 10 28 .

JUDGE JQHN A. NORD3ERG 116 6 . [ . 21 Y
TJUDGE~ VINCENT  BENTIVENGY 117 g - -3 16 R aa—
; JUDGE SYLVESTER C. CLOSE 121 7 . 7 12 .

JUDCE wILLTAK COUSINS JR. 122 16 ie 27
“JUDGE ORIAN DUFF™ 123 1% 16 29 et
, JUDGE YHDMAS R, FITAGCRALD 124 [ & 23 e -

JUDGE JOSEPH GORDON 128 i . .
“JUDLE "ALBERT T GREEN™" 125 ) () 1t e e

JUDGE GLORGE M. MLPSVICH 135 7 7 L
. JUDGE ROMIE J. PALMER 140 & ‘ [ 1]
~JUDGE"RI~EUGENE™P INCHANT 17 & L) & - ' U B ———

JUDGE RQOBERY L. SKLODORSKI 145 . ‘s . 5 ! 24. q -

JUDGE THEODORE M. SUALil. Y4g [ 4 ¢ 16 g
"JUDCE HAPKTCITIONES 18 11 11 297 [

JUDGE NORMAN A. KORFIST RS | . . 1
. JUDGE WAL TR J. KOVALSKI %2 2 .
TIUDGEFRANKTBITMACKHALA 32% 4 T v T 35 PR et

JUDGE UAHIEL J. RYAN 340 -7 . | v

JUDGE FRED G. SURIA 351 18 18 35
“JIDGE KENNETH Ry WENDT 352 25 25 42

JUDGE LOUULS WEXLER 353 9 9 23

JUDGE FRANR J. MILSON 354 14 . 14 a1
=‘JUDGT, JOHN Fo HLCHINGER 358 1 1 1 E—

JUDGE YUDMAS ROSEKNLRG 363 \ 1

JUDGE LOULS B. GARIPPO 368 21 23 72 .
= JUDCGE ROBERTY J. SULSKI - 368 15 15 26 et iat]

JUDGE ALBLRT PORTEK 378 1

JUDGCE JAMCS L. STRUHCK . 319 10 10 23
" JUOCE AURPEY F.' KaPLAM. 4ot L I— 4 13 -

JVDCE BATYHIW J. MORAN. 408 ’” 2

JUDGE TRANCIS J. HinOM. 414 7 7 19 -

Y JUDCE HOWARD M. RILLLK. == =~ 415 3 LAl S —24% R

JUDCL EaPL ARKISS 598 3

JUOGE JAVMES Mo BATLLY 599 17 17 (1]

JUDLL FRANK M. DAPLARD  *oms ¢ =sgQf =wmv=s smemmmmmg ] = e v e s e ] e s S 32 (EX

JUDCE ARTHUP L, DUNNE 613 s




1

CRFLOTS 07/21 CLERK OF CIRCUTIT COURT OF Co0K COUNTY .
06730777 CRTH¥TITNAL ' 8] Z_\'I I-‘b}‘ U.I‘;Ji' S{A 1o 1 K.L AVL')X).(,E v U.K ] BY T HARKDU \:4 ;J\
CHERGE™ Qﬁﬁl‘ﬁvﬁvﬁtrﬁUWcM SEEER e wwwcu‘YEAK’UF"m??’.muuu‘;
i INDICTHENTS DEFENDANTS | INDICTHENTS DSFENDANTS |
| . - - .
INOICTKENTS : - A

CONSPIRACY ETCS ™ 2 e ; 4 16—
MURDER ‘ 02
HURGER ETCe ! 45
%ATTEHFT‘HURDER - 11
ATTEMPT MURCER ETCe | 102
INVOL MANSLAUGHTER . ) 5
"INV "KANSLAUGHTERTETC - s

RGGR KICNAPING ETC 2
RAPE e 7
RAPE ETCT = 3
CONSPIRACY RAPE 1
ATTEMPT~RAPE . 4
DEVIATE"SEXUAT ASSY ‘ —3
&ZE&_§E{EAL ASST ETC T
EINDECENT L18 W/CHILD 16
UNDL1B-M/CHILDTETC™ e
AGGRAVATEO INCEST ' B 2
PANDERING . B 4
EATTERYTETCY - i

! .
AGGRAVATED BATTERY

4
AGGR BATTERY ETGe ir ' 0 51
UKL ARFUCUSESCRCAR ’ - t

4, I feled Lo

THEFY

34940 ‘SINIWLDIGNI NO SOILSILY IS AUVIWWNS

190dad NOISIAIQ TYNIWIYO 40 9TdNWVYS

- SINVON

IDAUAVHD Ad

84014YD #

T F -
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SAMPLE OF CHIMINAL DIVISION REPOKRT # CR030

SUMMARY §7 .’\ i STICS ON DISPOSITIONS - BY JUDGE
CRIMINAL DIVISESN OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

STATISTUI(CAL REPODRY BY JUDGE AND DISPOSITION

CROBD 07/20/71,

06/11
' JUDGE JUDGE DANIEL J. WHITE P E R Py ‘ h*c' ce
' ) OISPGSITIONS  ° COUNY TRIS .7 COU\T LAST YEAR 7O DATE

HORTH MONTH COUNT
: Yo . L

P.Co PETITION DISCHARGED e 1 ° 1
V.0.P</DEPT. OF CORRECTIONS . . o : oty T . ca
FRCBATION " ' — % T T
PRORATION/DEPT. OF CORRECTIONS } 3 0 - 3
PROBATION EXTENDED CR RECORMITTED 1~ p “% ot .0 7' g.» oy
'oEFénoANT-SENTENCEU~oN—PCEK“UF-chtjﬁf e i Bl
DEFENDANT SENTENCED ON FINDING 7
'DEFENDANT SCKTENCED ON VERDICT 3
DAIL=DEPT s OF—CORRECT IGNS — —5
JAIL~TLL. GEPT OF CORRECTIONS

iHORK RELEASE PROGRAH : s
LrrscrarsEo-ONFIROTRES———— ——
OISCHARGED N VERDICT 2
DEFENDANT NOT GUILTY ‘ ;&}sl
STRICKENOFF-W 1 TH- CERVE—TORETRSTRTE -
NOLLE PROSECUT 2
0/C STAY OF WITTIMUS . iw i ‘ S
CONT-THUED—FOR—APP EAL e s AR
TRANSFER T0 CHIEF JUSTICE  © R Pt 58
CONTINUED JURY CALL 5 Ty T STRE TR 22
HCONT-INUED—8 ENCH-TRTAL - i it e = —15
;tonrtnu&oxﬁorron STATE - 41 44 ‘ 12
'CONT INUTD O/C R AL BS 271
CONTINUED=BY—AGR £EHENT——— S iag 8o
CONT INUGO/NOTICN DEFENDANT . R 41 273
BOND FORFEITURE VACATED o “3 o o Bt i D 0 il L 0 e

AGE KU

1




o
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.

CRIMINAL DIVISION REPORT # CRO0R0, contd.

CRININAL DIVISION OF T-HE CIRCUZT |
c R T
STATISTIGCAL REPOGRT BY JUDGE AND D ISP 8 8T 1 o N
CROBO 07720277 y
06777 . _ -
. . : AN .
JUDGE JUDGE DANIEL J. wHlye . ° = . .0 .0 " S
DISPOSITIONS © COUNT THIS - = CUUNT LASY . .. .-, YEAR TO DATE
_ : ; ~—RONTH ) RONTH COUNT
BOND FORFEITURE WARRANT 20 ) , 13 ' o8
JUDGCHMENT GN BOND FORFEIYURE : 2. . o leas . 1T
—CQRRECT OR™HODIFY~SENTENCE 2 I - =
V.0.P. WARRANT 3 f ; ' 5
NOTICE OF APPEAL FILE 4
—TRANSFER-DFFUNDST— g
BEHAVIOR CLINIC EXAM ORDERED '3
~* JUDGEMENT VACATED. ‘ - ety
RARRAHT-QUASHED ’( ‘ 50
PRE-SENTENCE INVESTIGATION ORDERED 4 ST 15
R e P . s T |
REINSTATEMENT (S.0.La) - - R - T i - T B

~REINSTATCHENT (VS0P =T

« LET MIVTIHUS 1SSUE

REINSTATEMENT ADJUSTNENTS

NUMBER OF JURY DAYS . 3 5

—ETSTRIRL :
LPPEARANCE o o N
) — PAGE RO
CRININAL DIVTI
STATISTILAL REP
CROBU™OQHIIO7TY
oesrr R :
, JUDGE JUDGE DANIEL J. WHITE o P . o ;
)  CATAGORIES COUNT THBIS . COUNT LAST "YEAR TO DAT"
: “TNONTH THONTH COUNT
INDYCTMENTS RETURMED AND REIMNSTATED 13 3y -
INDICTHENTS PENDING ) A (2 anfilwl Tt A 79
—NDICTHENTS DISPOUSED I " o5
INDICTHMENTS OUASHED 0 L 0
- S S . }j': '1:" : .
INDICTHENTS TRANSFERRED T§ CHIEF JURGE.' i . 4, paE N S RS 2
“CONTEHPT-CASES - — U o
CASES ON DAILY COURT CALL 453
‘CASES CONTINUED . R PRS- 13-
RURBEROFJURYTRIATS — 7



1 ' v} [} LV ] ’
L o : Co - T ST \

CRCSC €2/14771 - © CRIHI N AL DIV z S ] n N OF T H e ¢ r R cyry c S UR 1 R o
. ) e, . it . e =y e !

. - e L C - e e e

01/:1/11 s T AT1S T I1CAL REPOR 1 Lio.e ot PAGE NCe 1

' ’ L . ‘. G ‘(' Wty .‘-:': ~4 " (r;%r. ¢ ’.""‘ ""}. '”\ s "i‘l.f .:-“:: - o = 5 }
INFCRPATICNS ALL INCICTHENTS R ‘ S B T e > -,
. . ' K .' ,14 K 5 . L '. TR i 'l.° '\? I' . " Lo [ ‘ LA . ‘j

JUCGE YINCERT BENTWENGA - ~v T AL S S T %
CHARGE DEFYS JURY , LNQT GUILTY %oovu0adadddgeudundgdy S“E N T ENUCE S $5unddqiuidasenndidy . ' i
TRIAL KAIVER  GTY PLEAS  ILLINOIS * OEPY. OF  ILL.DEPY.GF DEATH PROB FINED CCND  QUASHEGC  NCLLE SOL  HISC,

1

- wl A G A HENTAL_HEALIH._CCRRECIIONi‘CCRRECIXCNJ‘vk..‘ : . DlﬁC.DHP ABA]EO ERCSE

RiPE ) s et
1iol § :

INCECERT LEf $/CHILD W
1104 .1 d

ATTERRT THEFT., T v

16034 et : i
CEEERY . ) '{
lacl - - N !
. . i

SFMEC FCEELRY | "
JdE802 h ST
|
ATTEHET tprzc sCos
9024
i . .
BURGLARY o -t ey
JSQI . " q-: . i ke

1"!1 3. 5] '5,:-

. “ . !
SURGLIRY ETC, - : o E
1¢0%..2 1 - - ) ;
UNLARELL LSE uz:;cus VRPN o
2401 Sl i
PCSS CTL SLESTANCE . - - . !
££14(2 2 1 : ! 5 ¢
TCVALS . 24 - ¥ 1 LTl 2.1 ¢

SNOILISOdSIA QNY SZDUVHD NO SDILSILYLS

e

o= v re tEe

EEs

22T N3 eme 4

nrasTee

— e




RECAP BY DISPOSITICN

JUGGE VINCEAT BENTKENGA e he

NETHOD CF

L CESCRIPTICA © CCAVICTION/ACQUITTAL . DESCRIPTICA CESCRIPTION
JURY S 1 v s ACTUAL CONVICTIORS - % o 177 7" ABATED ETC
L JURY-BATYER 1 e MISSC.DISRCSLTIONS o i3 SuCala

PLEA . 16 S ACQUITTALS . 1 NOLLE PROSSC

167 4l | 17 L. c1 o 4 PROBATICN RITH SENTENCE® *¥%03 0% o ™ TCTAL « .« o )

'—‘g[.—

*PIUoD ‘a0 VT # 1 VOJIT NOISIAIA TYNIWIED

'
+ .
‘.
- - |.
. Iy ’ o .
1 3,00 ¢
’ a - &
.
! t .
e L .
: + Ry
i » :
s : .
Ry '
x -
. " N
. S e "
A v oW




q ”
¥ ey CRIMKINAL DIVISION OF THE CIRCUIT COURT ———
07121/77 . . l“ _.CAFE HTS‘I’URY REPOR,T.,A o
, . : * N . :"" . By > l’,\ ':IR, S . :‘.";x.‘ ‘:.l‘." e :"7:'?‘."“‘ e, .
ASE" NO"DEFr‘r"x"“UU‘HUUH'CRKRUE"’“BENU"‘KR”KYCN’TST’TKT?KT—“tOURT'DATES ~—§JOTSP .‘ “DEFENDANTS ™ ATTORNEYS ™
CD * NOa co NO DATE D&TE - PREVIGUS CURRENT P.W CD . NAME . NAVME

‘

"

. . DISPOSITIONS

r

- v
Ceoak L

."V

H-C~77079 +]4] "‘“‘599 504—010" s 06/02/” — : 06702777 87 TROMAS "MCNAHARK '

599 504 . . . ... 06/02/77 06702777 .., .31 ILLINQIS MENTAL HEALTH
8-C=04161" eo“*"‘“'“”z5r““6oz*taoz"*‘““‘*"“—”“02124/7: T ; A 02/24/77T 793" MIHS THOHAS ;
351 602 I TRt wy w08/24/77°06/24/77 .5 . 24 PROGATION EX.ENDED OR RECOMMITTED
. L ‘ .' " : . .
8=C~D4162700™——"""351"502"1892 0ZTINITT - 02/24/77 93"MIMS THOMAS
: 351 602 L .. 067206777 06/24/77 .. .24 PROBATION EXTENOED OR RECOMMITIED
[9=T=01952 00 TR0V T TUL/26775 8B BUWORY "CORNELTUS
. 93 2307 , AL 06/27/77 i, .25 DEFENDANT SENTENCED CN PLEA OF GUILTY
- 93 2307 o D6/27/77 <% 20 PROBATION/DEPT. OF COARSCTIONS
9-C~01943 00 70 4041802 . 01/2817< _' ‘]‘ e O‘/Z&/?S ... B8 BOWDRY CORNEILUS
93 2307 : o 0T/1M/TT 06727777 26 DEFENDANT SENTENCED ON PLEA OF GUILTY
9372307 T T rnw:wQ-gq6727(77—05/2l/77‘fT‘TZO‘PRDBATIDN/DE?TT*UF“CURRECTIONS‘*“*‘*
P0-C~00922 00 351 602 1901 . [ S 02722777 .7 93 HIMS THOMAS
3516027 - e » 06/24/77‘06/24f7/""‘“Zu”UEFVNDNrT”SQNTENCEU‘ON‘PEE:'OF‘GUItTY'
351 602 P Lt RHA244TT 05725477 0 19 PRODAT 10N
PJET=00S6T 00 43404 T80 zT et ro/1¢/75~77ff95-COLers—JOHN-S
. 522 3602 06/14/T7 06/14/77 '+ 26 DEFENDANT SENTENCED CN VERDICT.
622 3602 ‘ J06/14/77 06/14/77 %" "33 JAIL-ILL. OEPT OF CORRECTIONS
F0-C=01431 00 | 351 602 1901 Z S, 02/12/77 93 MIMS THOMAS
351 602 . 06/24/77 06/24/77 26 DEFENDANT SENTENCED ON PLEA OF GUILTY
‘_ 356027 AR Y TR Aub/54/77“00/2477'?“"““"1‘:"‘PRQBKTIUN
‘ S e 4 : e
T0-£-01951 00 . 70 404 3210 . Sleyirer 01/28/75%; SR C01/28/75 % 80 BOWORY CORNELIUS
—~ 93~2307 g 36fz7/77~oo/27/77—"*-—26—DLFcn0AN1 SENTENLED~ON-PLEA-CF~GUILTY
93 2307 - . L ,,fpg{z7/77‘oa/27/77 .+ 20 PROBATION/DEPT. OF GORRECTIONS .
TI=C=0028T-00~T—"352"71051 1907 : - 93—BARYASHANVEL
oL 379 Tk ~**q 26 DEFENOANT SENTENCED ON PLEA CF GUILTY
P 319 106 o _ 450%"33 JAIL-ILL. DEPT OF CORRECTIONS ,
T1=C=00770 00' © 35106023210 - 02722/71 . -, '3' ' 02/22/777 _ 93 MIKS THOMAS ‘
: 351. 602 T ‘ : "06/24/77 06/2%/77 26 DEFENDANT SENTENCEOD ON PLEA OF ZUILTY
35} V2 RIS . mar ’1-‘,-' et byt 0 ) 06/2'?/77‘“06/24/77‘”"““19"}’&03!.1"UN v -
' . Y R S s "{;‘\ . . g - ',u sl }:- . .
11-C-00973 00 . 3st 602 3200 .7 ioTo2za2/7 ity oY 027227775 93 HINS THONAS -, !
357602 ; e 051°4/T?”06f2¢T{7—°"—°8-DE ENDAI T-SENTENCEO ON PLEA~OFCULLTY

f .o 3EL A ' o DBARLIYY OA7RLIYY o ortroYIow

£ =

130438 AY¥OLSIH 3SVYD QIIJIGOW
SETAUD ## LuOdI™ NOISIAIQ TYNIWRID 40 ITdWVS









