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hearing consistently with his TIRC Claim. (Transcript of Proceedings dated May 
5,1991 at 264-65, 288) The judge denied the motion based upon his view of the 
credibility of the witnesses given the evidence before him at that time. 

6. Since the motion to suppress was heard in 1991, 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 charges were later 
brought against him before the Police Board of the City of Chicago. In 
connection with that hearing the City of Chicago made a judicial admission 
that Burge put a gun to Shaded Munin’s head and played Russian roulette.3 In 
his testimony at Burge’s federal perjury trial, McDermott, who was forced to 
testify after a grant of immunity, admitted that he testified before the federal 
grand jury that he was present when this took place.4 On February 11, 1993, 
the Police Board separated Burge 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 criminal 
prosecutions were warranted. The 2006 Report concluded that in the case of 
Alphonso Pinex there was sufficient evidence to indict both McDermott and 
Maslanka for aggravated battery (beating Pinex so severely that he soiled his 
underwear) and for perjury and obstruction of justice (denying under oath that 
they had beaten Pinex). The Report also found that “[t]here are many other 
cases which lead us to believe that the claimants were abused”.5 

d. TIRC records, attached as Exhibit C, indicate that McDermott has 13 other 
complaints of abuse of which TIRC is aware, and he has pled the 5th 
Amendment privilege against self-incrimination when asked about abusing 
detainees.  

e. As set forth in Exhibit D, Maslanka has 14 other complaints of abuse of which 
TIRC is aware. He has also taken the 5th when asked about abusing detainees, 
including TA specifically, as set forth in Exhibit E. 
 

                                                           
3 City of Chicago’s Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to Bar Testimony Concerning Other Alleged Victims of 
Police Misconduct dated January 22, 1992 at 11-12, attached as Exhibit A. 
4 United States v. Burge, 08 CR 846 (N.D.Ill.), Transcript of Proceedings dated June 14, 2010 at 144, 149 , attached 
as Exhibit B. 
5 Report of the Special State’s Attorney at 16. 
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7. After his motion to suppress was denied, in 90 CR 11984 TA was convicted of 
attempted murder in a bench trial at which his confession was used, and he was 
sentenced to 25 years in prison. In 90 CR 11985 he was convicted of armed robbery 
after a jury trial, and he was sentenced to 25 years to be served concurrently with the 
sentence in 90 CR 11984. Thereafter, he entered guilty pleas6 in 11 other cases, 
including a murder for which he received 50 years, all of the time to be served 
concurrently with the sentences mentioned above. 

8. In 2004 TA filed a post-conviction petition regarding the guilty pleas, and it contains 
the same claim of coercion he raises before the TIRC. In 2005 and 2008 TA filed 
other post-conviction petitions raising the same coercion claim. All of the post-
conviction petitions were dismissed on procedural grounds without reaching the 
merits of the claims. 
 

Conclusions 

 

1. TA’s Claim qualifies for summary referral pursuant to 2 Ill. Adm. Code 3500.370 in 
that: 
a. TA has consistently claimed since his motion to suppress to have been tortured in 

the manner alleged 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 
Report of the Special State’s Attorney, regarding their investigation of Jon Burge 
and police officers under his command; 

c. The officers accused are identified in other cases alleging torture; and 
d. The Claim is consistent with the Office of Professional Standards’ findings of 

systematic and methodical torture at Area 2 under Jon Burge. 
2. In addition, the other available evidence set forth above indicates that the Claim is 

credible and merits judicial review. 
3. While the complaints of physical abuse and coercion against the accused officers are 

allegations and not judicial findings, they are nevertheless relevant in deciding 
whether abuse occurred in a specific case. People v. Patterson, 192 Ill.2d 93, 114-
15,735 N.E.2d 616 (Ill.Sup.Ct. 2000); People v. Cannon, 293 Ill. App.3d 634, 640, 
688 N.E.2d 693 (1 Dist. 1997); People v Cortez Brown, 90 CR 23997 (Transcript of 
Proceedings dated May 22, 2009 at 8, Ruling by Judge Crane) (evidence against 
Burge subordinates of abuse in cases other than Brown’s was “staggering” and 
“damning”), attached as Exhibit F. 

                                                           
6 The confessions were used at the time of the entrance of the guilty pleas as part of the prosecution’s factual basis 
to support the pleas. 




















































































