




























































































Speaking Engagements
Kane County Extension Service

Conferences/Trainings
First Responder Training 16" Judicial Conducted
National College of District Attorneys/Vic Advocacy Attended
Changes in Mental Health Code Attended
Alzheimer Disease Update Attended
Strategic Partnership Mental Hlth Svs. Attended
Monthly Meetings

Kane County Elder Fatality Review Team
Senior Services Meeting

16" Judicial Circuit Elder Abuse Sub Com
Tri-Cities Triad

WestTowns Resource Team
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Child Advocacy Center
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Child Advocacy Center

The Child Advocacy Center is a vertical investigative and prosecution entity charged
with investigating and prosecuting crimes of physical and sexual abuse of children.

The unit operates out of its center and is divided into three investigative teams and a
prosecution team. Investigations are generally assigned geographically. The
investigative teams consist of a criminal investigator, Department of Children & Family
Services child protective investigator and a case manager. All investigative teams have
access to the team of three Assistant State’s Attorney’s assigned to the CAC.

The Department of Children & Family Services and local police agencies send
complaints and information concerning child abuse directly to the CAC. The matters are
then investigated by the teams, and decisions on whether to prosecute are made by the
team in conjunction with supervisory personnel.

Because the employees assigned to the CAC must be as well versed in investigative
techniques as well as litigation techniques, the assistants and support staff of the CAC are
highly and specially trained. Many more matters are investigated than are charged. Lori
Chassee supervises the Child Advocacy Center.

Significant Accomplishments

* Child Advocacy Center staff was able to provide leadership at the state level to
insure passage of legislation that allows Kane County to seek fines from offenders
to support Child Advocacy Center operations. This fine was initiated in Kane
County this year and collections began in September.

* National Children’s Alliance funds were awarded and utilized to complete a
review and restructuring of the grant supported counseling program provided
through the Advocacy Center, to insure that we are compliant with best practice
standards and to insure Kane County families receive quality specialized mental
health services at no cost. The program has received the approval and support of
the Illinois Attorney General’s Office.

» Through grant funding and scholarship opportunities CAC assigned personnel
have attended the following:
National Children’s Alliance, Leadership Conference
Univ. of Wisc., 23" Annual Midwest Conference Child Sexual Abuse
Dallas Police Department, Crimes against Children Conference
Children’s Hospital, MDT Response to Suspected Child Sexual Assault
NEMRT Laws of Arrest, Search & Seizure

» The CAC, after receiving grants to purchase and install state of the art digital
recording equipment began digitally recording Victim Sensitive Interviews of
child victims on February 1, 2008; through November 30, 2008 we had recorded
243 interviews.
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Recognizing the specialized training of staff at the CAC, outside agencies have
requested our assistance to conduct forensic interviews of children who have been
witnesses to violent crimes as well as adult victims and witnesses with
developmental disabilities. We have assisted outside agencies in 19
investigations.

The CAC referred 434 children and their families for cost free therapeutic
intervention services, either on site or through our partner agencies.

The CAC arranged and provided cost free specialized sexual abuse examinations
to 19 children reporting sexual abuse, 2 children received specialized physical
abuse examinations and 68 children were seen at hospital emergency rooms for
issues of sexual abuse.

Through community partnerships, and the Friends of Child Advocacy, the CAC
was able to create and implement programs for sexually reactive children and
currently have 4 young children receiving supportive mental health services in
order to promote the development of healthy behavior patterns. This program has
attracted the interest of the children’s Justice Coordinator for DCFS who will be
exploring it as a pilot project.

Staff members assigned to the CAC have been selected to present on a variety of
child abuse topics, including, Sex Offender Typology, Child Abuse Investigation,
Accreditation Standards for Child Advocacy Centers, Mandated Reporting, as
well as abuse recognition and prevention. CAC personnel hold training positions
with the National District Attorney’s Association, the National Children’s
Alliance and Northeast Multiregional Training Unit.

Offender Accountability:

Of the 94 criminally charged cases disposed in FY 2008, the CAC prevailed in 87
of them for a conviction rate of 92.5%.

CAC convictions resulted in Kane County sex offenders receiving six life
sentences and a total of 403 years in the Illinois Department of Corrections, 4,668
days of county jail time; and 1,128 months of probation

CAC attorneys conducted 12 trials in FY 2008, 7 bench trials and 5 jury trials;
winning convictions in 7 of them.

Case Highlights

Chester Mc Kinney; 05 CF550, found guilty at trial of 5 counts Predatory
Criminal Sexual Assault and 8 counts of Aggravated Criminal Sexual Abuse and
received 5 life terms in IDOC

Andres Velasquez; 06 CF50, found guilty at trial, Murder 1* degree of a child,
received a life sentence. This investigation began at the CAC as the child was
originally coded a serious physical abuse, and CAC investigators and prosecutors
were involved through disposition.
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Mark Kimbrough; 05 CF2568, found guilty at trial, 7 counts of Predatory
Criminal Sexual Assault, 8 counts of Criminal Sexual Abuse and 1 count
Aggravated Criminal Sexual abuse, sentenced to 99 years Ill. Department of
Corrections (IDOC). **FY07 conviction / FY 08 sentencing.

Salvador Vargas; 06CF2499, plead guilty to 1 count Predatory Criminal Sexual
Assault and 2 counts Aggravated Criminal Sexual Abuse for a total of 35 years
IDOC

Guillermo Guerrero; 07 CF 1778, Defendant plead guilty to 4 counts of Criminal
Sexual Assault and 2 counts Aggravated Criminal Sexual Abuse for a total of 22
years IDOC.

Steve Captain; 06 CF2371, plead guilty to 1 county Predatory Criminal Sexual
Assault and 1 count Aggravated Criminal Sexual Abuse, sentenced to 10 years

IDOC

Statistics

Investigations conducted: 348
& Investigations Pending 21

Files under Attorney Review 11

Charged cases-warrants outstanding 105

Charged/filed court actions 109
Felony charges 98
Misdemeanor charges 1
Juvenile Delinquency petitions 9
Juvenile Abuse and Neglect petitions 1

Charged cases disposed 94
Convictions/pleas (925%) 87
Acquittals/nolle prosequi 7

[u—

Juvenile Court Diversion
Services for sexually reactive behaviors 4

Total files closed
(including those initiated in prior years) 399

Investigative Interviews: 1762
Child victims under 13 237
Child victims over 13 166
Child witnesses 196
Adult witnesses 958
Suspects 251

* When file numbers are adjusted to remove those cases that are not prosecution eligible
i.e. Jurisdictions outside of Kane County, offenders under age 10, social service referrals
only, pending investigation or under review, our referred for court action rate stands at

30% of reports received, which approximates the national average
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Financial/Human Resources Division

The Financial Division is responsible for the preparation and administration of the State’s
Attorneys annual budget, as well as the review and approval of all expenditures. Other
financial responsibilities include planning, forecasting and financial reporting. In
addition, the Financial Division is responsible for the management of the Drug Asset
Forfeiture, Bad Check Program, Second Chance Program and Restorative Justice
Program Funds.

The preparation of grant applications administers all grant funding and insures
compliance with all reporting and auditing requirements of various grants. The State’s
Attorney’s Office is committed to seeking outside funding of special programs that
provide services to the citizens of Kane County.

The Human Resources Division is involved in the recruitment and orientation of qualified
individuals for Support Staff positions within the State’s Attorney’s Office. In addition,
this division is responsible for the preparation and entry of all staff payroll,
administration of benefit time, and administration of the State’s Attorney’s Office
personnel policies and procedures. Sandra Chidester supervises the Finance/Human
Resources Division.

Significant Accomplishments

» Updated and improved for efficiency all fiscal and personnel internal reports
* Completed and updated all job descriptions

Budgets

The Kane County State’s Attorney’s Office has a total budget comprised of 10 smaller
budgets or funds. Each fund is given a budget amount to expend during the year. Some
funds are partially or fully funded by grant funds. Per grant requirements expenditures
are reported to the grant agency based on the grant fiscal year. Because grant fiscal years
are different than the county fiscal year there is an overlap in expenditures in the county
budget verses the grant budget. Reports illustrating the office’s expenditures in county
fiscal year 2008 and revenues received per grant fiscal year are following.

The total amount of money budgeted by the Kane County Board to fund all activities of
the Kane County State’s Attorney’s Office in 2008 was $8,327,963. The amount spent
by the Kane County State’s Attorney’s Office in 2008 was $8,397,272.
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KANE COUNTY STATE’S ATTORNEY’S OFFICE

FINANCIAL REPORT
FISCAL YEAR 2008
GENERAL REVENUE:
Description FY 2007 FY 2008
State’s Attorney’s Fines $362,422 $397,966
Bond Forfeiture Fines 875,205 1,073,705
Collection Fines 45 136
Second Chance Fines 259,179 322,002
State’s Attorney Prosecution Fees 383,270 416,155
Restorative Justice Program/Miscellaneous 4,323 5,720
State’s Attorney’s COLA 129,820 84,339
Interest Earned 29,065 17,451
TOTAL $2,043,329 $2,317,474
GRANT REVENUE:
Description Grant Fiscal Yrs. | Grant Fiscal Yrs.
2007 2008

Child Advocacy Center

Attorney General Victim Assistance $18,700 $19,500

CAC Investigator 35,000 35,000

DCFS 48,875 48,875
CAC Fees N/A 9,482
TOTAL $102,575 $112,857
Child Support

Dept. of Healthcare & Family Services $749,382 $755,362
Victim Services

Illinois Attorney General $27,000 $27,000

I1. Criminal Justice Information Authority 80,380 $83,595
TOTAL $107,380 $110,595
Drug Prosecution

11 Criminal Justice Information Authority $143,967 $143,967
Auto Theft Task Force
Auto Theft Task Force Grant $64,692 $68,073
Investment Income 2,285 1,329
TOTAL $66,977 $69,402
Weed & Seed

US Department of Justice $200,000 $175,000
TOTAL $1,367,996 $1,365,854
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SPECIAL ACCOUNT REVENUE:

Description FY 07 FY 08

Bad Check Restitution $34,637 $24,305
Drug Asset Forfeiture 30,470 25,403
Interest Earned 5,816 3,308
EXPENDITRUES:

DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
GENERAL:
Salaries & Wages $3,383,018 $3,389,895 100%
Employee Benefits 674,872 666,616 99%
Contractual Services 366,538 434,827 119%
Commodities 78,089 86,293 113%
Capital 34,794 34,794 100%
TOTAL $4,621,574 $4,696,689 102%

DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
CHILD ADVOCACY CENTER:
Salaries & Wages $535917 $538,200 100%
Employee Benefits 65,911 67,688 103%
Contractual Services 81,687 50,360 62%
Commodities 7,650 4,649 67%
Capital 1,205 580 48%
TOTAL $695,627 $664,734 96%

DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
CIVIL:
Salaries & Wages $446,754 $451,420 101%
Employee Benefits 147,151 147,996 101%
Contractual Services 242273 285,360 118%
Commodities 6,510 6,453 99%
TOTAL $842,688 $891,230 106%

DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
TITLE IV-D:
Salaries & Wages $512,222 $524,961 102%
Employee Benefits 233,050 211,364 91%
Contractual Services 30,449 28,854 95%
TOTAL $775,721 $765,179 99%

DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
DRUG PROSECUTION:
Salaries & Wages $244.731 $248,428 102%
Employee Benefits 70,560 69,404 98%
Contractual Services 11,404 11,404 100%
TOTAL $326,695 $329,236 101%
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DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
VICTIM SERVICES:
Salaries & Wages $135,233 $129,981 96%
Employee Benefits 43,426 50,261 116%
Contractual 9,637 10,250 106%
TOTAL $188,296 $190,492 101%
DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE:
Salaries & Wages $272,008 $268,287 99%
Employee Benefits 88,835 82,978 93%
Contractual 25,316 22,363 88%
Commodities 140 140 100%
TOTAL $386,299 $373,767 97%
DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
ENVIRONMENTAL:
Salaries & Wages $162,500 $164,502 101%
Employee Benefits 48,431 48,765 101%
Contractual 14,702 17,376 118%
Commodities 3,636 470 13%
TOTAL $229,269 $231,112 101%
DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
AUTO THEFT:
Salaries & Wages $64,983 $61,385 94%
Employee Benefits 18,783 21,499 114%
Contractual 3,028 3,028 100%
TOTAL $86,794 85,912 99%
DESCRIPTION BUDGET ACTUAL % SPENT
WEED & SEED:
Salaries & Wages $72,390 $66,993 93%
Employee Benefits 30,227 2.2 77%
Contractual 70,840 77,490 109%
Commodities 1,543 1,202 78%
TOTAL $175,000 $168,921 97%
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Juvenile Delinquency

The Juvenile Delinquency Unit is responsible for prosecuting all crimes committed by
minors under the age of 17 years old excluding traffic and ordinance violations. The
Delinquency Unit had the responsibility of prosecuting a range of offenses this year from
the more serious of armed violence and aggravated discharge of a firearm to the more
minor offenses of truancy and curfew.

Each case is evaluated, no matter how minor or serious the offense, to determine that
justice is being served in each individual case. The Delinquency Unit is charged with
evaluating each case to determine services that the minor needs, the risk the minor
presents to society, and the proper punishment that will work as a deterrent and suitable
consequence for the minor for his or her individual actions. The ASA will also consult
with additional agencies from the various police departments, probation officers, local
school officials, treatment providers, and victims to obtain additional information that is
necessary to determine an appropriate disposition for the case. Reaching the appropriate
disposition will often require a Juvenile Delinquency ASA to assume different roles
throughout the day from social worker, advocate, to protector to ensure that the goals of
the Juvenile Court Act are being met.

The Delinquency Unit has status calls every morning ranging in size from 35-60 cases a
day. The afternoons in the Delinquency Unit are filled with bench trials, motions, and
petition to revoke probation hearings. Juvenile Drug Court meets every Thursday
afternoon.

Significant Highlights

» Transferring several minors to adult court for the more serious offenses after it was
decided that the individuals posed too great a risk to public safety to be treated as
juveniles under the Juvenile Court Act. These minors that are then transferred to adult
court face stricter penalties. The minors whose cases were transferred had committed
serious offenses that endangered the safety of others in the community and who had
prior criminal history.

* Securing sentences of individual minors to the Illinois Department of Juvenile Justice
for those that pose the highest risk to society.

* The continued success of our Drug Court in graduating minors successfully from the
program due in thanks to the services of the drug court team.

* Successfully enacting change to legislation regarding the offenses of escape from
penal institutions and from electronic home monitoring to include the language to
reflect adjudicated minors and not just persons convicted of offenses thanks to the
SAO Legislative Committee’s hard work.

=  Welcoming Judge Karen Simpson to the bench in Juvenile Court after Judge Wiley
Edmondson retired in July.
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* Provided a training seminar to the local law enforcement officers regarding issues
pertaining to juveniles such as interrogation, detention, and updates as to statutes and
case law.

Abuse & Neglect

The purpose of the Abuse Neglect Division is to protect the children of Kane County.
This division refers cases to court that have been investigated by the Illinois Dept of
Children and Family Services and these Children have been determined to be abused or
neglected. The States Attorney Office requests the court for a Shelter Care hearing to
have the minors removed from the parents. These minors are then placed in the foster
home until the parents can rectify the issues that brought the minor into care. The case is
then reviewed by the court every six months at a Permanency Review Hearing. At that
time the court can keep the goal at return home or chance the goal to substitute care
pending termination of parental rights, guardianship, or independence if the court
changes the goal to substitute care pending termination of parental rights or guardianship,
we proceed to the appropriate hearing.

In addition the unit also does custody hearings. These hearings occur between the
parents and foster parents or between two different sets of foster parents. These custody
hearings occur because the foster parents want to adopt the minor and the biological
parents have complied with all services so the minor is returning home. These custody
hearings have gone on for months. We remain involved in these custody hearings
because the State’s Attorney office brought this case into court and we remain in this case
until the court finds an appropriate placement for the minor.

The unit also deals with issues that arise out of probate such as a guardian who wishes to
relinquish their guardianship and there is not an appropriate parent for the minor or if the
minor has an estate. The overall goal of the Juvenile court is family reunification and if
this can not occur then we must find permanency (adoption, guardianship or
independence) for the minor.

Significant Accomplishments

* The Abuse and Neglect unit case load has increased by 10.5% over the past year.
This unit currently is assigned approximately 350 cases compared to this time last
year when it had 332 cases. In addition to the increase in the case load, hearings
have also increased over the past year. The unit conducted 71 Shelter Care
hearings compared to 51 in 2007; this is an increase of 28%. The unit also
conducted 27 Adjudicatory Hearings compared to 13 in 2007, this is an increase
of 52%. (Note: this number does not include any Adjudicatory Hearings that
were set for trial and the parents admitted the petition). In addition, the unit
conducted 386 Permanency Review Hearings as compared to 2007 in which 349
Permanency Review Hearings were held, this is an increase of 10%. As for
Termination Hearings, the Abuse/Neglect Unit remains essentially the same, with
25 hearings held in 2007 compared to 24 hearings in 2008.

* In addition to the increase in the case load, the courtroom experienced a change in
Judges. This is important because Abuse/Neglect law is quasi-criminal and quasi-
civil in nature and the Judge determines how to proceed with notice, discovery,
motions and hearings. The Judge has remained fairly consistent with the
procedural aspects, but occasionally the Judge conducts the courtroom in a civil
atmosphere. As such, it has been a learning experience. In addition, the unit
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experienced a change in Assistant State’s Attorney and everyone in the unit
worked together to keep the unit running smoothly. This includes the support
staff who organized the assistant’s files so the newly assigned assistant could take
over the cases in an orderly fashion. The new assistant jumped in with both feet
and handled the Termination Hearings, Adjudicatory Hearings, and Shelter Care
Hearings efficiently. Because she handled these hearings as if she never left the
unit, it helped to keep the unit running smoothly and with less stress. This is
important because the Judge wanted the State’s Attorney’s Office to proceed on
the numerous Termination Hearings that were scheduled. For instance, after
being in the unit for only one day, the Assistant State’s Attorney conducted the
hearing of In re M.G. These three children have been in the system since 2004.
After a hearing that was scheduled for three days, the court terminated the
parental rights of the parents and all three children are free for adoption. A week
later the Assistant conducted an Adjudicatory Hearing on In re K.B.M.

* In addition to the newly assigned assistant stepping up to the plate, the support
staff did not lose a beat when helping the first chair prepare for a Termination
Hearing within a week’s notice. That case proceeded to a hearing and the State
was successful in proving the termination petition and the minors are free for
adoption.

Case Highlights

One of the most significant cases is In re A.B. This minor has been in the system since
2004. The minor came in as a dependency as the mother and father left the minor with a
relative and no safety plan. Mother and father signed specific consents to the
relative/foster caregiver. (herein after “RFCG”) The agency worked with this “RFCG”
for approximately a year. During this time the agency put two corrective action plans in
place. In addition, the court ordered the “RFCG” to undergo a psychological evaluation.
The “RFCG” is a highly intelligent individual as she holds an RN and JD degree. Prior to
the psychological evaluation, a Permanency Review Hearing was held and the court
found that the minor was in danger if she remained with the “RFCG”. It was very
difficult to find a placement for the minor, who had her own diagnosis of preliminary
reactive attachment disorder. In the meanwhile, the specific consents signed by the
parents failed. Pursuant to statue, the agency had to locate the biological parents and
bring them back into the court system. The mother signed general surrenders and her
parental rights were terminated. On the other hand, the father did not want to sign and he
was then offered services. In the meanwhile, the “RFCG” filed a motion for custody
under the Illinois Marriage and Dissolution act. The agency found a home for the minor
who was willing to educate themselves on preliminary reactive attachment disorder,
attend family counseling with the minor, attend individual counseling and made sure that
the minor attended her own counseling sessions. Just prior to the custody hearing the
relative foster caregiver filed motions for discovery. The custody hearing was set for two
days and the court ruled prior to the hearing that this custody hearing would be combined
with the Permanency Review Hearing. Because the court made those findings, it shifted
the burden to the State and the State was obligated to take lead in presenting the
evidence. Evidence was presented over the two day period and the court found that it
was not in the best interest of the child to be returned back to the “RFCG”. Father signed
Surrenders and on December 2, 2008 the minor, with all of her special needs, was
adopted and the juvenile case closed.
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