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well as that of a friend, Rodney Sisson. (Report of Proceedings dated March 14, 1994 

at D43-D70) 

6. The following evidence was either not presented at the hearing, or has emerged since 

the hearing, on the motion to suppress: 

 

a. In 1990 the Office of Professional Standards of the Chicago Police 

department concluded after an internal investigation that there had 

been systematic abuse at Area 2 by Jon Burge and certain of his 

subordinates for over 10 years. The Report was not released publicly 

until 1992. 

b. On November 12, 1991, Jon Burge was suspended, and on February 

11, 1993, the Police Board of the City of Chicago separated him from 

his position as a Commander with the Department of Police after 

finding him guilty of abusing Andrew Wilson at Area 2 in 1982.  

c. In 2002 Chief Cook County Criminal Court Judge Paul Biebel 

appointed a Special State’s Attorney to investigate allegations of 

torture by police officers under the command of Burge at Areas 2 and 

3 to determine if any criminal prosecutions were warranted. Although 

the 2006 Report concluded that the statute of limitations barred any 

criminal prosecutions, the Report found that “[t]here are many [ ] cases 

which lead us to believe that the claimants were abused.” (Report of 

the Special State’s Attorney at 16) 

d. TIRC records, attached as Exhibit B, indicate that Halloran has been         

accused of abuse and coercion in 39 other cases. Included among these 

is the 1992 case of Peter Williams, Dan Young, and Harold Hill, who 

were beaten into falsely confessing but were exonerated in 2005. 

Williams was incarcerated at the time of the offense. Boudreau and 

O’Brien were also involved in that case. 

e. TIRC records, attached as Exhibit C, indicate that Boudreau has been 

accused in 37 other cases. He and Halloran have been accused of 

pulling detainees’ hair on multiple occasions. Both were involved in 

the case of Derrick Flewellen, who confessed but was later exonerated 

by DNA, where the detectives were accused of threatening to arrest 

Flewellen’s girlfriend and take her child away. 

f. TIRC records, attached as Exhibit D, indicate that O’Brien has 35 

other complaints of abuse and coercion, including Cortez Brown 

whose post-conviction petition alleging a beating by O’Brien and 
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others was granted in 2009
2
. He was also involved in the George 

Anderson Claim, which was found to be credible by TIRC in June, 

2012, and the case of Robert Wilson, who falsely confessed but was 

exonerated in 2006. 

g. Each of these detectives has pled the Fifth Amendment privilege 

against self-incrimination when questioned about abusing detainees
3
. 

 

7. After his motion to suppress was denied, CS was convicted of murder at a bench trial 

where his confession was introduced against him. He was sentenced to natural life 

without parole.  

8. There are significant inconsistencies between the confession and other evidence in the 

case: 

a. Miller Tims’ wounds  

The report of the post-mortem examination, excerpts of which are attached 

as Exhibit G, states that he suffered 17 lacerations, 7 of which were 1 inch 

or more deep. 

Nowhere in the confession is there mention of stabbing Tims with a knife 

or other sharp object. The closest references are to a very brief struggle 

over a knife on page 8, and a “poke” with a fork on page 11, but these 

certainly do not account for the 17 lacerations found in the post-mortem 

examination. 

b. Origin of the fire(s)  

 

The confession recites that CS poured gasoline on the murder victims but 

only threw matches on Miller Tims. It does not mention setting any other 

fires. 

 

However, the report by the arson investigator, a portion of which is 

attached as Exhibit H, states:” Examination of the scene revealed two 

distinct points of origin with no communication whatsoever between the 

two points. Point of origin #1 was in the approximate middle of the 

kitchen floor. Here it appears that available materials, paper, rubbish and 

other combustables (sic) were placed on the floor and doused with a 

flammable liquid and ignited with an open flame. Point of origin #2 was in 

the hallway between the kitchen and front living room at floor level where 

                                                           
2
 People v. Brown, 90 CR 23997 (Transcript of Proceedings dated May 22, 2009 at 8, ruling of Judge that evidence 

of abuse by O’Brien and Burge subordinates in cases other than Brown’s was “staggering” and “damning”), 
attached as Exhibit E.  
3
 For example, O’Brien invoked the Fifth at the Brown hearing, as set forth in Exhibit F. 
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the body of [Miller Tims] was found. Apparently a flammable liquid was 

poured from that point to the front entrance door and ignited with an open 

flame.” 

 

Contrary to this report, the confession speaks of only one fire, and never 

mentions a trail of gas from Tims’ body to the front door or its ignition. 

 

c. Telephone cord around Bivens’ neck 

 

The police report attached as Exhibit I indicates that a telephone cord was 

wrapped around Bivens’ neck. The confession does not mention this, even 

though it describes other injuries to her. 

 

9. On direct appeal from his conviction CS argued that his confession had been coerced 

and should have been suppressed, but the appellate court affirmed in People v. Smith, 

No. 1-94-2521 (1996) (unpublished order pursuant to Supreme court Rule 23). 

10. CS filed a pro se post-conviction petition in May, 1997, again raising the coercion 

claim, but it was summarily dismissed and the dismissal was affirmed on appeal in 

People v. Smith, No. 1-97-2929 (unpublished order pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 

23). 

11. In 2000 CS filed a federal petition for writ of habeas corpus once more raising the 

coerced confession claim, but it was denied based upon the harmless error doctrine in 

Smith v. Walls, 208 F.Supp.2d 884,888 (N.D. Ill. 2002). 

12. In 2003 CS filed a federal civil rights action once again raising the coercion claim 

against the City of Chicago and the detectives. The disposition of this action is not 

known to TIRC. 

 

 

Conclusions 

 

 

1. This Claim qualifies for summary referral pursuant to 2 Ill. Adm. Code 3500.370 

in that: 

a. CS has consistently claimed since his motion to suppress to have been 

tortured in the manner stated in his TIRC Claim; 

b. His Claim is strikingly similar to other claims of torture contained in the 

Reports of the Chicago Police Department’s Office of Professional 

Standards  and the Special State’s Attorney regarding their investigations 

of Jon Burge and police officers under his command; 

c. The officers accused are identified in other cases alleging torture; and 












































































































































