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“[JD] never indicated to the trial court, or on appeal, that his statement was 

involuntary and coerced by an abusive police officer.” (See Exhibit B at 6-7) 

7. JD alleged coercion in a pro se 2011 federal habeas corpus petition but he gave no 

specifics. The petition was denied as untimely without reaching the merits. 

8. The accused officers, Detectives John Halloran and Kenneth Boudreau, are well-

known Burge subordinates who have extensive TIRC database backgrounds, as set 

forth in Exhibits C and D respectively.  Among the many cases are several involving 

lengthy interrogations and the denial of food and access to the bathroom as an 

element of coercion. 

9. The statements introduced by the prosecution at trail were not confessions. Although 

they did place JD at the scene at the time of the abduction of the victim, in his 

statements to the police JD blamed others for setting the victim on fire, as he did in 

his testimony at trial.  

 

 

Conclusions 

 

 

1. There is not sufficient evidence of torture to conclude that the Claim is credible 

because: 

a. Although mistreatment of JD may well have taken place, the crucial link is 

missing between the alleged mistreatment and the coercion of JD’s 

statements; his TIRC Claim is the first time JD has alleged with any 

specificity that his statements were coerced as a result of any 

mistreatment;  

b. Although it is undisputed that JD was in custody at Area 1 for 

approximately 30 hours, it is also undisputed that JD made statements 

throughout this period so this is not a case where JD was held for an 

extended period before making statements; 

c. The statements are not confessions because they blame others for the 

offense, which reduces the likelihood that they were coerced; and 

d. There is no corroboration of this Claim, either by physical evidence or 

through witnesses. 

2. As far as the backgrounds of the detectives are concerned, this Claim illustrates 

the observation of Circuit Judge Wood in Hinton v. Uchtman, 395 F.3d 810, 821 

(7
th

 Cir. 2005), that “when police abuse runs rampant, a cloud hangs over 

everything the bad actors touched, whether or not they did anything wrong on a 

particular occasion”. (emphasis added) 

 
















































