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HA only on the motion to quash the arrest
1
, and did not question him at all regarding 

the abuse. Consequently the motion to suppress the statements was denied. 

4. Since the motion to suppress statements was heard, the following evidence has 

emerged: 

 

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

Department concluded after an internal investigation that there had been 

systemic abuse at Area 2 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 Cook County Criminal Court Chief 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 Special State’s Attorney at 16) 

 

5. At trial there were no eyewitnesses, nor was there any scientific evidence, to prove 

that HA started the fire. In addition, HA’s jacket, which he was supposedly wearing 

at the time he allegedly started the fire, tested negative for any petroleum chemical 

component, even though the arson investigator testified that the arsonist splashed gas 

all over the apartment door and the stairs. Thus, the coerced confession played a 

significant role in HA’s conviction. HA was sentenced to life in prison on the murder 

convictions and to 7 years on the arson conviction. 

 

Conclusions 

 

1. The written pretrial motion to suppress statements demonstrates that HA has 

maintained from the outset that he was abused in a manner which is consistent with 

his TIRC Claim. 

                                                           
1
 HA prevailed on the probable cause issue on direct  appeal from the conviction, but the appellate court ruled that 

the confession was sufficiently attenuated from the unlawful arrest so that suppression was not required. People 
v. Allen, 249 Ill.App.3d 1001, 1013-15 (1Dist. 1993) 
















