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NATURE OF THE CASE
Styles Stuckey pleaded guilty to the offense of aggravated vehicular
hijacking and was sentenced to 28 years in prison. This is a direct appeal from
the judgment of the court below. No issue is raised challenging the charging

instrument.
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ISSUE PRESENTED FOR REVIEW
Whether a new sentencing hearing is required where the trial court considered

Styles Stuckey’s student discipline report as evidence in aggravation.
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STATEMENT OF FACTS

OnMay 19, 2021, as 67-year-old V.H. stepped away from her open vehicle
to check the mail, “two black males” approached and started to get into the vehicle.
(R.128,130-31.) Though V.H. initially confronted the men, one of them brandished
a handgun and threatened her life, after which the men got into V.H.’s vehicle
and drove away. (R. 128, 130-31.) The vehicle was remotely disabled, and a
surveillance camera recorded “two black males and two juvenile females” walking
away from the area where the vehicle stopped. (R. 128-31.) Another recording
showed one of the men, later identified as 19-year-old defendant-appellant
Styles Stuckey, “take a firearm and place it into the garbage can” outside the nearby
convenience store where he was arrested. (R. 129-31; see C. 137.) The other man,
18-year-old Antonio Monroe, also was arrested. (R. 129-31; see C. 223.)

Both Mr. Stuckey and Mr. Monroe were charged with aggravated vehicular
hijacking (firearm), a Class X felony with a mandatory 15-year sentence
enhancement; vehicular hijacking, a Class 1 felony; and unlawful possession of a
stolen motor vehicle, a Class 2 felony. (C. 20-22, 29-31; R. 4-6.) Mr. Stuckey alone
faced a Class 4 felony charge of aggravated unlawful use of a weapon (handgun
possession by person under 21 years of age). (C. 23, 32.) After Mr. Monroe entered
an open guilty plea to vehicular hijacking as an extended term Class 1 felony but
before he was sentenced, the parties appeared for a jury trialin this case. (C. 143,
527-28; R. 109-10.) When Mr. Stuckey’s attorney, Gary L. Morris, indicated that
he intended to call Mr. Monroe as a defense witness, the trial court “[h]unt[ed]
down” Mr. Monroe’s attorney, who indicated that Mr. Monroe would assert his

Fifth Amendment privilege if he were put on the stand. (R. 111-12,121-22,131-32.)
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Asjury selection was about to start, Mr. Morris asked for a recess to talk with
Mr. Stuckey, after which Mr. Morris informed the trial court that the parties had
reached a plea agreement. (R. 122-23.) Mr. Stuckey was to enter an open guilty
plea to “Count 5,” verbally identified as Class X felony aggravated vehicular
hijacking subject to the standard 6- to 30-year sentencing range. (R. 123-27.) Though
no one said so in the courtroom (see R. 123-36), the specific offense to which
Mr. Stuckey was to plead guilty was aggravated vehicular hijacking (victim over
60 years of age), as shown by a one-count information alleging that offense as
“Count 5 of 5” (C. 116). In exchange for Mr. Stuckey’s guilty plea to Count 5, the
state dismissed the original four counts against him. (C. 120; R. 123-36.) The court
entered judgment of conviction and ordered a pre-sentence investigation. (R. 135.)

One month later, and before he was sentenced for aggravated vehicular
hijacking, Mr. Stuckey filed a counseled motion to withdraw guilty plea, alleging
in relevant part that Mr. Monroe originally stated that he was willing to offer
exculpatory testimony at Mr. Stuckey’s trial; refused to testify on the date of
Mr. Stuckey’s trial; and was “now willing to testify” on Mr. Stuckey’s behalf.
(C. 130-31.) As an exhibit to a counseled addendum to the motion, the defense
offered a handwritten statement, dated December 2, 2021, that says:

“k** Styles Stuckey didn’t have no parts in case 21-CF-274 Styles

Stuckey wasn’t a lookout 1 Antonio Monroe was the person who got

out the cariwas giving Styles Stuckey a rideidon’t want to get Styles

Stuckey in trouble for something he didn’t do.”
(C. 134;see C. 132-33.) While that motion was pending, Mr. Monroe was sentenced
to 24 years in prison for vehicular hijacking. (C. 143, 528, 561-62.)

Mr. Stuckey’s pre-sentence investigation report (“PSI”) reflected his belief that

Mr. Monroe bore the responsibility and blame for the offense against V.H., which
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Mr. Stuckey nevertheless “regret[ted] being a part of.” (C. 142.) The PSI showed
that Mr. Stuckey had a limited work history and one juvenile adjudication for
misdemeanor resisting a peace officer, with an offense date in September 2019;
his resulting probation was terminated as unsuccessful. (C. 138, 140.) He also
had two adult convictions: misdemeanor domestic battery, and Class 4 felony
unlawful possession of a controlled substance. (C. 138-39.) He was then on probation
for the controlled-substance conviction, and a petition to revoke probation on the
domestic-battery conviction had been filed and dismissed. (C. 138-39.)

Prior to his arrest, Mr. Stuckey had been trying to complete his high school
education through the Knoxville Center for Student Success, to which he was
transferred at some point after March 2019 due to “numerous infractions received”
while attending Manual High School and Woodruff Career & Technical Center.
(C.139;see C. 184,190, 393-94, 441/A-53 €.6, 457-58/A-69-A-70 e.3.) Mr. Stuckey’s
mother explained that he has ADHD, which “contributed to his problems in school.”
(C. 142; see also C. 181.) Still he had been present in his two young children’s
lives; he would “often watch” his children and liked to take them to the park. (C. 141;
see also C. 183-85, 189-90.) He never had a relationship with his own biological
father, who was imprisoned “for most of his life.” (C. 140; see also C. 180, 183,
189-90.) His only father figure, his mother’s boyfriend, died when Mr. Stuckey
was about 13 years old, and that death had a significant impact on Mr. Stuckey.
(C. 140, 183-84, 189-90; see C. 137.) But Mr. Stuckey’s mother and two half-siblings
were “very supportive” of him; they and his three aunts provided written statements
of support that were attached to the PSI. (C. 140-41, 178-90.) One of his aunts

urged the trial court to “break th[e] cycle” of black children growing up without
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their fathers, a cycle into which Mr. Stuckey had been thrust through no fault
of his own. (C. 189; see C. 140, 180, 183, 190.)

Also attached to the PSI were a victim impact statement describing the
fear and anxiety V.H. experienced and expenses she incurred after her vehicle
was hijacked outside her home (C. 206-09), and a Peoria District 150 Student
Discipline Report (“discipline report” or “report”) that spans 64 pages of fine-print
type.' (C. 146-77; see C. 395-458/A-7—A-70). The discipline report consists of 351
separate entries describing Mr. Stuckey’s alleged misbehavior at Peoria public
schools from April 2008, when Mr. Stuckey was 6 years old, to March 2019, when
Mr. Stuckey was 17 yearsold. (C. 395-458/A-7—A-70; see C. 137.) Each of the entries
includes an “[o]ffense” date, time, category, and location on school grounds; a
three-digit code representing the school at which the discipline was imposed,;
the name of the person who referred Mr. Stuckey for discipline and/or the name
of the often-different person who imposed discipline; some form of narrative
description of the alleged misbehavior, whose author is not identified; and the
discipline imposed as a result of the referral. (See, e.g., C. 395/A-7.)

Less than a week after the PSI was filed, the trial court heard Mr. Stuckey’s
motion to withdraw guilty plea. (R. 141-47; see C. 135.) During his testimony at
that hearing, Mr. Stuckey claimed that he was innocent and had not “know|[n]

what [he] was pleading guilty to” because he “didn’t see that [he] was getting another

! In the record on appeal, only the “odd” pages of the discipline report appear as
a PSI attachment—Page 1, Page 3, Page 5, and so on, to Page 63. (C. 145-77.)
But at Mr. Stuckey’s sentencing hearing, the trial court referred to the report
as being “60-something pages long” and quoted an entry that appears on an
“even” page of the report (R. 163; see C. 456/A-68 e.7; R. 167; see also R. 153),
so it 1s evident that the complete discipline report was attached to the PSI and
before the court at sentencing.
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charge, a Count 5 charge.” (R. 142-44.) He also testified that he wanted to have
a trial at which Mr. Monroe would testify on his behalf, and he mirrored the motion’s
allegations that Mr. Monroe was again willing to do so after having previously
changed his mind. (R. 145; see C. 130-31.) But the court denied the plea-withdrawal
motion, adding that the motion was “denied with ten punctuation marks” and
was “wildly denied,” and immediately proceeded to a sentencing hearing at which
neither party objected to the court receiving the PSI or offered any additions or
corrections to the PSI. (R. 146-47; see also R. 141.) Specifically, Mr. Morris told
the court: (1) “We found no mistakes in [the PSI], so it’s fine with us” (R. 141);
and (2) “No, we don’t have any additions or corrections” to the PSI (R. 147).
Assistant State’s Attorney David Gast presented no formal evidence in
aggravation and yet asked the trial court to impose on the now 20-year-old
Mr. Stuckey the maximum sentence of 30 years in prison, arguing that his prior
criminal history and use of a gun in the vehicular hijacking were aggravating factors.
(R.148,151-54;see C.137; R. 128, 130-31, 138.) ASA Gast also urged the court to
treat Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report as an extension of his prior criminal history,
calling the report “shocking” and “[o]ne of the worst” of the many he had seen,
representing as fact that Mr. Stuckey had “kicked a teacher” without providing any
details about that allegation in the report, and opining that the report “refutes
extensively” that Mr. Stuckey was a “a good kid.” (R. 153-54; see C. 178-90; R. 149.)
Mr. Morris responded only by arguing that Mr. Stuckey’s sentence should
be shorter than Mr. Monroe’s because, “from [his] reading of the evidence,”
Mr. Monroe was the “ringleader” who had brandished the gun. (R. 155-58.) The
trial court expressed skepticism at Mr. Morris’s reading of the evidence and added,

“I think [Mr. Stuckey] was all in, but if you have some evidence that indicates
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otherwise, I'll be glad to hearit.” (R. 157.) As evidence, Mr. Morris pointed to nothing
more than Mr. Monroe’s December 2, 2021 statement that “Styles Stuckey didn’t

have no parts” in the vehicular hijacking and closed: “[I]f you look at the record

fkk

clearly, Judge, my client did not do as much bad things as [Mr. Monroe].”

(R. 157-58; see C. 134.) For a statement in allocution, Mr. Stuckey said simply:
“I shouldn’t get punished for something I didn’t do.” (R. 160.)

The trial court stated that it had considered the PSI, the evidence and
arguments of the parties, Mr. Stuckey’s statement in allocution, the statutory factors
in aggravation and mitigation, Mr. Stuckey’s “history and character,” and “the
circumstances and nature of the offense.” (R. 160-61.) The court then went on
at some length about what it perceived as Mr. Stuckey’s lack of remorse or contrition,
attempts to evade responsibility for his actions, and inappropriate courtroom
conduct. (R. 161-71.) In the course of those comments, the court looked to
Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report and quoted from two different entriesin the report:

“#** All of a sudden you c[a]me to life then when [ASA Gast was]
talking about your behavior at District 150, but all he was doing
was repeating what’s in here. It’s about two-thirds of an inch thick,
and 60-something pages of this are the disciplinary reports from you
in a school system that you didn’t even complete.

% % %
*** You cannot possibly claim that you were a student other than
the fact that on occasion you were physically present within some
walls that were noted to be a school. ***

% % %
[W]hen you went to school, Mr. Stuckey, it screams out of here that
you had no intention of being a compliant student. You went with
the intention of eventually chucking it or getting kicked out or
arrested. Even the other students in class were annoyed with you.

And *** you had some people, your family members, who wrote
some very kind letters about you, but they’re either lying, and I don’t
think they are, or they’re trying to describe for me a Styles Stuckey
that most of the world didn’t see. Soif there’s anything good I can say
here, it’s that apparently to your siblings and your family members,
you appeared to be nicer than you ever appeared to be in school.

_8-
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So at least you didn’t want them to hate you I guess, so you
must have been very different around them than you were at school.
Becauseifyou had even said some of the things that you said in school
to your siblings, you would have hurt their feelings terribly.

For example, Styles Stuckey was bothering another student
after already bothering multiple students. The student aid in the
room asked the student, Styles, to stop bothering the other student.

Styles proceeded to pretend to hit the other student. The aid said
that the student, Styles, needed to stop hitting females.

Styles Stuckey responded, ‘She ain’t a female. She’s a nigger.’
It is unnerving for people of any caliber to even say that sentence.
You said it because you wanted people to hearit, and now they hear
1t again, but nothing in the letters that your family members wrote
to me reflected that kind of a person.

So when they were describing you to me in letters, they were
doing their best, but they apparently have been fooled. Styles
threatened to beat the bus driver’s ass several times on the way to
school today. A bus driver. Can’t even get on the bus and go to school,
and he said if they didn’t get him to school on time, he was going to
beat the bus driver’s ass, and he repeated this phrase three times.

The last statement, however, he said, ‘If I miss breakfast I'm going to
beat your ass.””

(R.163-67; see C. 450/A-62 e.5, 456/A-68 e.7.) As to who had brandished the gun,
the court stated, “I do believe that you had the gun or at least if not held it you
certainly did more than your share to present it, prepare it, have it, and supply
it,” such that Mr. Stuckey was at least “a part of having the gun.” (R. 169-71.)
The court ultimately imposed a sentence of 28 years in prison. (C. 212-16;R. 171.)

Mr. Stuckey timely filed a counseled motion to reconsider sentence, insisting
that Mr. Monroe had brandished the gun during the vehicular hijacking and
suggesting that the trial court must have “got[ten] mixed up” about that. (C. 217-20.)
Attached to the motion as exhibits were a transcript of ASA Gast’s argument at
Mr. Monroe’s sentencing hearing (C. 221-28); a transcript of ASA Gast’s argument
at Mr. Stuckey’s sentencing hearing (C. 229-34); a police report indicating that

“the suspect in a black ski mask” was the one who brandished the gun (C. 235-36);
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and Mr. Monroe’s December 2, 2021 statement purporting to absolve Mr. Stuckey
of involvement in the hijacking (C. 237). Considered separately or together, the
exhibits do not answer the question of who brandished the gun. (See C. 221-37.)
And at a hearing on Mr. Stuckey’s motion to reconsider sentence, Mr. Morris
repeatedly relied on police reports other than the one he had attached to the motion
as an exhibit. (R. 176-79, 190; see C. 235-36.) Mr. Morris specifically invoked “Page
41 of the police reports,” which he said relayed a statement by Mr. Monroe that
“he gotinto the driver’s seat and [Mr. Stuckey] got into the front passenger’s seat.”
(R.190.) No such police report appears in the record, and Mr. Morris neither offered
the report nor explained how the identity of the driver related to the identity of
the man who had brandished the gun. (See R. 175-98.) He did move to admit into
evidence Mr. Monroe’s PSI, which purportedly showed that Mr. Monroe had a
“worse record” than Mr. Stuckey, but that motion was denied. (R. 184.) The trial
court finally said: “Mr. Stuckey, you did it. You and Antonio Monroe, between
the 2 of you, had a gun.” (R. 192.) In summing up before the ruling, the court again
looked to Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report, quoting from seven of its entries:
“More than 30 [sic] pages of District 150 reports, not grades.
The grades and -- and classes, of the 30 [sic] pages, 2 refer to that.
But all the other pages involve incidents. Student -- the defendant
admitted to hitting the other student with his fists many times.
‘Styles has been disruptive and disobedient all day. Styles
would not stop talking, making noises. Telling me to shut up. Telling
me I'm stupid.’
This 1s the teacher.
‘Styles pushing, kicking others ever since lunch. Refused to
complete his work. Tore up his papers. Today, Styles started his day in

the gymnasium, swinging his lunch box and folder around, hitting others.’

As a child, as an adolescent, as an adult, Mr. Stuckey, you
want to be noticed. And on the outside looking in, I don’t get it.

-10-
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I don’t getit. But the public doesn’t deserve to have you in their world
if this is how you behave. ‘Today’ -- here’s some more.

‘Today, Styles took broken parts of a CD case and scratched
a student across her hand.’

Here’s another one.
‘Stylesis suspended for 2 days. Stylesis suspended for 4 days.

Styles refused to take his hands off the hallway fire extinguisher

cabinet. Repeatedly opens and closes the glass door.’

He always wants attention. And, Mr. Stuckey, you have my
attention. And these records go from 2011 [sic], ‘12, ‘13, ‘14, ‘15, into

the small amount that you went into high school. And I'm not

punishing you or trying to give you consequences for bad behavior

then, but I'm trying to learn who you are, and where you’ve come

from, and how you are where you are. And I can only judge your future

by your past.”

(R.195-97; see C. 395/A-Te.1 & e.4,397/A-9e.2,398/A-10e.2, 399/A-11e.3,
400/A-12 e.4, 402/A-14 e.2.)

Mr. Stuckey timely sought review of his conviction and sentence, and of the
denial of his post-plea motions, in Appeal No. 4-22-0308. (See C. 244, 262.) But
because no Supreme Court Rule 604(d) certificate appeared in record, the appellate
court allowed Mr. Stuckey’s agreed motion for summary remand. (See R. 201.)
Onremand, Mr. Morris did not file any new post-plea motion; he filed only a facially
deficient Rule 604(d) certificate. (See C. 288.) The case proceeded with a hearing
on Mr. Stuckey’s original motion to withdraw guilty plea (R. 220-21), which sought
plea withdrawal due to Mr. Monroe’s variable willingness to testify on Mr. Stuckey’s
behalf (C. 130-31). At that hearing, Mr. Stuckey testified that he wanted to have
a trial so Mr. Monroe could testify on his behalf and thereby prove his innocence.
(R.221-24.) Asfor Mr. Morris, he persisted in his prior sentencing argument about

the comparative culpability of Mr. Monroe and Mr. Stuckey. (R. 228-29.) The trial

court denied Mr. Stuckey’s plea-withdrawal motion, adding: “It’s not even a close
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call. Goodbye.” (R. 234.) The court went on to summarily deny Mr. Stuckey’s original
motion to reconsider sentence. (R. 234-35; see C. 217-20.)

Mr. Stuckey again timely sought review of his conviction and sentence,
and of the denial of his post-plea motions, in Appeal No. 4-23-0680. (See C. 301,
305, 352-53.) Because the Rule 604(d) certificate filed by Mr. Morris was deficient
on its face (see C. 288), the appellate court again allowed Mr. Stuckey’s agreed
motion for summary remand (C. 365). The original trial court judge Kevin Lyons
having since retired, the case was assigned to Judge Paul Gilfillan on the second
remand for strict compliance with Rule 604(d). (C. 365-66; see also C. 372.)

Onthat remand, Mr. Stuckey indicated that he did not want to be represented
by Mr. Morris; Mr. Morris was allowed to withdraw, and the public defender was
appointed at Mr. Stuckey’s request. (C. 374; R. 245-47.) Assistant Public Defender
Danaielle Sipiora filed a facially sufficient Rule 604(d) certificate (C. 378-79; see
R. 261) and an amended motion to reconsider sentence (C. 380-83/A-71-A-74;
see R. 257-261) with more than 250 pages of exhibits (C. 384-565), including the
complete transcript of Mr. Monroe’s sentencing hearing (C. 527-64) and all 64 pages
of Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report (C. 395-458/A-7—A-70). Ms. Sipiora also informed
the court that Mr. Stuckey “no longer wishe[d] to pursue a motion to withdraw
his guilty plea” and sought only “reconsideration of his sentence.” (R. 256.)

The first argument in Mr. Stuckey’s amended motion to reconsider sentence
was modeled after Justice McDade’s partial dissent in People v. Ferguson, 2021
IL App (3d) 20004 1: it assigned error to the trial court’s sentencing consideration of
the discipline report because the report describes misbehavior that, under Miller v.
Alabama, 567 U.S. 460 (2012), must be understood as a product of the distinctive and

transitory attributes of a child’s brain rather than indicative of a permanent defect
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in character. (C. 380-82/A-71-A-73.) The motion’s only other argument returned
to the well-trod ground of comparative culpability, assigning error to the court’s
purportedly having “confused which Co-Defendant played what role” in the vehicular
hijacking. (C. 382/A-73.) Considered separately or together, the exhibits to the
motion do not answer the question of who brandished the gun. (See C. 384-565.)

At a hearing on Mr. Stuckey’s amended motion to reconsider sentence,
Ms. Sipiora argued that Judge Lyons’s reliance on Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report
was an abuse of discretion in light of Mr. Stuckey’s age at the time of the entries
therein. (R. 262-67.) Ms. Sipiora went on to note that “these disciplinary records,
there’s no court system. There’s no checks and balances. Many times the teacher
1s hearing these instances of misconduct secondhand, thirdhand, not even seeing
1t themselves.” (R. 266.) She also argued that Judge Lyons had “confused or at
the minimum was unsure who played what role” in the vehicular hijacking, resulting
1in Mr. Stuckey’s 28-year prison sentence compared to Mr. Monroe’s 24-year prison
sentence even though, on her reading of the transcripts, Mr. Monroe had brandished
the gun and was therefore more culpable than Mr. Stuckey. (R. 267-69, 272.)
ASA Gastresponded by pointing out Judge Liyons’s finding that Mr. Stuckey “‘was
part of having the gun, if he didn’t hold the gun.”” (R. 269-70; see R. 170-71.) As
to the arguments regarding Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report, ASA Gast said:

“[I]t appears that they want to treat Mr. Stuckey as a juvenile. Well,
he wasn’t a juvenile at the time that this happened. ***

Mr. Stuckey had an incredibly long disciplinary record, which
was appropriately considered. The Court is allowed to do that. Clearly,
the Third District, which we are not a part of anymore, finds that
you can do that. I'm assuming the Fourth does as well.

[Miller v. Alabama] 1s dealing with juveniles. And, again, the
defendant was not a juvenile when this offense occurred. And so we're
talking about all the brain chemistry and the inherently bad character
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and things of regard [sic] that is necessary when the Court is
sentencing a juvenile, and, again, the defendant is not a juvenile.”

(R. 270-71.)

Judge Gilfillan first rejected Mr. Stuckey’s comparative-culpability argument,
agreeing with Judge Lyons that “the culpability of the defendants in this case
1isn’t all that different.” (R. 275-76.) As to Ferguson, Judge Gilfillan remarked:

“k** ] did read [Justice McDade’s separate] opinion the day it came
out. It was a bigone evenin a dissenting capacity since disciplinary
records from schools have been part and parcel of PSIs since the day
I became a judge, and then to find out, in my case, 17 years later
1t might not be appropriate to consider those records was a little bit
of a shock to the system.

I think what I took from Justice McDade’s dissent was that
it should be a little bit of a wake-up call or red flag to judges in
particular that those disciplinary records do not necessarily provide
due process to the individuals involved, and they are in many cases
remote in time because they extend over such a long period of time,
including, by definition, a defendant’s youth.”

(R.264-65.) Judge Gilfillan nevertheless rejected Mr. Stuckey’s discipline-report
argument, reasoning that Judge Lyons did not “g[i]ve over emphasis” to the report:
“[T]he Court’s consideration of the lengthy -- because basically that’s
all we had. [Mr. Stuckey] was a young adult at the time of the offense.

I know he had some juvenile offenses and some brushes with the
criminal law. But otherwise it was his school history that was

considered.

I don’t find the Court gave over emphasis to his school records

even though it was referred to in the sentencing hearing; and that

1t was considered appropriately as authorized by the Third District

despite the dissenting opinion of Justice McDade[.]”
(R.276-77.) Mr. Stuckey’s amended motion to reconsider sentence was therefore
denied by Judge Gilfillan. (C. 570; R. 276-77.)

Onthe timely appeal that followed, Mr. Stuckey argued that his discipline

report was improper evidence in aggravation because the report lacked relevance

and reliability. (Opening brf. at 15-27; see C. 578-79, 609.) As to relevance,
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he pointed out that Peoria County routinely uses a defendant’s history of noncriminal
misbehavior as a schoolchild to justify the imposition of a more severe sentence
for an unrelated crime that the defendant committed as an adult, and Mr. Stuckey
argued that such useis contrary both to our legislature’s intent and to the principles
of Miller v. Alabama, 567 U.S. 460 (2012). (Opening brf. at 20-21, 24-26.) He further
argued that school disciplinary records generally exhibit racial disparities (Opening
brf. at 22-23) and are not reliable evidence absent supporting testimony at
sentencing (Opening brf. at 17-18). Lastly, Mr. Stuckey argued that his discipline
report specifically was not reliable evidence insofar as many of its entries are vague,
incomplete, incomprehensible, and/or comprised of uncorroborated and often
unattributed multiple hearsay. (Opening brf. at 18-20.)

After acknowledging that the discipline-report issue was procedurally barred,
Mr. Stuckey asked the appellate court to reach the issue as ineffective assistance of
both Mr. Morris and Ms. Sipiora, in that Mr. Morris forfeited the issue or even
invited error by failing to object at sentencing to the report’s attachment to the
PSI and Ms. Sipiora waived the issue by raising it in the amended motion to
reconsider sentence without alleging Mr. Morris’s ineffectiveness. (Opening brf.
at 28-33; see also Reply brf. at 4-6.) The state made a limited response that left
unanswered most of Mr. Stuckey’s arguments and authority on appeal (see State’s
brief at 2-5), and the appellate court heard oral argument on May 6, 2025.

OnMay 19, 2025, the appellate court affirmed the judgment below, concluding
that Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report demonstrated his “difficulty with structure
and authority” and therefore was relevant to “appropriate sentencing considerations,
such as his character and rehabilitative potential.” People v. Stuckey, 2025 IL

App (4th) 241021-U, 99 1-2, 55 (A-79, A-97). The appellate court also concluded
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that the report was reliable evidence because (1) it was attached to the PSI,
(2) Mr. Stuckey “affirmatively asserted through counsel that the PSI had ‘no
mistakes,’” (3) Mr. Stuckey “never challenged the factual accuracy” of any specific
entry in the report, and (4) the report was “clearly relevant at sentencing.” Stuckey,
2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, 99 58-60 (A-98—A-100). Finally, the appellate court
found that Mr. Stuckey had “overstate[d] the trial court’s [sentencing] reliance”
on the report, reasoning that other aggravating factors were given “far greater
weight and significance.” Id. at § 61 (A-100). Mr. Stuckey timely filed a petition
for rehearing, pointing out some of the gaps and mistakes in the appellate court’s
analysis (PFR at 3-11); that petition was summarily denied less than a week later
(A-102). Thereafter, he timely petitioned this Court for leave to appeal, and this

Court gave leave to appeal on September 24, 2025.
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ARGUMENT

A new sentencing hearing is required where the trial court

considered Styles Stuckey’s irrelevant and unreliable student

discipline report as evidence in aggravation.

The sentencing range for the crime of conviction in this case was 6 to 30 years
in prison. See 720 ILCS 5/18-3(a), 18-4(a)(1), (b) (2020) (providing that aggravated
vehicular hijacking (victim over 60 years of age) is a Class X felony); 730 ILCS
5/5-4.5-25(a) (2020) (providing that a Class X felony is subject to a minimum of
6 years in prison and a maximum of 30 years in prison). And of course, the trial court
had “wide latitude” to impose on Mr. Stuckey any determinate sentence within that
range, including a sentence just shy of the statutory maximum. See People v. Bridges,
2020 IL App (1st) 170129, § 37. But if the trial court considered “incompetent
evidence” or “improper aggravating factors” in arriving at Mr. Stuckey’s 28-year
prison sentence, then the court nevertheless abused its discretion. See Bridges,
2020 IL App (1st) 170129, 9 37; see also People v. McAfee, 332 111. App. 3d 1091,
1096 (3d Dist. 2002) (“Consideration of an improper factor in aggravation affects
a defendant’s fundamental right to liberty, and therefore, is an abuse of discretion.”).

At the outset, Mr. Stuckey must demonstrate that the misbehavior alleged
in his discipline report was treated by Judge Kevin Lyons as an aggravating factor
at sentencing, i.e., as a “reason[] to impose a more severe sentence” for aggravated
vehicular hijacking, see 730 ILCS 5/5-5-3.2(a) (2020). For the appellate court
implicitly found that Mr. Stuckey had failed to do so, accusing him of
“overstat[ing]” Judge Lyons’s reliance on the report and explaining:

“Although the [trial] court certainly referenced defendant’s school

disciplinary report and its contents when imposing his sentence,

the court’s comments do not reflect that the report was overemphasized

or even a significant factor in the court’s sentencing decision. When
the court’s comments are viewed as a whole, it is apparent that it
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placed far greater weight and significance on the nature and

circumstances of the offense, defendant’s behavior before the court,

and defendant’s expressed lack of accountability.”

People v. Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, 4 61 (A-100). That reasoning appears
to have been borrowed from a majority of one Third District panel, in People v.
Ferguson, 2021 IL App (3d) 200041, 9 18, appeal denied, 184 N.E.3d 989 (111. 2022):

“[T]he defendant’s disciplinary records were not the sole factor

considered by the court in formulating the defendant’s sentence.

Instead, the court considered the defendant’s many interactions with

law enforcement, as well as the defendant’s character and

rehabilitative potential. [Citations.] We acknowledge that the court

told the defendant that he was previously given an opportunity to

make his life better through education. However, there is noindication

that the court weighed that consideration more heavily.”

So the appellate court here, like the majority in Ferguson, must have missed
this Court’s holding that sentencing reliance on an improper aggravating factor
demands relief unless “the reviewing court can determine from the record that the
weight placed on the improperly considered aggravating factor was so insignificant
that it did not lead to a greater sentence.” (Emphasis added.) People v. Heider,
231 I1l. 2d 1, 21 (2008); see also People v. Crews, 38 Ill. 2d 331, 336-38 (1967)
(indicating that a sentence “will not be allowed to stand” where the trial court “was
influenced” by incompetent evidence or improper procedure at sentencing).
Improperly considered aggravating evidence need not be “overemphasized” by the
trial court, see Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, 9 61 (A-100); it need not
be the “sole factor” in the court’s sentencing decision, see Ferguson, 2021 IL App
(3d) 200041, 9 18; 1t need not be the “weight[iest]” factorin the court’s sentencing
decision, see Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, 9 61 (A-100), and Ferguson,
2021 IL App (3d) 200041, 9 18. Indeed, improperly considered aggravating evidence

need not be “even a significant factor in the court’s sentencing decision,” see
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Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, § 61 (A-100), at least if “significant” is
understood to mean “[h]aving or likely to have a major effect,” see American Heritage
Dictionary of the English Language 1630 (5th ed. 2011). Rather, remand for
resentencing is required where the record indicates that “the weight placed on
th[e] improper factor was significant enough that it led to a greater sentence” than
otherwise would have been imposed, Heider, 231 I1l. 2d at 24 (emphasis added),
or “[w]here the reviewing court is unable to determine the weight given” to an
1mproperly considered factor,” People v. Bourke, 96 Ill. 2d 327, 332 (1983).

Accordingly, Mr. Stuckey’s assertions before the appellate court were that
“Judge Lyons placed some weight” on his discipline report (Opening brf. at 27);
that Judge Lyons “relied on [the report] in imposing sentence” (Opening brf. at
26; see also Opening brf. at 32); and that “it is reasonably probable that some
portion of [Mr. Stuckey’s] 28-year sentence is attributable to Judge Lyons’s
consideration of the report” (Opening brf. at 33). In support of those measured
assertions, Mr. Stuckey summarized and discussed—with frequent citations to
the record and torelated legal authority—Judge Lyons’s own words at sentencing
and at the hearing on the original motion to reconsider sentence. (Opening brf.
at 26-27.) And those words foreclose any finding that consideration of Mr. Stuckey’s
discipline report did not contribute to his near-maximum prison sentence.

Judge Lyons circled back to the report again and again during the remarks
thatled up to sentence imposition. (See R. 163-68.) He read aloud from the report
quotations pulled from two entries that were five months and several pages apart,
repeating profanity and even reciting a racial epithet in its full form:

“k** Styles Stuckey was bothering another student after already

bothering multiple students. The student aid in the room asked the
student, Styles, to stop bothering the other student. Styles proceeded
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to pretend to hit the other student. The aid said that the student,
Styles, needed to stop hitting females.

Styles Stuckey responded, ‘She ain’t a female. She’s a nigger.’

It is unnerving for people of any caliber to even say that sentence.

You said it because you wanted people to hear it, and now they hear

1t again|.]

*** Styles threatened to beat the bus driver’s ass several times on

the way to school today. A bus driver. Can’t even get on the bus and

go to school, and he said if they didn’t get him to school on time, he

was going to beat the bus driver’s ass, and he repeated this phrase

three times. The last statement, however, he said, ‘If I miss breakfast

I'm going to beat your ass.””

(R.167;see C.450/A-62 e.5,456/A-68 e.7.) Judge Lyons also accepted ASA Gast’s
tacit invitation to use the report to counter several statements of support from
Mr. Stuckey’s family members, opining that Mr. Stuckey must have “fooled” his
family into believing good about him because the bad kid described in the report
by exasperated teachers and school administrators was the “kind of a person”
Mr. Stuckey really was. (R. 166-67; see C. 178-90; R. 153-54.)

Then at the hearing on Mr. Stuckey’s original motion to reconsider
sentence, Judge Lyons quoted from seven different entries in the discipline report
as he justified the near-maximum sentence he had imposed, though the motion
raised only an unrelated comparative-culpability argument. (R. 195-97; see C. 217-20,
395/A-7e.1 & e.4, 397/A-9 e.2, 398/A-10 e.2, 399 e.3, 400/A-12 e.4, 402/A-14 e.2.)
Midway through that string of quotations, Judge Lyons broke in with a bit of
commentary just before turning to the next quotation: “As a child, as an adolescent,
as an adult, Mr. Stuckey, you want to be noticed. And on the outside looking in,
Idon’t getit.Idon’t getit. But the public doesn’t deserve to have you in their world
if this i1s how you behave.” (R. 196.) Immediately after the last quotation,

Judge Lyons suggested that the report had predictive as well as descriptive value:
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“He always wants attention. And, Mr. Stuckey, you have my
attention. And these records go from 2011, ‘12, ‘13, ‘14, ‘15, into the

small amount that you went into high school.”” And I'm not punishing

you or trying to give you consequences for bad behavior then, but I'm

trying to learn who you are, and where you've come from, and how

you are where you are. And I can only judge your future by your past.”

(R. 196-97.)

Judge Lyons’s remarks at sentencing cannot be dismissed as an
inconsequential “reference[]” to the report, see Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th)
241021-U,Y 61 (A-100)—especially when they are viewed alongside his
remarks at the hearing on Mr. Stuckey’s original motion to reconsider sentence, see
Peoplev. Melgoza, 2024 IL App (4th) 230659-U, 49 18-20, 44, 58 (considering the
trial court’s explanation for its denial of a motion to reconsider sentence as
persuasive evidence of its reasons for imposing that sentence in the first place),
appeal denied, 251 N.E.3d 412 (I11. 2025). For those remarks were not only protracted
and pointed; they were connected by Judge Lyons himselfto the 28-year sentence
he had imposed, a sentence that was 22 years longer than the minimum. See Heider,
231 1I1l. 2d at 24-25 (concluding that “the weight placed on th[e] improper factor
was significant enough that it led to a greater sentence” where the trial court’s
“comments at sentencing” showed a logical link between the improper factor and the
court’s imposition of a prison sentence that was “4 years greater” than the minimum).

Even ASA Gast and Judge Paul Gilfillan appeared to acknowledge at the
hearing on Mr. Stuckey’s amended motion to reconsider sentence that Judge Lyons

had placed some sentencing weight on the discipline report. For his part, ASA Gast

argued: “Mr. Stuckey had an incredibly long disciplinary record, which was

? Actually, the report’s earliest entry was from April 2008, when Mr. Stuckey
was 6 years old, and its latest entry was from March 2019, when Mr. Stuckey
was 17 years old. (C. 395-458/A-7—A-70; see C. 137.)
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appropriately considered.” (R. 271.) And Judge Gilfillan stated: “[T]he Court’s
consideration of the lengthy -- because basically that’s all we had. [Mr. Stuckey]
was ayoung adult at the time of the offense.  know he had some juvenile offenses
and some brushes with the criminal law. But otherwise it was his school history
that was considered.” (R. 276.) Judge Gilfillan went on to agree with ASA Gast
that the report was “considered appropriately.” (R. 276.)

Quite simply, Mr. Stuckey did not “overstate[]” Judge Lyons’s sentencing
reliance on his discipline report, see Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, 4 61 (A-100);
he proved such reliance by using the appellate record. (See Opening brf. at 8-10,
13-14, 26-27, 32-33.) On that record, it cannot be determined that “the weight
placed on the [report] was so insignificant” that no portion of Mr. Stuckey’s 28-year
prison sentence may be attributed to Judge Lyons’s consideration of the report.
See Heider, 231 111. 2d at 21. So the central question here is whether it was improper
for Judge Lyons to consider Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report as aggravating evidence,
and that question is subject to de novo review. See People v. Winchester, 2016 IL
App (4th) 140781, 9 72 (“Whether a trial court considered an improper factor when
sentencing a defendant is a question of law, which we review de novo.”).

“The discretion of trial judges in hearing evidence and determining
appropriate sentences is broad, but there are limits to this discretion.” People v.
Jackson, 149 I11. 2d 540, 549 (1992). As this Court long ago explained,

“ajudge with the solemn responsibility of determining the punishment

of the convicted is to be encouraged to hear and consider all available

and pertinent information concerning the person and the crime, so as

to enable him to impose a punishment which is appropriate. However,

before relying on such information the judge must determine its

accuracy [citations], and he must take care to shield his mind from

what might be the prejudicial effect of unreliable and other improper
evidence.”
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Crews, 3811l. 2d at 337. So while “the ordinary rules of evidence which apply at trial
arerelaxed at a sentencing hearing,” People v. Raney, 2014 1L App (4th) 130551, 4] 44,
still all sentencing evidence must be both “relevant and reliable” in order to be
considered by the trial court, Jackson, 149 I111. 2d at 549. And Mr. Stuckey’s discipline
report was not relevant to a judicial determination of the appropriate prison sentence
to be imposed for his vehicular hijacking offense, nor was the report reliable evidence
of the misbehavior at school that it alleged.

Beginning with relevance, the state’s police power “to define offenses and
prescribe aggravating factors and penalties for offenses” resides in the legislature,
Peoplev. Gray, 201711120958, 4 59—not the judiciary. It follows that non-statutory
factors may not be “weigh[ed] in aggravation” by the trial court unless they are
“consistent with” the statute on aggravating factors. See People v. Cornejo, 2020
IL App (1st) 180199, 9 142 n.5 (internal quotation marks omitted); see also People
v. Ryan, 336 I11. App. 3d 268, 274 (2d Dist. 2003) (substantively same); cf. Heider,
231 Ill. 2d at 20 (noting that it was “beyond dispute that the use of mental
retardation as an aggravating factor in sentencing is improper” because our
legislature did not include “mental retardation” in the statute on aggravating
factors while it did include “mental retardation” in the statute on mitigating factors).

Our legislature hasidentified 33 “reasons to impose a more severe sentence,”
730 ILCS 5/5-5-3.2(a), and 30 of those 33 reasons are facts about the who, what,
where, when, why, and how of the present offense, see 730 ILCS 5/5-5-3.2(a)(1)-(2),
(4)-(6), (8)-(11), (13)-(32) (2020), indicating that aggravation ordinarily arises from
the particulars of the present offense. At most, only 3 of the 33 statutory factors
1n aggravation are divorced from those particulars. See 730 ILCS 5/5-5-3.2(a)(3),

(7), (12) (2020). And of those 3 factors, just 1 bears any conceivable relationship
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to school disciplinary records: the defendant’s “history of prior delinquency or
criminal activity.” 730 ILCS 5/5-5-3.2(a)(3).

Is the relationship between a defendant’s criminal history and his school
disciplinary records close enough to allow consideration of those records as
aggravating evidence at sentencing? The Ferguson majority thought so. See
Ferguson, 2021 IL App (3d) 200041, 9 18 (concluding that the defendant’s school
disciplinary records were properly considered by the trial court as “relevant to
and consistent with his prior history of delinquency”). But our legislature has
signaled its intent that a defendant’s history of “actual criminal behavior” could
be used against him—not his history of noncriminal misbehaviorin a school setting.
Ferguson, 2021 IL App (3d) 200041, 9 27 (McDade, dJ., concurring in part and
dissenting in part); see 730 ILCS 5/5-5-3.2(a)(3) (providing that the defendant’s
“history of prior delinquency or criminal activity” is a factor in aggravation); see
also 705 ILCS 405/5-105(3) (2024) (defining a “[d]elinquent minor” as “any minor
who prior to his or her 18th birthday has violated or attempted to violate” a “law
or ordinance”). And more than 88% of the entries in Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report
are for disrespect, insubordination, disruption, bus violation, violation of electronics
policy, cutting class, language, tardy, failure to attend teacher conference, dress
code violation, or improper computer use—violations of rules, to be sure, but a
far cry from violations of laws. (See C. 395-458/A-7-A-70.)

Asto the less than 12% of entries in the report that remain, which entries
are for threatening, bullying, aggressive act, physical act, reckless conduct, weapon,
trespass, harassment, and electronic sexual misconduct, the record contains no
indication that Mr. Stuckey ever faced formal arrest or juvenile delinquency

proceedings related to anything he was accused of doing at school. (See C. 138-39,
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395-458/A-7-A-70.) In any event, the narratives in the report’s more serious entries
are sometimes so lacking in relevant detail that the criminality of the alleged
misbehavior is speculative at best, as where Mr. Stuckey was suspended from
school due to his alleged and unspecified “involve[ment]” in a “fight.” (C. 457-58/
A-69-A-70e.3.) And the rest of the more serious entries largely describe behavior
that, while certainly challenging and unwelcome in an academic environment,
is not naturally classified as criminal in its almost quintessential childishness.
For instance, the category of “aggressive act” includes pulling another
student’s hair (C. 395/A-7 e.3), throwing a glue stick at another student (C. 396/A-8
e.b), and “play fighting” with another student (C. 417/A-29 e.3). Similarly, one
“reckless conduct” entry accuses Mr. Stuckey of shaking another student’s hand
while holding a pushpin (C. 407/A-19 e.1); the only other “reckless conduct” entry
accuses him of being “involved in horseplay” with another student (C. 437/A-49
e.2). Thereport also contains two entriesin the “weapon” category, which sounds
criminal indeed until the narrative descriptions are read: one where 9-year-old
Mr. Stuckey is accused of scratching another student’s hand with a broken CD
case (C. 400/A-12 e.4), and one where 9-year-old Mr. Stuckey is accused of possessing
a “shank,” i.e., his own classroom scissors that he and a “group” of his peers had
altered somehow, “making [the scissors] look like knives” (C. 401/A-13 e.4).
Momentarily assuming for the sake of argument that Mr. Stuckey’s alleged
misbehavior at school was—in some strained sense—analogous to criminal conduct
for sentencing purposes, it remains that his discipline report standing alone could
not prove the misbehavior. It is true that “evidence of past criminal conduct ***
for which there has been no prosecution or conviction” may be “relevant information

at sentencing.” Jackson, 149 Ill. 2d at 548. But it also is true that any such
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information “should be presented by witnesses who can be confronted
and cross-examined, rather than by hearsay allegations in the presentence report,”
as a matter of reliability. See id. at 548-49; see also People v. La Pointe, 88 111. 2d
482, 488-89, 498-99 (1981) (concluding that evidence of the defendant’s uncharged
criminal conduct was admissible in aggravation because the evidence “c[a]me][]
in the form of sworn testimony” by a witness who claimed to have personal
knowledge and reasoning in part that the defendant “had the opportunity to face
and cross-examine the witness” to test the accuracy of his testimony); People
v. Smith, 2016 IL App (2d) 130997, 9 28 (stating that uncharged criminal conduct
“must be proved by sworn testimony presented in open court by a witness who
can be cross-examined”); People v. Tompkins, 155 I11. App. 3d 380, 382 (3d Dist.
1987) (“Evidence concerning unrelated criminal conduct [that did not result in
a conviction] may be admitted at a hearing in aggravation and mitigation only
after its reliability and accuracy have been proven by the rigors of
cross-examination.”); People v. Hoga, 109 I1l. App. 3d 258, 264 (5th Dist. 1982)
(indicating that “evidence of prior [uncharged] criminal activity” is admissible
at sentencing only if the defendant “is afforded an opportunity to cross-examine”
witnesses through whom the evidence is introduced); People v. Kirk, 62 111. App.
3d 49, 54 (3d Dist. 1978) (concluding that “it was impossible to ascertain the
reliability and accuracy” of certain “evidence of defendant’s prior criminal conduct
not resulting in conviction” absent “the testimony of a witness with personal
knowledge of defendant’s actions”).

So even if the Ferguson majority were correct that a defendant’s
misbehavior at school is relevant at sentencing as akin to uncharged criminal

conduct, the reliability standard for evidence of uncharged criminal conduct must
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apply to evidence of misbehavior at school. It follows that “mere allegations” of
the defendant’s misbehavior at school, “without any supporting testimony” or some
other “further proof of the conduct alleged,” are inadmissible at sentencing due
to their unreliability. See People v. Thomas, 111 111. App. 3d 451, 454 (4th Dist. 1983)
(holding that a “listing of prior arrests, not resulting in convictions, in a [PSI]
does not satisfy [La Pointe’s] accuracy requirement”). Yet without addressing this
Court’s caselaw on uncharged criminal conduct, the appellate court here “decline[d]
tohold that witness testimony was necessary to establish the report’s reliability.”
See Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, 99 43-60 (A-93—A-100).

The appellate court, then, must have silently parted company with the
Ferguson majority and concluded that a schoolchild’s misbehavior is not akin to
uncharged criminal conduct, such that the caselaw on uncharged criminal conduct
poses no barrier to the admissibility of school disciplinary records. See Stuckey, 2025
IL App (4th) 241021-U, 4 55 (A-97) (concluding that Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report
was relevant because it “demonstrat[ed] [his] difficulty with structure and authority”
and spoke to “his character and rehabilitative potential” and further suggesting
that the report was relevant because “matters related to a defendant’s education
are encompassed within the required contents of a PSI”). Again momentarily
assuming for the sake of argument that the appellate court got it right as to
relevance, still a problem of reliability is revealed by Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report
specifically. For even if school disciplinary records are not automatically inadmissible
in the absence of supporting testimony, any individual record of school discipline
1s inadmissible unless it is reliable. See Jackson, 149 Ill. 2d at 549 (indicating
that all “evidence received” at sentencing must be both “relevant and reliable”).

And the unreliability of Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report is manifest.
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Each entryin the discipline report includes, among other things, the name
of the person who referred Mr. Stuckey for discipline (“referring person”) and/or
the name of the person who imposed discipline (“disciplinarian”) and some form
of narrative description of the alleged misbehavior, whose author is not identified.
(See, e.g., C. 395/A-7.) Some of the entries describe alleged misbehavior that
apparently was personally observed by the unidentified author of the narrative.
(See, e.g., C. 395/A-7 e.2.) But other entries describe alleged misbehavior that
apparently was not personally observed by the unidentified author of the narrative.
(See, e.g., C.395/A-7 e.4.) Still other entries describe alleged misbehavior without
any hint of how the unidentified author of the narrative learned the information
relayed thereby. (See, e.g., C. 396/A-8 e.5.)

So the report is less reliable than the “hearsay allegations [of uncharged
criminal conduct] contained in an attachment to a [PSI]” that were rejected in Raney,
for there the author of the allegations was identified by name and claimed to have
personal knowledge. See Raney, 2014 IL App (4th) 130551, 99 19, 44-45.Itis less
reliable than the “evaluation reports” about the defendant’s “prior improper sexual
conduct” that were rejected in Kirk, for there the three psychiatrists who had
authored the reports were identified by name. See Kirk, 62 I11. App. 3d at 51, 54.
Itislessreliable even than the list of the defendant’s prior arrests that was rejected
in Thomas, for there the trial court knew the identity of the person who had written
the PSI in which the list appeared. See Thomas, 111 11l. App. 3d at 452-54. Here,
one cannot even begin to determine just how many levels of hearsay are lurking
underneath many of the report’s allegations of misbehavior at school.

Take, for example, an entry alleging that 10-year-old Mr. Stuckey “was

fighting with some other boys on the bus. The monitor saw everything that went on;
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the situation was unsafe for those involved.” (C. 396/A-8 e.2.) Whose hearsay is
that? Who knows—for the entry’s author is not identified. (See C. 396/A-8 e.2.)
“The monitor” is purported to have personal knowledge of the matters alleged,
but he or she alsois not identified. (See C. 396/A-8 e.2.) And how did the unidentified
author of the entry learn of the unidentified monitor’s observations on the bus?
Again, the report does not say. (See C. 396/A-8 ¢.2.) Yet no corroborating evidence
was presented at sentencing (see R. 148), even as to those entries that have to
involve—at a minimum—double hearsay. See People v. Hall, 194 111. 2d 305, 353
(2000) (concluding that the trial court did not abuse its discretion in considering
a police officer’s testimony at sentencing, even though some of the testimony
“constitute[d] double hearsay,” reasoning that “at least part of the double hearsay
was corroborated” by other evidence); see also People v. Cunningham, 2018 1L
App (4th) 150395, § 31 (“Generally, double hearsay is admissible [at sentencing]
if at least some parts of the double hearsay have been corroborated by other
evidence.” (Internal quotation marks omitted.)).

Not only are many of the report’s entries comprised of uncorroborated multiple
hearsay without identifying who said what to whom or even who was the final player
in this game of telephone. (See, e.g., C. 399/A-11 e.3.) Some of the entries’ narrative
descriptions are vague, incomplete, or otherwise expressed in such a way that
they simply cannot be understood without additional evidence. For instance, one
entry for “minor disrupt[ion]” identifies the discipline that was imposed—"a hallway
time out”—without even the most cursory description of 14-year-old Mr. Stuckey’s
alleged misbehavior. (C. 422/A-34 e.3.) Another entry for “bus violation” states
only that 8-year-old Mr. Stuckey “[h]ad his hands under ? [sic] little girl dress

[sic].” (C.400/A-12e.1.) Was the question mark intended to express the unidentified
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author’s uncertainty about whether the misbehavior alleged had actually occurred?
The trial court could not have known without the author’s testimony.
And one February 8, 2019 incident appears in two different places in the report,
categorized in two different ways, with two different referring persons, two different
disciplinarians, even two different school codes, but without explanation of the
same. (Compare C. 454/A-66 e.3, with C. 457-58/A-69—A-70 e.3.) Reliability must
be made of sterner stuff than this. See, e.g., People v. Harris, 375I11. App. 3d 398,
403-04, 409-11 (3d Dist. 2007) (concluding that the trial court acted within its
discretion in determining that hearsay statements about the defendant’s uncharged
criminal conduct were reliable evidence where the statements were presented
through the testimony of an investigating police officer who “described” and
“specifically identified the sources” of the statements and also testified about
corroborating evidence), aff'd, 231 Ill. 2d 582 (2008).

Before the appellate court, the state made no substantive response to
Mr. Stuckey’s arguments that his discipline report was not reliable evidence in
aggravation (Opening brf. at 16-20; see State’s brf. at 2-5); the state thus “essentially
conceded” the report’s unreliability, see In re Deborah S., 2015 IL App (1st) 123596,
9 27. The appellate court nevertheless concluded that the report was reliable because
(1) it was attached to the PSI, (2) Mr. Stuckey “affirmatively asserted through
counsel that the PSI had ‘no mistakes,”” (3) Mr. Stuckey “never challenged the
factual accuracy” of any specific entry in the report, and (4) the report was “clearly
relevant at sentencing.” Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, 99 58-60
(A-98—-A-100). None of the appellate court’s reliability rationales survives scrutiny.

Astothefirst rationale, the appellate court pulled that from People v. Brock,

2022 IL App (3d) 200430, 9 85, which announced that “the fact that the PSI *** was
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compiled and offered after an independent investigation by a neutral third
party—the probation department—is prima facie evidence of the reliability of the
information contained therein.” See Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, 99 59-60
(A-99—-A-100) (quoting that portion of Brock and stating that Brock was “instructive”
here). Tellingly, the Brock court cited no authority for its “prima facie evidence”
proposition, and it reasoned only that “the sentencing court is mandated to consider
the PSI.” See Brock, 2022 IL App (3d) 200430, q 85. True enough. See 730 ILCS
5/5-3-1 (2020) (“A defendant shall not be sentenced for a felony before a written
presentence report of investigation is presented to and considered by the court.”).
But it does not follow that a probation officer’s rote incorporation of information
into a PSIitself imparts reliability on the information. See People v. Blanck, 263
I1l. App. 3d 224, 235 (2d Dist. 1994) (stating that “the trial court must determine
the accuracy and reliability of all factors considered in imposing sentence, including
the facts contained in a presentence report”); Thomas, 111 I1l. App. 3d at 452-54
(concluding that a “mere listing of prior arrests” in the PSI “does not satisfy the
accuracy requirement of La Pointe”); Kirk, 62 Ill. App. 3d at 51, 54 (concluding
that “it was impossible to ascertain the reliability and accuracy of” psychiatric
evaluation reports that were made “part of the [PSI]”).

And of course, nothing in the record here indicates that the PSI’s author
did an “independent investigation” into the accuracy of any of the allegations in
Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report before attaching the report to the PSI, see Brock,
2022 IL App (3d) 200430, 9 85, which is just standard procedure in Peoria County
(seeR.138,147,264). Indeed, one might fairly question whether the PSI’s author
even read the discipline report with a careful and discerning eye, insofar as the

PSIinaccurately identified Mr. Stuckey’s “most recent suspension” as having been

-31-

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM



132060

1mposed for the duplicated February 8, 2019 incident mentioned on page 30 above.
(Compare C. 139, with C. 454/A-66 e.3, 455/A-67 e.2, and 457-58/A-69—A-70e.1-e.3.)

Turning to the appellate court’s second and third rationales, which focus on
the acts and omissions of Mr. Morris at sentencing, the problem with those rationales
1s patent. See Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, § 60 (concluding that
Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report was reliable because, among other things,
Mr. Stuckey “affirmatively asserted through counsel that the PSI had ‘no mistakes’”
and “never challenged the factual accuracy” of any specific entry in the report).
To be sure, Mr. Morris’s acts and omissions at sentencing matter on appeal: they
constituted deficient performance that prejudiced Mr. Stuckey, as established
on pages 40 to 44 below. But just as unreliable evidence remains unreliable though
1tis stapled to a PSI, unreliable evidence remains unreliable though counsel fails
to recognize it as such. For the reliability or unreliability of a particular piece
of evidence i1s determined by its internal substance and by its external
corroboration—not by counsel’s courtroom reaction to that evidence. See, e.g., Harris,
375 111. App. 3d at 403-04, 409-11 (rejecting the defendant’s reliability challenge
to hearsay statements at sentencing, without any regard to counsel’s handling
of the statements, where the statements were presented through the testimony
of an investigating police officer who “described” and “specifically identified the
sources’ of the statements and also testified about corroborating evidence). Pointing
out that Mr. Morris did not challenge or even arguably conceded the reliability
of the report, then, cannot support a conclusion that the report really was reliable.

The appellate court’s fourth rationale likewise lacks validity on its face,
insofar as it equates relevance with reliability. See Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th)

241021-U, 9 60 (concluding that Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report was reliable because,
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among other things, the report was “clearly relevant at sentencing”). Again,
sentencing evidence must be both “relevant and reliable” in order to be considered by
the trial court. See Jackson, 14911l. 2d at 549. In this context, evidence is relevant
ifitis “pertinent” to the sentencing decision, while the reliability of even pertinent
evidence is more like a proxy for its “accuracy.” See Crews, 38 Ill. 2d at 337. It
follows that a declaration of the report’s relevance at sentencing does precisely
nothing to advance the inquiry on reliability.

In any event, this Court should reject the appellate court’s suggestion that
school disciplinary records are relevant at sentencing because information about
the defendant’s “education” is among the statutorily required contents of his PSI.
See Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U, q 55 (A-97) (citing 730 ILCS 5/5-3-2(a)(1)
(2022)). Surely information about the defendant’s education, i.e., “[t]he knowledge
or skill obtained or developed by a learning process” or “[a] program of instruction
of a specified kind or level,” American Heritage Dictionary, supra, at 569, can
berelayedin a PSI without attaching his school disciplinary records thereto; after
all, most Illinois counties manage to do so. And to accept the appellate court’s
suggestion would be to invite he’s-just-a-bad-guy evidence of all kinds. Does the
statutory requirement of information about the defendant’s “economic status,”
730 ILCS 5/5-3-2(a)(1), make relevant his credit card statements showing his habits
of imprudent spending? Does the statutory requirement of information about the
defendant’s “occupation,” id., make relevant his personnel file reflecting his poor
performance at work? Does the statutory requirement of information about the
defendant’s “family situation and background,” id., make relevant his ex-wife’s
account of his marital infidelities, or his sibling’s complaints about his household

rule-breaking as a young child?
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This Court likewise should reject the appellate court’s conclusion that a
schoolchild’s misbehavior is relevant at sentencing because it reveals his attitudes,
“character,” and “rehabilitative potential” as an adult, see Stuckey, 2025 IL App (4th)
241021-U, 99 55, 60 (A-97, A-100), a conclusion that defies the principles of Miller
v. Alabama, 567 U.S. 460 (2012). The report’s earliest entry is from April 2008, when
Mr. Stuckey was just 6 years old—a first-grader, maybe even a kindergartener.
(C.398/A-10e.1;see C. 137.) And Mr. Stuckey was still under the age of 18 at the time
of the report’slatest entry in March 2019. (C. 457/A-69e.2; see C. 137.) Indeed, the
vast majority of the entries—more than 81%—allege misbehavior that Mr. Stuckey
may have engaged in when he was under the age of 16, with about 17% of the
entries occurring when Mr. Stuckey was 12 or younger, and about 64% of the entries
falling within the 2-year period immediately following the death of then 13-year-old
Mr. Stuckey’s only father figure, Mr. Stuckey having already lost his biological father
to incarceration. (C. 395-458/A-7—A-70; see C. 137, 140, 180, 183-84, 189-90.)

Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report, then, describes the persistent failure of
a child to conform his behavior to adult expectations in a particular social
environment. And as the United States Supreme Court has explained, modern
psychology and brain science confirm the ancient common-sense observations
that “children have a lack of maturity and an underdeveloped sense of responsibility,
leading to recklessness, impulsivity, and heedless risk-taking.” (Internal quotation
marks omitted.) Miller, 567 U.S. at 471. They “are more vulnerable to negative
influences and outside pressures, including from their family and peers.” (Internal
quotation marks omitted.) Id. Most importantly here, “a child’s character is not
as well formed as an adult’s; his traits are less fixed and his actions less likely

tobe evidence of irretrievable depravity.” (Internal quotation marks omitted.) Id.
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Sonot only is a child less morally culpable for antisocial behavior than is an adult;
his deficiencies are more likely to be reformed “as the years go by and neurological
development occurs.” Id. at 472.

Because a child has both “diminished culpability and greater prospects for
reform,” id. at 471, any record of a defendant’s misbehavior as a schoolchild lacks
relevance to a judicial determination of the appropriate prison sentence to be
1mposed for an unrelated crime that he committed as an adult, see Ferguson, 2021
IL App (3d) 200041, 99 33-34 (McDade, J., concurring in part and dissenting in
part) (rejecting the majority’s assumption that, “despite [the defendant’s] young
age at the time of its creation, th[e] record of [his] misbehavior [as a student in
middle school and then high school] was somehow, to some extent, persuasive
on his lack of any rehabilitative potential”). As Justice McDade explained:

“Miller requires sentencing judges to take into account how children

are different. [Citation.] It rejected the notion that a juvenile’s

behavior, without further evaluation, may reveal much about his

rehabilitative potential as an adult. [Citation.] By logical extension,

the juvenile characteristics highlighted in Miller should not be ignored

when a juvenile’s conduct is being evaluated for sentencing purposes.”

Id. at 4 34. How much more so here, where the record of misbehavior reaches all
the way back to the defendant’s first decade of life: 10 yearsold (C. 395/A-7 e.2-e.5,
396/A-8e.1-e.5,397/A-9e.1-e.4,402/A-14 e.1-e.2;see C. 137), 9years old (C. 395/A-7
e.1,400/A-12 e.2-e.6,401/A-13 e.1-e.6; see C. 137), 8yearsold (C. 399/A-11 e.3-e.8,
400/A-12e.1;see C. 137), 7yearsold (C. 399/A-11 e.1-e.2;see C. 137),even 6 years
old (C. 398/A-10 e.1-e.2; see C. 137).

And it is not as if the discipline report’s earliest entries were consciously

disregarded in acknowledgment that what a person does when he is a young child

tells us little about who he will be as an adult. At sentencing, ASA Gast saw fit
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to refer to one entry accusing Mr. Stuckey of kicking a teacher. (R. 154; see
C.398/A-10e.1.) Mr. Stuckey may well have done—but he was just 6 yearsold at
the time of that entry (C. 398/A-10e.1; see C. 137), a fact that was not mentioned
on the record. And no other entry in the lengthy report accuses Mr. Stuckey of
making physical contact with a teacher or any other school staff member. (See
C. 395-458/A-7-A-70.) Similarly, at the hearing on Mr. Stuckey’s original motion
to reconsider sentence, as Judge Lyons justified the 28-year prison sentence he
had imposed, he quoted from 7 different entries in Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report,
and Mr. Stuckey was between the ages of 6 and 10 at the time of every single one
of those entries. (C. 395/A-7 e.1 & e.4, 397/A-9 e.2, 398/A-10 e.2, 399/A-11 e.3,
400/A-12e.4,402/A-14e.2;R. 195-96; see C. 137.) Yet Judge Lyons still appeared
to treat the report as evidence that Mr. Stuckey’s character was defective from
the start and was likely to stay that way: “I'm trying to learn who you are, and
where you’ve come from, and how you are where you are. And I can only judge
your future by your past.” (R. 196-97.) This treatment ignores the very heart of
the Miller opinion: the United States Supreme Court’s demand for judicial
recognition of “a child’s capacity for change.” See Miller, 567 U.S. at 473, 479-80.

Viewed against the backdrop of Miller, a 6-year-old’s act of kicking his teacher
should have no bearing whatsoever on the sentence to be imposed for a vehicular
hijacking he committed more than 13 years later. (See C. 116, 137, 398/A-10e.1.)
And while it is conceivable that a school disciplinary record could have relevance
at sentencing if it were used in a selective way—for example, as evidence of only
those acts with time proximity to and a demonstrable relationship with the crime
of conviction—that is not what happened here. (See R. 153-54, 163-67.) The latest

entry in Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report is from March 28, 2019, and the offense
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date in this case was May 19, 2021, more than two years later. (C. 457/A-69e.2.)
It also must be noted that the report contains no entries alleging misbehavior
at the Knoxville Center for Student Success, even though the report as a whole
isdated December 10, 2021, and therefore ought to have captured any disciplinary
events that occurred during Mr. Stuckey’s two semesters at Knoxville between
late March 2019 and mid-May 2021. (See C. 137, 139, 393-94, 395-458/A-7—A-70.)
So the report tends to suggest that Mr. Stuckey may have been making some positive
changes in his conduct at school “as the years [went] by and neurological
development occur[red].” See Miller, 567 U.S. at 472. Furthermore, none of the
report’s entries involved anything like hijacking or a weapon (see
C. 395-458/A-7-A-70), unless that label was properly applied to a broken CD case
(see C. 400/A-12 e.4) and a pair of child’s scissors (see C. 401/A-13 e.4).
Returning, then, for a final look at reliability, Mr. Stuckey asks: Would
awhite 9-year-old have been suspended from school for playing with his classroom
scissors? (See C. 137,401/A-13 e.4.) For decades, and “in national, state, district,
and building level data, the documentation of disciplinary overrepresentation
for African American students has been highly consistent.” Russell J. Skiba, Suzanne
E. Eckes & Kevin Brown, African American Disproportionality in School Discipline:
The Divide Between Best Evidence and Legal Remedy, 54 N.Y.L. Sch. L. Rev. 1071,
1087 (2010). “Black students are often seen as troublemakers and their misbehaviors
more severe” than those of white students, “resulting in disciplinary action.” 2022
Peoria City/County Racial Disparities Report at p. 7, https://www.peoriacounty.gov/
1258/Reports-and-Resources, under Annual Reports; see also Disproportionality
in School Discipline, 54 N.Y.L. Sch. L. Rev. at 1088-89 (stating that “studies have

shown that African American students are punished more severely for less serious
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or more subjective infractions,” i.e., “behaviors that would seem to require more
subjective judgment” on the part of the referring person and/or the disciplinarian).

In fact, black students are 2.9 times more likely to be suspended from
Peoria public schools than their white peers. Peoria City/County Racial
Disparities Report, supra, at p. 6; see also Disproportionality in School Discipline,
54 N.Y.L. Sch. L. Rev. at 1087 (stating that “[r]ecent analyses have found rates
of out-of school suspensions between two to three times greater for African American
elementary school students than white students”). And “[s]ome evidence suggests
that the over-representation of African American students in school exclusion
begins with racial disparities in rates of office referrals from classroom teachers,”
who may lack sufficient training in “culturally responsive classroom management
practices.” Disproportionality in School Discipline, 54 N.Y.L. Sch. L. Rev. at 1089;
see also id. at 1107 (observing that “disparate outcomes appear to be shaped by
individuals within institutions,” as those individuals participate in “habitual
patterns of action” that “reproduce inequity and reduce educational opportunity”
for black students). If a black student’s more frequent office referrals lead to more
instances of out-of-school suspension—an intervention that itself increases his
chances of “disciplinary recidivism” following the suspension, id. at 1087-88—then
the injustice experienced by that student can only be expected to escalate over time.

The bottom line is that because black students are subject to school discipline
at a disproportionately higher rate than white students, the school disciplinary
records of black students will be disproportionately worse than the school
disciplinary records of white students. The disturbing racial disparity in this space
casts further doubt on the reliability of Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report and, indeed,
points toward a conclusion that school disciplinary records are categorically
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“Inappropriate for consideration in aggravation.” See Ferguson, 2021 IL App (3d)
200041, q 27 (McDade, J., concurring in part and dissenting in part).

This Court has observed that “[p]eople of color have no less expectation
of fairness, equity and freedom from racial discrimination than others, yet they
are continually confronted with racial injustices” like the ones playing out in our
public schools. See Press Release, I1linois Supreme Court, Supreme Court Releases
Statement on Racial Justice, Next Steps for Judicial Branch (June 22, 2020),
https://www.illinoiscourts.gov/News/378/Supreme-Court-Releases-Statement-
on-Racial-Justice-Next-Steps-for-Judicial-Branch/news-detail/. The use of school
disciplinary records as a reason to impose a more severe sentence lays courthouse
1njustice atop schoolhouse injustice, and the formeris an injustice that this Court
“ha[s] the ability to nullify and set right” using the vehicle of the case now before
it. See Press Release, Illinois Supreme Court, Next Steps for Judicial Branch,
supra (“The administration of justice must be accessible, it must be fair, and it
must be equitable. Where frailties in the disposition of justice exist, we will recognize
and acknowledge them and seek to rectify any injustice.” (Emphasis added.)).

Mr. Stuckey concedes that his case is not without a procedural wrinkle.
For while his amended motion to reconsider sentence includes an argument against
the trial court’s sentencing consideration of his discipline report, that motion does
not include an allegation that Mr. Morris provided ineffective assistance of counsel
by failing to object at sentencing to the attachment of that report to the PSI. (See
C. 380-83/A-7T1-A-74;R. 141, 147.) And this despite caselaw stating in no uncertain
terms that “the trial court may rely on all of the information in [an] unobjected
to PSI to the extent it believes it is relevant and reliable,” People v. Hibbler, 2019

IL App (4th) 160897, § 56 (emphasis in original), and a supreme court rule providing
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that any issue not raised in the defendant’s post-plea motion is “waived” for purposes
of appeal, Ill. S. Ct. R. 604(d) (eff. April 15, 2024). See also People v. Ratliff, 2024
IL 129356, 9 26 (“[Supreme Court] Rule 604(d) is unmistakably clear: Any issue
not raised in a posttrial motion is ‘waived’ on appeal.”); People v. Williams, 149
I11. 2d 467, 493 (1992) (“Any claimed deficiency or inaccuracy within a presentence
report must first be brought to the attention of the sentencing court, and a failure
to do so results in waiver of the issue on review.”).

In other words, Ms. Sipiora filed a post-plea motion that included a
procedurally barred claim of sentencing error and yet failed to include allegations
that would have overcome the procedural bar. Post-plea counsel is required to
“malk]e any amendments to the motion necessary for adequate presentation of any
defects in th[e plea and sentencing] proceedings,” Ill. S. Ct. R. 604(d), and here,
adequate presentation of the defect in the sentencing hearing required an allegation
that Mr. Morris provided ineffective assistance when he failed to object to the
attachment of the discipline report to the PSI. Because that allegation is missing
from Mr. Stuckey’s amended motion to reconsider sentence (see C. 380-83/A-71-A-74),
and notwithstanding the eventual filing of a facially sufficient Rule 604(d) certificate
(see C. 378-79), the post-plea proceedings in this case have thus failed—for a third
time—to strictly comply with Rule 604(d). See, e.g., People v. Bridges, 2017 1L
App (2d) 150718, § 9 (concluding that the record refuted post-plea counsel’s
certification that she made all necessary amendments to the post-plea motion
where she “added new, detailed allegations” to the motion but did not attach an
affidavit to support those allegations as required by Rule 604(d)).

This Court nevertheless can and should reach the merits of the discipline-

report issue here, for the record also demonstrates two layers of constitutionally
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ineffective assistance of counsel: (1) ineffective assistance by Ms. Sipiora at the
post-plea proceedings on the second remand for failing to allege (2) ineffective
assistance by Mr. Morris at sentencing for failing to object to the attachment of
Mr. Stuckey’s discipline report to the PSI. Mr. Stuckey had a constitutional right
to the effective assistance of counsel at every critical stage of this case, see People
v. Brown, 2017 1L 121681, ¥ 25, including at his sentencing hearing, see People
v. Jackson, 205111. 2d 247, 258 (2001), and in the post-plea proceedings, see People
v. Knight, 2023 IL App (3d) 220198, 4 23, appeal denied, 226 N.E.3d 28 (I11. 2024);
People v. Bailey, 364 111. App. 3d 404, 408 (4th Dist. 2006). See generally U.S. Const.,
amends. VI, XIV; Ill. Const. 1970, art. I, § 8. It follows that Mr. Morris and
Ms. Sipiora were constitutionally ineffective if their performance “fell below an
objective standard of reasonableness,” resulting in “prejudice” to Mr. Stuckey.
See People v. Johnson, 2021 IL 126291, § 52 (citing, among other authority,
Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 687-88 (1984)).

And so it was. Ms. Sipiora’s performance fell below an objective standard
of reasonableness where she filed an amended post-plea motion that included
a procedurally barred claim of sentencing error but omitted allegations that would
have overcome the procedural bar, as demonstrated by caselaw in the postconviction
context. See, e.g., People v. Addison, 2023 1L 127119, 99 23-24 (holding that
postconviction counsel failed to provide reasonable assistance where she filed an
amended petition raising five issues, all of which could have been raised on direct
appeal, but failed to include a claim of ineffective assistance of appellate counsel
in order to avoid forfeiture); see also In re William M., 206 111. 2d 595, 604 (2003)
(stating that “an attorney’s failure to adhere to Rule 604(d) *** falls short of

providing competent representation”). And this deficient performance prejudiced
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Mr. Stuckey by resulting in “waiver” on appeal of a meritorious post-plea issue,
see Ill. S. Ct. R. 604(d), and Hibbler, 2019 IL App (4th) 160897, § 56.

Mr. Morris’s performance likewise fell below an objective standard of
reasonableness where he failed to object to the attachment of Mr. Stuckey’s discipline
report to the PSI. Controlling caselaw has long required all sentencing evidence
to be “relevant and reliable.” See Jackson, 149 Ill. 2d at 549 (collecting cases).
And months before sentencing here, Justice McDade’s partial dissent in Ferguson
should have alerted any criminal defense attorney practicing in Peoria County
to the reliability and relevance problems with that county’s longstanding practice
of attaching school disciplinary records to adult defendants’ PSIs. (See R. 138,
147, 264.) As Judge Gilfillan put it, Justice McDade’s separate Ferguson opinion

“was a big one evenin a dissenting capacity since disciplinary records

from schools have been part and parcel of PSIs since the day I became

ajudge, and then to find out, in my case, 17 years later it might not

be appropriate to consider those records was a little bit of a shock

to the system.”

(R. 264.) Indeed, Judge Gilfillan read Ferguson “the day it came out” and took
Justice McDade’s partial dissent as “a little bit of a wake-up call or red flag” warning
against the sentencing use of school disciplinary records. (R. 264-65.)

It must be remembered that because Mr. Stuckey entered an open guilty
plea to a Class X felony, he faced nearly the highest of stakes at sentencing: no
fewer than 6 years in prison and as many as 30 years in prison. (See C. 116, 119;
R. 122-36.) Adequate preparation for Mr. Stuckey’s sentencing hearing, then, would
have resulted in at least a passing familiarity with such a “big” appellate court
opinion (see R. 264) in a Peoria County criminal case. See American Bar Association

Standards for Criminal Justice, Defense Function, Standard 4-4.6(a) (4th ed. 2017)

(explaining that counsel’s duty to prepare in advance for court proceedings will
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often include “relevant legal research”); Ill. R. Prof]1 Conduct R. 1.1, Committee
Comment [5] (eff. Jan. 1, 2010) (“Competent handling of a particular matter includes
Inquiry into and analysis of the factual and legal elements of the problem, and
use of methods and procedures meeting the standards of competent practitioners.
It also includes adequate preparation. The required attention and preparation
are determined in part by what is at stake[.]”); see also Bridges v. U.S., 991 F.3d
793, 804 (7th Cir. 2021) (stating that “there are some circumstances where [counsel]
may be [constitutionally] obliged to make, or at least to evaluate, an argument
thatis sufficiently foreshadowed in existing case law”); U.S. v. Carthorne, 878 F.3d
458, 465-66 (4th Cir. 2017) (explaining that “the ineffective assistance standard may
require that counsel raise material issues even in the absence of decisive precedent”).

And in a case involving an open guilty plea to an offense with a very wide
sentencing range, Mr. Morris had every reason to object that Mr. Stuckey’s lengthy
discipline report was not reliable and relevant evidence suitable for inclusion in
the PSI through attachment to it. Insofar as he made no attempt to use anything
in the report as evidence in mitigation and offered no answer whatsoever to
ASA Gast’s characterization of the report as uniquely horrible even in a county
all but habituated to the bandying about of such reports at sentencing (R. 153-54;
see R. 155-58, 165, 264), Mr. Morris could have had no sound strategic reason
to withhold an objection to the attachment of the report to the PSI and instead
stake Mr. Stuckey’s future on an unsupported argument about the comparative
culpability of his co-defendant Mr. Monroe (see C. 134; R. 155-58). Thus, Mr. Morris’s
failure to object was deficient performance. See People v. Billups, 2016 1L App
(1st) 134006, q 15 (concluding that sentencing counsel’s performance was deficient

where his failure to object to improper aggravation “cannot have served any strategic

-43-

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM



132060

purpose”); American Bar Association Standards for Criminal Justice, Defense
Function, Standard 4-8.3(e) (4th ed. 2017) (“If a presentence report is made available
to defense counsel, counsel should seek to verify the information contained in it,
and should supplement or challenge it if necessary.”).

Finally, Mr. Morris’s deficient performance led to prejudice by clearing the
path for Judge Lyons to consider Mr. Stuckey’s irrelevant and unreliable discipline
report as evidence in aggravation. See Hibbler, 2019 IL App (4th) 160897, 9 56.
Judge Lyons did just that, as detailed on pages 17 to 22 above. What is more, the
state having presented no formal aggravating evidence at sentencing (see R. 148),
and Mr. Stuckey being just 19 years old at the time he was taken into custody
in this case (see C. 137), the discipline report stood nearly alone, as observed by
Judge Gilfillan: “[B]asically that’s all we had. He was a young adult at the time
of the offense. I know he had some juvenile offenses and some brushes with the
criminal law. But otherwise it was his school history that was considered.” (R. 276.)
That being so, and Judge Lyons having imposed a near-maximum sentence of
28 years in prison where a sentence as short as 6 years in prison could have been
1mposed, it is reasonably probable that some portion of that 28-year sentence is
attributable to Judge Lyons’s consideration of the report as an improper aggravating
factor; Mr. Stuckey was therefore prejudiced. See Coleman v. U.S., 79 F.4th 822,
832 (7th Cir. 2023) (indicating that Sixth Amendment prejudice occurs where
a “reasonable probability” exists that the end result of the criminal process would
have been a sentence of less prison time were it not for counsel’s deficient

performance (internal quotation marks omitted)).

® Again, Mr. Stuckey had one juvenile adjudication for a misdemeanor, one
misdemeanor conviction, and one Class 4 felony conviction. (C. 138-39.)
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CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, Styles Stuckey, defendant-appellant, respectfully
requests that this Court vacate his 28-year prison sentence and remand his case
to the trial court for a new sentencing hearing at which his student discipline

report may not be considered as evidence in aggravation.

Respectfully submitted,
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Deputy Defender
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Ud.<£l.1V.uu.uu STUDENT DISULIFLINE REPUKY L3142 rm
[Ty e = vayrs sucigencs
' .
Type Per Sch Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTYO000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv: HM:
2012 Entity: 143
AL NGO MAGLANL MULAYAHY GLU UT MES VI A9 41G9L LOAU, 9V HE AGLTAveL

UUHT GEy LAy TASE LV Gy wee .

this referral.

avaaum Up arg s U srsstarte  sramsaas Guop e

Teacher conducted conseguences.

Disc Officer: DOUGLAS ATKINS-BLAYE Bus: Referred By : CRISTEN GREER Date Entered:12/13/11

Follow-Up By: DOUGLAS ATKINS-BLAYE Susp None

Teacher conducted consequences.

IUliuw—T UL DY - LVUUOLND RADLING TDLN L “SuUSp faiTHLaL Wi

Parent contact from teacher.

Follow-Up By: DOUGLAS ATKINS-BLAYE Susp Out of Schoo

would not sit down nor would not obey; alot of back talk to the driver. I called the bus barn to

FULLUW-UR DY . WUVILNG NARATS DN Susp wule

A-T7
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| 05.21.10.00.00 STUDENT DISCIPLINE REPORT ‘7'2:29‘TM1
{ S sk, o e e i it R ety S i Rl TR ve T IRt - = —Sr oA RS T A
. - .
Off/Act P Day/ Incident/
’ -
Type _ Per Sch Location K Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
Offense 03/28/2012 12:45P PAR AGGRESSIVE ACTS 143 HALLWAY N 0.00 369732
e e wva ve e P . vovv  wuy P - U
Follow-Up By: DOUGLAS ATKINS-BLAYE Susp Out of Schoo
Action ATS ALT TO SUSF 143 N 0.00 Day .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: DOUGLAS ATKINS-BLAYE Susp None
Offense 04/23/2012 01:45P DIS DISRESPECT 143 CLASSROOM N 0.00 374735
CULNEL SLUUENLS wele COveLlny Liell wais.
Action WAR WARNING 143 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
1AWE UUL L0 VALILE WAlll FAALUVANGA.  LVHATATHLE WALl £LAULAPGE .

he wouldn't follow my directions when they were given. On the way to the library, another student

{and witresses) reported that Stvles slapped him in the face. The student was ok. but that's still

Follow-Up By: DOUGLAS ATKINS-BLAYE Susp Parental Con

Teacher conducted consequences. Parent contact ocnducted.

refused to go to partner teacher. Mr Atkins had to be called to help with the student. Student

had to be escorted by Ms. White into Mrs. Hainline's classroom. Student cooperated enough to get

into classroom knowing that Mr. Atkins was on his way to the scene.

P T Susp e

- - ———
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;istascc<.p 1174 FLUMNLA WAJARiLL Luv s ey - R
Ofr/Act vayys AnCioenyy
Type Per Sch Location H Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
DIVULREIL, 31i1LL3 SrvLnaa avvy ULE. wwas W . as avam appes an e s damr
Step dad came to school. Conference was conducted in Principal's office. Student went home for
remainder of day to re-requlate from throwing things at studnets and refusing to do what teachers
tell him.
listen. I had to tell him several times to stop yelling.
Action WAR WARNING 143 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Warning with Prancipal conlerence.
NCATLICU Dy - Rblimi Avesas e e — -

Disc OIIicer: DUUGLAS ATRIND-BLAIL Dus:

1

LAE IOUM PACALIY SLULL up auu

talked over me so nc one could hear the lesson.

Evasvw up oy ruama rasta st msasm s

Principal conference. Parent contact conducted.

Disc Officer: DOUGLAS ATKINS-BLAYE Bus:

LUULHAIY LHAIIYS LHSL W L areasnay v

Styles would not stop talking, making noises, telling me to shut up, telling me I am stupid,

Parent will have home conseguences as well.

Referred By : CRISTEN GREER

teacher class to write apology letter to student he threw pebble toward and extended time out.

Student apology to class and students.

mom) .
Oftense US/Z3/20L1Z 1Z2:30¢ INS INSUBURUINATLUN 193
Disc Officer: DOUGLAS ATKINS-BLAYE Bus:

he didn't have a pencil. Two other students offered Styles a pencil, and he didn't take either. He

was beating on the counter by the sink, causing disruption. I saked Styles MULTIPLE times to stop

Parent consequences at home will also be in place (per

LLASSRUUM N v.vu

Referred By : CRISTEN GREER

and get to work. Other students even asked him if he would please sit down. He would be rude to

them. Then, he made his way over to my desk and started making the beats on my desk. What makes

this horrible is he is disruptina mv entire class.

act up as well.

my wits end.

Follow-Up By: DOUGLAS ATKINS-BLAYE Susp None

Student took extended time out with partner teacher (White).

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

What makes this even more than horrible,

Parent contact conducted.

A-9

is the

1 have worked with Styles and the behavior for the ENTIRE year and I am really at

Date Entered: 05/21/12

B e

Date Entered: 05/23/12

C 397



132060

Off /Act P Day/ Incident/
' .
Type Per Sch_ Location N Points Brs Time Served Diff Reason Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Rdv: HM:

2008 Entity: 207

physically aggressive towards the teacher he has kicked her and tocday as she tried to keep him from

parents or guardians the right to have a review of suspensions. If you would like a review of this
suspension, please request a hearing within one week of the date of this suspension. You will call

309/672-6540 or FAX 309/672-6708 or send your request to: Office of Student Affairs 3202 N.

FUAAUw Up Ay e ARSI AL A A s

Detail 04/17/2008 2:30P OUT OF SCHOOL Y .00 Open

have worked with Styles and he has had many good days, but we can not allow this behavior to

QLUCENLS ar€ MNUL LO DE OnN UISTLICL #Ml0V SCNO0L PIEM1SES WNll€ UNUEl SUSPENS10n. SLal€e SLatules

grant parents or guardians the right to have a review of suspensions. If you would like a review of

LHALA SV VL USIV VL LAA JUZIVIE WIUU Ui 9TIHM JULE ATYUEIL LW WilALE VI JLUUGHL ALi8443 JEVE .

Wisconsin Avenue Peoria, IL 61603

s wpe meye e PP Cuup vun wa meaue

Detail 05/12/2008 3:18P OUT OF SCHCOL Y .00 Open

A-10

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 398



Y e

2009 Entity: 207

Offense 06/02/2009
Disc Officer:
PHYSICAL AGRESSION

2/19/10

TR NS

won't leave the other student alone.

MAGNOLIA

Nnesinar

PAA AGGRESSIVE ACTS

BRANSCUMB Bus:

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

132060

- raw s

207 CLASSROOM ¥ 0.00
Referred By :

Sent home Attitude Adjustment

A-11

ase s e

235997
Date Entered: 06/02/0%

C 399



132060

[ 05.21.10.00:00 STUDENT DISCIPLINE REPORT WAL gL PM
, N Off /Act P Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
STULAKEY, DITLED STULRADTIVUU scn: vl LD 1& = &LUZL Lype: K Kace:q AQv: nM:
2011 Entity: 207
offense 09/16/2010 BUS BUS VIOLATION 207 CLASSROOM Y 0.00 45525

Disc Officer: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB Bus:

Had his hands under ? little girl dress.
Offense 12/06/2010 PAF PHYSICAL ACT-FI
Insubordination, kicking students

PCT PARENT CONTACT
MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

Action

Follow-Up By:

Offense 12/15/2010 CLD CLASS DISRUPT

Styles can not sit in his seat and he keeps interrupting the class.

Redirection was issued to student by the principal.

would pick Styles but failed to do so.

Offense 01/10/2011 WFO OTHER WFN UK LA

Disc Officer: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB Bus:

Styles took broken parts of a CD case and scratched a student across her hand.

written up as a weapon because it was very sharp pieces of plastic. He was down here earlier for

redirection of his behavior.

SLUUSIIL aliuweud LU 1CLULN LU L1333,

_2 _ offense for 3 day(s) for the following:

BLLlAVALAGS Wi AUNINLAVIS FHAAY Wil S Mapew e

premises while under suspension.
Detail 01/11/2011 1:03P

Follow-Up By: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

have put him in the bck by himsell and he )JUSt makés nOlsé ana DOTLNEIS OLNErS.

with his Aung and had him speak to her and he just continued disruputing others.

ACLiOn FLUl FARLDNL LUNLIALL
Follow-Up By: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

NéfFnnea N2/07/72011 NTS NTCRFCBRRCT

Styles is stabbing students with his pencil and threatening to punch students

rontact-administrator-Mom came in

Follow-Up By: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

Styles is suspended for (3) three days.

DLYAT D 1G9 MU SUSPLGHMLY WL s Arvsate s va e

Referred By :MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

207 CLASSROOM

parent Contact-Administrator
207 ¥

Susp Parental Con

207 CLASSROOM Y o.oo

Father called.

ZU1  LLADSKUUM 1 v.uu
Referred By : MAGNOLIA BRANSCUME

This is being

(Other weapon or look-a-like) Dear

State statutes grant parents or guardians the right to have a

OUT OF SCHOOL Y

Susp Parental Con

Admin
FAvN 1 v.uu vay PRvAY)
207 CTASSROOM Y n.0o
Parent

Susp Parental Con

A-12

ratner saia ne

Styles may return to school

1 Caileg ang sSpore

Date Entered: 09/21/10

48682

.00 Open

278094

suved

Date Entered: 01/10/11

.00 oOpen

PRvIvS e

51922

C 400



105.21.10.00.00

. .

Off/Act
Type

STUCKEY, STYLES
Offense 02/14/2011 DIS DISRESPECT

Disc Officer: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

| Stvles is disruptina the class by talking.

After many redirections, Styles slapped another student in the face on the way to lunch.

contact-administrator

| Follow-Up By: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

Disc Ufricer: MAGNULIA BHANSCUMB

Follow-Up By: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

VILTUST UIIvurevas

Disc Officer: MAGNCLIA BRANSCUMB

one of these ™ shanks."

| Follow-Up By: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

| Offense 04/01/2011 02:45P DIS DISRESPECT

Disc Officer: MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

class room. Admin Redirection

‘ ......... 5 mmer e e e RN

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

STUCKSTYODO Sch:

Action KLl FARLNI CUNIAGL

R P

B L I e

Weapons or look-a-likes not allowed.

132060

STUDENT DISCIPLINE REPORT

P Day/
Per Sch Location

501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv:
207 CLASSROOM Y 0.00
Bus: Referred By : MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

He was asked several times to turn around and do his

Parent

Susp Farental Lon

Bus: KElLEeII€d DY : AALNULIA DRARILUnD

Styles was asked to stop playing in the line, I turned around and he went right back to playing.

zwi * waeww  aruy PRV

Susp Parental Ceon

Bus: Referred By :MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

Styles may return to school on

207 CLASSROOM N 0.00
Bus: Referred By : MAGNOLIA BRANSCUMB

A-13

N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason

Incident/
Status

1

HM:
51620

Date Entered: 02/16/11

MOLE MILTATU. Vg VA A

R

Date Entered: 03/09/11

54470

Date Entered: 04/15/11

C 401
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2013 Entity: 211
offense 09/17/2012 11:45A

Disc Officer:

class after repeated warnings.

Action

rrincipais veilenuion, inursaay,

DSR DISRUPTION

ATS ALT TO SUSP

SEpLEMDEL LVLin,

132060

- Msard

—yr - -

211

Bus:

211 N

& Ju=3 ov

DU . ATiTiiTu wy

CLASSROOM N

0.00

Referred By : JULIE CRAGHEAD
Styles continually talked out and tried to leave his seat, and finally was seated away from the

0.00 Day .00 .00

B TR g v ey

Stiles refused to take his hands off of the hallway fire extinguisher cabinet. He repeatedly opened

' ULIsSC wiiricer:

| A Lw UL twmLEl At M A MuN AT e s

and open and shut the door.

T e

I said, ™ Take your hands off of it and leave

Susp Ncne

Principals Detention, 2 30-3 30, October 16, Tuesday

out, talking back,

assign a principal's detention.

Offense 02/08/2013 12:45P DSR DISRUPTION

Disc Officer:

ALLiun A aav

Vervurovas

THOMAS BLUMER

vizenac vasuva iy maeaiva s e
Disc Officer:

Up and out of the chairs during a test.

‘ miiat Refused to sit down.

\ Follow-Up By: THOMAS BLUMER

Disc Officer:

‘ student failed to show up to buddy teacher's classroom.
ATS ALT TO SUSP

| Action

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

and being ocul OrL hls seatl.

e PRV vy

He als0o Was gettlng 1Nnito 1Lems on my QeSA.

211 HALLWAY N

Bus: Referred By

Susp In Scheel

Bus: Referred By

it alone, 1 will shut

rivase

0.00
: JULIE CRAGHEAD

: JASON LEWIS

Lewis told them a bunch of times to sit down and be

Susp None

Bus: Reterred By
Rosenbalm

211 Y

A-14

: PATRIUIA >Lnmiui

0.00 Day .00 .00

Trnridan+/

390769
Date Entered: 09/17/12

Open

e msa e etm s mw Ay m

P

430197
Date Entered: 02/08/13

Date Entered: 02/08/13

MOLE LA wer s -

Cpen

C 402



132060

(gb.ZI.AU.UU.UU s STUDENT ULSULPLINE KEFUKI 3 LT XN
UIX/ACT r ways L
Iype Per Sch Location N Points Hrs _ Time Served Diff Reason Status
| Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By :CARY FORBES Date Entered: 02/26/13

Styles was talking in line, Gavin told him to shut up, Styles told Gavin "you banged your dad last

and punched nim in the back ©I the head, Gavin puncnea nim Dack rMIS. LOWEery

Action 0SS OUT OF SCHOOL 211 ¥ 0.00 Day 2.00 .00 Open
| Susp Out of Schoo
| Detail 02/27/2013 4:51p N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
N .00 Open

Detail 02/28/2013 4:51P
Follow-Up By:

—— e —

L e

Styles tried to come into the gym and I said no. He pushed my right arm with both of his hands. 3

Disc Officer: THOMAS BLUMER Bus: Referred By : THOMAS ELUMER Date Entered: 04/08/13
Follow-Up By: THOMAS BLUMER Susp Out of Schoo
Detail 04/08/2013 2:57P N .00 Open

Follow-Up By:

not in class line, physical contact, loud noise/excessive/loud talking in line Mrs. Rosenbalm
(JAC)
Action ATS ALT TO SUSP 211 N 0.00 Day
Susp None
Rpril 25 , 2013, 2:30- 3:30, in room 114 with Ms Rosenbalm.

.00 .00 Open

Principals Detention, Thursday,

Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By :TAMRA SHEETS Date Entered: 09/23/13

Styles was roaming the hallways during lunch when his class was in the lunchroom for recess
detention. He did not have a pass or permission to be in the hall. Sheets

Action DET DETENTION 211
Susp None

N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open

9/26

A-15

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 403



132060

. . Off/Act P Day/ Incident/
Type_ Per Sch_ Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
Saviama s s ssus wavenesavu —ar wwa wa . ae cver aypee o neus. e S
i Offense 09/30/2013 01:30P CUT CUTTING CLASS 211 CLASSROOM N 1.00 472024
| Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : AMY BUTLER Date Entered: 09/30/13

6 Student left the classroom early without permission. Student did not join in line with his class

Action ATS ALT TO SUSP 211 N 0.00 Day .00 .00 Open

Susp None

isi 10/1 am

UTIense 1U/UL/7£ULl3 11I3UA AND INDUDUKUILINALIUN £11 HALLWAL N 1.vv LRFS-LFY

Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : TAMRA SHEETS Date Entered: 10/02/13

Quasp mune

paoL wazavwa s e frmmmm e mey ¢ mmemem w e ——— -

Several students have been calling a girl in 6L "razorback"™ and other names. Friday I warned

paper, but Styles argued and pouted and then ripped the paper up into tiny pieces and dropped them

Susp None
Offense 02/21/2014 02:15P DR2 MINOR DISRESPEC 211 CLASSROOM N 0.00 510103
Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : KATIE ELLEDGE Date Entered: 02/21/14

i refused and ripped up his buddy ticket. He was then sent to the office.

alone. He pushed her and I grabbed her. Mr. Sheehan asked him to stop calling her lips, he

r times to stop and he continued. Emera told him to stop and he continued, she said shorty leave me
1
‘ continued 10 more times. He was egging her on. Mrs. Huber- 1 am not able to put in Discipline

1 Disc Officer: VERALEE SMITH Bus: Referred By : VERALEE SMITH Date Entered: 03/06/14

A-16

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 404



132060

i VD LdsdV. VY. VW SQAVUVLIVL DVIOVATLLIND nLruvng s . L L7 T
| i & . -
[N - os—— (PR
' .
' Type Per Sch  Location N Poants Brs Time Served Diff Reason Status
t STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv: HM:

ra He may return to schoeol on Honﬂay 10, 2014.
Detail 03/06/2014 12:25Pp N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:

Offense 05/15/2014 01:45P CUT CUTTING CLASS 211 CLASSROOM N 1.00 535737

——gmmm mm mmm— - Fm mm mmrm merm mm mmem mmie e mam e mimemasD e ier e e e e s B ]

| several times to get him to go to the end of the line. When he finally made it to my classroom he
| Susp None
2015 Entity: 211
fill in the behavior reflection sheet that ]I gave him. He continued to disrupt my class so 1 had

\ answer. ] left a message. Styles was then buddied to me fifth and sixth hours. Styles would not

UVIlense 1uU/uUn/&vid viiior UorK pisnruriiun £14 L LADD AT n 4.vv EEErTSY

Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : HOLLY SPURGEON Date Entered: 10/06/14

a arvmsas . s ey v weas L tagasrg vw muams T gase e s Lw e mmme] Lmmsae s s e

times today and sent out of a buddy teacher twice.

Action INI IND INSTRUCTION 211 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Susp None
Offense 11/17/2014 09:30A DSR DISRUPTION 211 CLASSROOM N 1.00 567670
Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : HOLLY SPURGEON Date Entered: 11/17/14

Styles has me for science first hour. I had te buddy him out during science for disrupting class.

Ltraciel. 4 adAcd [im why and ne saldc DeCause ne aiant want To J0 COIrecLlve reading. 1 told ham

that he can't go because he doesn't want te do his work. 1 asked him to sit down and he refused. He

A-17

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 405



132060

A A = way s 4nciaency
. .
Type Per Sch Location N Points Brs Time Served Diff Reason Status
Susp None
pASL wiiiver: Dus 3 rELeIIed DY  RIiLLI DINNL vate wnterea: 11/1%/14

Styles came late to class and proceeded to disrupt everyone as I tried to get the class settled and

s Sava aeve AO R VL L Ay “aa B wave e sww s wpea

Susp None

Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : TAMRA SHEETS Date Entered: 11/18/14

from Mr. Byrne's room to Mr. Pattoen's room.

The class was directed to line up for lunch, Styles did not follow direction, staff repeated the

‘ LELEAs serVVIEVAT T i svw v

Follow-Up By:

indicated. He was chewing on something and I asked him 4 times to spit it out. He refused to spit
it out. He continued talking to, distract others, and disrupt the class by calling cut and being

out of his seat.

Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : HOLLY SPURGEON Date Entered: 01/27/15

AcCtaion ANL IND INSTHKUCTIUN £11 N v.uvu Hrs -uu -uu vpen

Susp None

A-18

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 406



132060

FLURLA ULDIRLIGVE 49V = mad m g - e e s

RE S IO P SO RPN . -~ & Al e

{1STASCeLL.P 1/~4_

" & Off/Act r vayrs Anciaentys
i Type Per Sch  Location N Points Brs _ Time Served Diff Reason Status
Savinms, @i Lo Gavinusavve wnrs wwa  wa. oas e agpee e p——— - c— e
| Offense 01/29/2015 10:00A REK RECKLESS CONDUC 211 CLASSROOM N 1.00 585624
Disc Officer: MICHELLE KUBY Bus: Referred By :MICHELLE KUBY Date Entered: 01/29/15

Styles went through Ms. Kuby's desk and took a pushpin out from her drawer. He then proceed to

Offense 02/02/2015 01:30P DSR DISRUPTION 211 CLASSROOM N 1.00 586791

| Styles was sent LO me Dy anoTner teacner. IN1S was Nis UN1ra Time Delng DUCOIEU OUL Louay. A> 1 was
teaching Styles was talking to other students and banging on the table. I sent him to the cffice
for disrupting a buddy room and being sent out three times today.
Action INI IND INSTRUCTION 211 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open

| Susp None

UIIENSEe VL/VUS/£LULD JLiVur AINS  LINOUDVURNL LINAL AWV & aa e AL a - v -
Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By :NATALIE WILBURN Date Entered: 02/04/15
I noticed Styles wandering in and out of the cafeteria. I called his name once, and he. kept

| walkina whan ha rama hark from wanderina down the hall 1 called him again. Again. he kept

unacceptable and just rude.

‘ T & mameme mrees memmmee e emgemmeee em m e - - -

aw - cnnaan

when I asked him to sit down again. He refused and was escorted to the office. He was already

buddied from one of my earlier classes.

Action INI IND INSTRUCTION 211 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Susp None
! STYylesS Was SenL 1O Me a5 a DUUUY LEeaUHEZ. J da3AEU 4l LU JIL UUWH GUM A% YUatt. CLJave —uumcsw o
Mr. Byrne "go teach your class.” Styles then told another student to shut up talking.

cuap ovas

offense 02/27/2015 0%:30A  DSR DISRUPTION 211 N 1.00 597164
Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By :TYLER PATTON Date Entered: 02/27/15

Styles was buddied to me 3rd hour which is intervention. This was the third time he had been

Action INI IND INSTRUCTION 211 N 0.00 Hrs -00 -uu upen

Susp None

A-19

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 407



VIEfAGL

Iype

STUCKEY. STYLES STUCKSTYO0O0OD

Disc Officer: ANNETTE ROSENBALM

Another student stated " You sleep with your mother!" to another student.

S>ent TOo 1Lne orliLice.

Sch:

132060

r vayys 4dnciaoency
Per Sch Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Tvoe: R Rarce: 4 Adv: HM:
Bus: Referred By : ANNETTE ROSENBALM Date Entered: 03/02/15

This student picked up

Susp None
offense 03/05/2015 11:45A INS INSUBORDINATION 211 CLASSROOM N 1.00
Susp None
Disc Officer: Bus Referred By : RILEY BYRNE
instead of going to his buddy assignment. He refused te go to his buddy teacher.
Offense 03/19/2015 12:45P LAI LANGUAGE 211 CLASSRCOM N 1.00
AHULITL SLUUTHL MMOSL ULYASS 48 LHE LAGISAVUN. It SwopUiuew W) Smyangs WMt L ssva wpg e svess
Action DET DETENTION 211 N 0.00 Hrs .00
Susp None
offense 03/23/2015 09:00A INS INSUBORDINATION 211 CLASSROOM ¢ 1.00
e i m mmm e g mmmm e e e e .

[ ——

materials alone and sit down.

go to a different buddy teacher. This is the second buddy teacher Styles has refused to go te

today.

Action 0S5 OUT OF SCHOOL

dlyles nas vioclated 5Chool Board Policy

211 b & 0.00 Day 2.00

f:190; 1, lba, b, & ¢ and 1s suspended for two days.

may return to school on Thursday, March 26, 2015.

fusavmoup By,
Detail 03/24/2015 12:36P
Follow-Up By:

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

A-20

When he refused I stated that if he did not sit down and leave the

He

.00

.00

.00

599047

Date Entered: 03/1B/15

604517

605532

Open

Open

C 408



" . Off/Act vay/s
Type Per Sch Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
Susp None
Disc Otficer: Bus: AELEIICU DY - DULLI 2 unaasass et w—————— s — s =
For documentation purposes. Styles refused to open his corrective reading book. This is two days
Action FUI FPARENL LUNIALL L1 - waww  wg B -- .
Susp Parental Con
g .
This is the third day that Styles has been sent cut of intervention.
£in33INn

Action

VLLIENSE UY/1D0/7LVULD 4d.ion

Disc Officer:

and was escorted to the office.
0S5 OUT OF SCHOOL 211

Aclion

return date: 4/20

ATD ALl 1V Dusr

[PET S TFCT AVE e R

132060

PR

caa

Susp None

Bus: Referred By : RILEY EYRNE

Student has had 5 eoffice referrals in three days.

Y 0.00 Day 1.00 .00

A-21

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

Date Entered: 04/16/15

Open

C 409



132060

Detail 04/17/2015 11:30A N .00 Open
Folleow-Up By:
Offense 04/20/2015 09:15A INS INSUBORDINATICN 211 CLASSROOM N 1.00 612580
Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : HOLLY SPURGEON Date Entered: 04/20/15
Mrs. O'Neil had to ask Styles several times to open his books and sit up. He then refused to
a row Styles has had to be asked to leave the classroom so we could get through our Corrective
Susp None
offense 04/24/2015 02:00P DSR DISRUPTION 211 N 1.00 614648
class.
Action DET DETENTION 211 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Susp None
Teacher saw Styles extend arm and hit another male student while lining up.
Offense 05/06/2015 01:15P INS INSUBORDINATION 211 HALLWAY N 1.00 618596
was playing in the hallway. Styles then came up stairs and he said I was lying on him. I said to
him that he needs to listen to directions and as he went into Mr. Byrne's class Styles said that I
always got something to say."”
Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : RILEY BYRNE Date Entered: 05/14/15

argue with me that he hadn't been chewing gum. I reminded them that he also was in trouble
yesterday for the same issve. He claimed that because it was a new day, it shouldn't matter that he

was chewing gum. He continued to complain, argue as he left the classroom.

SJusp none

vaor wasaveas R emesn g eeeaes s
Styles was supposed to be working on his egg drop project. He was sitting next to his partner
watching him do all the work and started swearing saying damn, I asked him to stop telling him to

watch his lanquage or he weould be out. Stvles then said to another student I don't care fuck that

I again teld him he needed to leave or I would call the office. He left but Mr. Byrne sent him back

A-22
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| 05.21.10.00.00.

i i Off/Act s vays asanarsciany
Type Per Sch Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
another student. He then refused to go back to Mr. Byrne and tried to steal another pair of
scissors.
Offense 05/27/2015 11:30A INS INSUBORDINATION 211 CLASSROOM N 1.00 625188
Disc Officer: BRENDA GIBBONS Bus: Referred By : BRENDA GIBBONS Date Entered: 05/27/15
2016 Entity: 211
Action VD3 pRinmaawe caa —
Follow-Up By: MERVYN SWANSON Susp None
Lunch detention on Tuesday.
Follow-Up By: MERVYN SWANSON Susp Nene
Student to serve 1 day of ISS on 9/1/2015
Detail 09/01/2015 12:31P N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
e IELUDSED. NT LUHLAIUED LU JCAEVE LUT VU SALAVUL PLailacscansises ssw == === == Z= == ==
refused. He comes to class and does not work. I've called home and left a message (with Tony
Stuckey that I need to speak with Styles' guardian about his behavior - mom's number is not a
working number).
Action ATS ALT TO SUSP 211 Y 0.00 Day .00 .00 Open
Susp None
offense 09/15/2015 12:00P INS INSUBORDINATION 211 N 1.00 €31371

where asked to sit or when asked to sit..Continues

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

132060

STUDENT  DISCIPLINE REPORT

to bang on desk after being asked to stop.

A-23

Aniac iiE
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132060

Susp None

Offense 09/24/2015 02:00P DSR DISRUPTION 211 OFFICE N 1.00 634346
shouting out. When he returned his class was listening to the story they are to take a test on in
a minute. Instead of turning to the right page and trying to follow along he was laughing and
giggling. I told him to open his book, but he never did. He continues shouting out and I asked
hall, he attempled LO argue wilh me Saying "1 ain'T @0 NOTN1N, LI ain't goln nOWnere.- 1 LOiG mim
if he was not in the hall in the next 30 seconds I would be writing his referral. He still refused
AcCTiONn ALlD ALL 1V dudr £11 a v.vy way svw B pres
Susp None

Referred By :NATALIE WILBURN

VAILATHIE 4V/IVA[LUAY Vi.owve L P

Disc Officer: MERVYN SWANSON Bus:
Asked more than one to stop and just listen

Date Entered: 10/01/15

Continucus talking while the teacher is talking.

first. mean its the very beginning of class, but he reguires one on one attention forgetting all

about everyone else who is trying to listen to directions. Sent to buddy.

teacher.

640756

Offense 10/13/2015 12:45P DS2 MINOR DISRUPT. 211 CLASSROOM N 0.00

dHis> 1> oLyaes IELUNU pUuQay Leacner Lor Lne oay ana even Lnougn LN€re are oniy Lour oL us 1in nere

he continues to disrupt by continued talking, asking the same guestion over and over after I've

told him no, and beating on the table. Now, he's even humming loudly too. He is very persistent

in his purposeful disruptiens.

A-24
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Off /Act P Day/ Incident/
: : Type Per Sch_ Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
e mmm ey e = PN e — ¢ e e e PR L — -
buddied out of.
Offense 10/16/2015 07:45A DS2 MINOR DISRUPT. 211 CLASSROOM N 0.00 €41898
Disc Officer: MERVYN SWANSON Bus: Referred By : JASON MEDLIN Date Entered: 10/16/15

Styles yelled at another students and said, " that boy is wearing a belt with joggers” and

proceeded to laugh loudly. I told him that it was inappropriate to talk about other students and

laugh at them. He said he did not care and that he was not the only one. 1 then asked if he could

of the room.

Offense 10/16/2015 09:45A DS2 MINOR DISRUPT. 211 N 0.00 641931
I went inside room Z(UY to give another student Lheir CIlLU paperwork ang noliced Jlyl1es uaa nis
uniform shirt off. I said, "Styles, put your shirt on." He responded "Bruh, stop talking to me."
~STOP TalKing TO ME. GEL OUL LALS ClasS, 1 UUH L ©VEND ALUW Wiy U G1T 4N HTIT. JLUP Lasindoay Lw e
He couldn't even hear anything I was trying to say because he was going off. I had to call the
office to get him to leave, as he refused to leave.
offense 10/22/2015 03:00P DSR DISRUPTION 211 CLASSROOM Y 1.00 644310
1 called Ms. Jess to the room to remove him at that time. He had words with Ms. Jess she told him
Susp None
Offense 10/29/2015 08:3CA DSR DISRUPTION 211 N 1.00 646128
Styles was sent to my class for buddy teacher. He asked to to back at B:10. His disruptions did
not end after that. I was sure to remind him that he was already in buddy teacher and should not
be disrupting my class too. I finally asked him to go to the office after the 8th redirect to be
quiet. I told him to go o the office at 8:40, but he refused to leave. 1 told him that he had
earned the consequence.
Actien INI IND INSTRUCTION 211 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Susp None
UADL wViddLEL S CIERVY 38y Sman vy DU NELCLaTU DY « AL ALY D e

When 1 called the office to have someone remove Styles from my class today that made his third

tae s e mmsran ] o mmma e

1 finally sent him to buddy teacher. He

himself back in only to interrupt the story again.
refused tc leave, then I called the office for assistance. He left after the call.

A-25
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Adv:
0.00

12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4

211 N

STUCKSTYCOO Sch: 501 Gr:

PCT PARENT CONTACT

STUCKEY, STYLES

Action Day

Susp Parental Con

s T T T T —

down and picked up his work. He then had to be reminded twice not to talk,

While seats he shouted out,

to a different seat. he was moving

1 could not tell who he was directed this

Student to serve 1 day of ATS on 11/6.

CLASSROOM N v.ovvu

Referred By : HOLLY SPURGEON

Offense 11/09/2015 09:15A DSZ MINOR DISRUPT. 211

MERVYN SWANSON Bus:

Disc Officer:

LNE ICOM. M€ LOL0 LOEM LU SMNUL UP anNu LIl SLaliltu Makdly LUl Ui uicm.

e mmmmam e m e e mm o mee— o g -

Styles refused to turn it in because he did not want an F. He wasted an entire class period

refusing to work on the workbook to catch up.

HM:

.00 -00 Open

so I told him to move
" boy, you need to get off my tip.”"

vulgar comment to but the majoritv of the class found it

ba2vol

Date Entered: 11/09/15

and participate with the class. He has been causing the class to lose the teacher/student game.

Offense 01/06/2016 10:45A DS2 MINOR DISRUPT. 0.00

jEaLiTi Aa3ATU SLUUTIIL U LLIMEDS LU LAAT Hid LUUL ULL LI 3Nell UL Liie Lompuler

My cell phone is dead, I will call his parent later.

~ . G e cp g e mmm g mm mmmww tiae anw s

664550

LaDIE anu He LeLused.

cut“Micheal ONeal," referring to a teacher and this went on and on, He said,”™ Michael Swanson® and

A-26
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SUBMITTED

132060

UDd.£Ll.dV.VV.UVY k DQAVVLIVL IOV ANLAING NNLEWVRL - L .
e - — e .
s .
Type Per Sch_ Location N Points Brs Time Served Diff Reason Status

would stop and move on to more flamming. I finally wrote him up and his response, was "1 don't care
. 1 have several "Do Not Admits"
Action ATS ALT TO SUSP 211 N 0.00 Day .00 .00

Susp None

Offense 02/02/2016 08:30A Ds2 MINOR DISRUPT. 211 CLASSROOM N 0.00

GLYAES WOO LEARANY MULLNY LAGOU UL HGH LY AL GONLM UL TLAMA LaenmS SN R Tarmer seen s s

working on test, he threw his on the floor. 1 had to restaple it for him because he ripped 1t

------------------ mw crmman s arw e gwemeeg  mw  mee= e —mmm o o o 4 -

The student had many warnings and many opportunities to remain in the classroom, but chose to

Action INI IND INSTRUCTION 211 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00
Susp None
Avvavn Faw Pus aw wwes . . [ .- R
Follow-Up By: MERVYN SWANSON Susp None
VLLTHIE veravievaw as.aos O R —— - S
Disc Officer: MERVYN SWANSON Bus: Referred By : PATRICIA SCHMIDT

Styles was told to pull his pants up again, He then was told to spit up whatever he was chewing.
Instead of going back to his desk he sat by the door with his pants sagging. He then pulled

another chair up and put his legs on it. He was told to get his legs off the chair and after

AIAEU DJLY4EI LU SWILUN ITALS ald N [eluled. 1€ leacnel LOOK many SLepsS Lo guloe SLyles in wne

correct direction, and he continued to disrupt the class. Styles seat was moved, and the disruption

ATMUTOoLLEM T S2LE)Y WHEAT HE WEI. CLYATS SUVULTU  AN43 @il L YUUI Liasad

anymore." Two other teachers asked Styles multiple times to remain seated and start working and he

- - - mmsmm hme mmrmcmeag e tew Tmatum wE L0 LWOMLMELOLLL AL ML MUHBVAIVE UWAU UL ANPLUVE.

A-27
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Open

673507

Date Entered: 02/10/16

Fanana
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. -
SLULREE, 21iLE3 SruLnaaiveu GLH. Pva WAL, Az Zver aype- n P fay . e
Action 0SS OUT OF SCHOOL 211 X 0.00 Day 1.00 .00 Open
Susp Out of Schoo
7:190 #21. Gross disrespect, qross insubordination or gross verbal abuse of another. Cross

starting on 2/12 . Student may return on 12/16

Detail 02/12/2016 12:55P N .00 Open
Offense 02/17/2016 10:00A INS INSUBORDINATION 211 CLASSROOM Y 1.00 €80004
neLavi Sl WV WA s R .- - i —y - - — =
Follow-Up By: MERVYN SWANSON Susp Out of Schoo

beginning 2/18 student may return 2/22

Detail 02/19/2016 1:20P Y .00 Cpen
Follow-Up By:

FOLI1OW-Up bBYy: FILAVIN DTWANIUN Susp nNune

VidL UARALEE .  FMAY IS SmasIvi Lus. PEATALTY MY . wAA vt s CuLL LELL A LM e e aw
Styles was yelling at classmates, he then pulled a girls hair, yelled at her to be gquiet and hit

her 3 times. I could not get him to calm down and be quiet. He was told if he could not leave her

alone to leave. and go to the office. He walked cut of class and I called Ms. Sybil and told her he

should be coming down.

girls hair, playing with a boys hair, totally disrupting the reading and the class.
Action ATS ALT TO SUSF 211 Y 0.00 Day .00 .00 Open

A-28
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e o STUDENT :DISCIFLINE REPORT 2:29' M-
A a

LU LHE ULIJUE. HE ATIUSTU LAGANANY LHAL HE U4U VL WY MHFLHALY WM L mMS LUL Asurangs e s e

call the office in order to have him escorted out.
Action INI IND INSTRUCTION 211 Y 0.00 HRrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: MERVYN SWANSON Susp None
Follow-Up By: MERVYN SWANSON Susp Out of Schoo

7:190 #20. Gross disrespect, gross insubordination or gross verbal abuse of another. Gross

Detail 03/03/2016 3:25P T “wv v

Follow-Up By:
Detail 03/04/2016 3:25P ¥ .00 Open
Follow-Up By:

student were play fighting again in the hallway. He was not with his class. I told him that he
needed to go to the office and he responded by saying, " I am not going back to the office™ He

repeatedly told me no.

s¢ocCializing wilh Nl1s peers. UNCe N€é wWas 1Nh Class, Ne dlu NUL SLAaLL [(id> UEll WULAR. iusLTau us wao

messing with students and trying to take their breakfast. This resulted in orange juice being

Citan Nis WEI3. 0Y LUiU WS 0T WES VL YA LY SATEH 4ve 4 seeeis weees e mrim mmmmme e
Action INI IND INSTRUCTION 2311 ¥ 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: MERVYN SWANSON Susp None

A-29

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 417



132060

Offense 04/04/2016 08:00A INS INSUBORDINATION 211 CLASSROOM Y 1.00
Disc Officer: Bus: Referred By : JASON MEDLIN
Styles was talking to his peers and not doing his work. I asked him to move seats and he told me
no. 1 told him to move 3 times and he did not. I then wrote him a pass to the office. The office
brought him back and he continued to interrupt the class.
Action CWS CONF W/STUDENT 211 : 4 0.00 Hrs .00 .00

other students. I told him next time he was going to be sent out if he couldn't get it under

control. He continued te laugh annoying students.

Action INI IND INSTRUCTION 211 Y 0.00 Hrs .00 .00
Susp None
Offense 04/08/2016 11:15A INS INSUBORDINATION 211 CLASSROOM Y 1.00

A-30
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Date Entered:

694624
04/04/16

Open

Mese Podowmad.

696533

AMINOINE
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luck. Sent to the office. Rosenbalm
Action INI IND INSTRUCTION 211 Y 0.00 Hrs .00 .a0 Open
Susp Ncne

Styles was sent to in School suspension. As he came in the room, I asked him to sit in a seat that
was close to me. Styles refused to sit in the seat and then responded that it was just a seat. 1

asked him again to sit in the seat. He refused and began talking back to me. I asked him to be

Gross verbal abuse includes a threat and racial or religious slur. Student is suspended for 1 day

begining 4/13. Student may return on 4/14
Detail 04/13/2016 1:06P Y .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
Offense 04/14/2016 10:15A DSR DISRUPTION 211 CLASSROOM X 1.00 698620
Action INI INU INSTRULILIUN iz 1 vouw s e . R
Susp None

Constant disruption by calling others out to gel

Will not get under control when coming in late.
Student was sent to the ISS room. Student could not be quiet

araquments goina. Sent to the office.

Student may return to school on Thursday, 4/21/2016.

A-31
SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 419



Detail 04/19/2016 12:34P

Follow-Up By:

Offense 04/21/2016 09:45A DSR DISRUPTION

DLUUEIIL WIll JIUL DLUF YUaully ULNHTEII 1LY aryuiing

office again. Rosenbalm

Action INI IND INSTRUCTION

Offense 05/17/2016 02:00P INS INSUBORDINATION

Nise Officar:

T, =T T - - -

disrespecting the teacher and get up and he still refused.
I then told him he had a choice to get up and move

appropriate and he only responded by laughing.

or he was going to leave and will have more serious conseguences.

Action ATS ALT TO SUSP

2017 Entity: 301
Offense 08/26/2016 10:15A DSR DISRUPTION

132060

211 CLASSROOM

211

Susp None

211 GYMNASIUM

Bus: Referred By

211
Susp None

301 CLASSROOM

0.

.00

00

1.00

u.

1.

uu

00

WAILH HAN TYEH GALTL SUYSLEL mOLliasngo .

Hrs

: JASON MEDLIN

vay

.00

I asked him if what he was doing was

He then shut down and did not

-uu

STUQENL Was aSKEd LU WOIK 17 LNE M@aliWwdy LU SLUP ULSIUPLAIY VLIEL SLUNGHLI . SJLLUSHL L@iuue Suup

talking in class. Phone call home made.

COLIUWTUD DY RAFADLOLL N PDRUYOT

Student is issued a warning

wuSp  sware

Student refused to take is NWEA Math test. Student continued to sit not facing his computer and

STtugent 1S5 1Sssuea a ageltenvion Y/13

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM
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.00 Open
701275

.00 Open
711443

Date Entered: 05/17/16

-uu upen

713854
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% L Off /Act P Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status

times), instructed him to sit in his desk (five times), and to stop talking and distracting others

(three times). The final time the teacher instructed the student to sit in his assign seat or he

would be removed from the classroom. Student refused and teacher called for an officer to remove

[ Lvavn P A -

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued a detention.

talking. Student continued with teacher proximity and direct direction. Teacher and student had a

and then wrestling at the window to keep the student Irom TNIOWINgG N15 WOIKDOOK OUL QL L€ Wiluuw.

They were supposed to be doing their workbooks. He had rushed through his workbook without thinking
about whether his answers were correct.
offense 09/13/2016 01:45P DS2 MINOR DISRUPT. 301 CLASSROOM Y 0.00 718938
TEACNEr Nad d lldlliway CUNLVELDALLIUIl WILI JLUUTIIL - DLUMEHL TSI LW A MW s s a e .-
student the opportunity to sit in the hall, but was further distracted by other students.
Interventions seemed to work so-so.
offense 09/14/2016 09:30A DR2 MINOR DISRESPEC 301 CLASSROOM Y 0.00 719222
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : KELLY HUBERT Date Entered: 09/14/16¢

This class made a social contract and all agreed with the terms of the contract. This student brok

one of the rules and was called out by another student for breaking the social contract. The

hmr wmrimmm mew mremm mmmmamy  mw mmmmeme s g meem e m e m mmm el - -

responsibility and apologizing 2) state two positives about that person (only 1 positive can be

about appearance) this student did eventuall return te the room and made amends for breaking the
social contract.

BRI

had with the student to keep him on task to finish his test. Contacted Janine Schumm TO redquest

some sort of fidget tool for the student to keep his focus.

Qo wnlie paying duoienvion.

A-33
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. -
'
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : ASHLEY JOHNSON Date Entered: 09/19/16
D1SC OITicer: RIMBEKLY RIMBRUUGH Dus: RELEIICU DY : AODLEE YvnRNSwn seLT e v P e

Student was given a hallway time out.

UIIense UY/ZL1/4ULS UZIUUA UKL MINUR UISRESFLL EIVE R S SR " v.uw
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : KELLY HUBERT Date Entered: 09/21/1¢6

Student refused to sit in his assigned seat and refused to move when asked several times to do so.

Offense 09/22/2016 09:00A CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 CLASSROOM Y 1.00 7225911

G UME L Lmene S e A e e aeream e =

- Students was informed of the tardy policy (he said he didn't care and wouldn't serve the

Student was again asked to move to his assigned seat so he could receive the work he needs) -

needed to make a choice. (He chose to leave) This student was not kicked out of class he chose to

leave rather than follow the rule.
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 Y 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Cpen
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued a detention 9/27
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Kelerrea by : RELLI HuBErl raLe LILTLICU. UF/ L&/ 4T
student did not show up for his conference for being tardy to 3rd hour

FOLLIOW-UPp BY: KRIMBEKLI KRiIMBKUUGLH >usp wNone

Student is issued a detention 9/27

Student was given a teacher conference due to being tardy. Student did not show up for his

conference on 9/23/16

Action DET DETENTION 01 s 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Cpen
Offense 09/26/2016 09:00A TR2 MINOR TARDY 301 CLASSROOM Y 0.00 724822
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : KELLY HUBERT Date Entered: 09/27/16

Student has been given two conferences for previous tardiness which he has skipped. This is the 3rd

A-34
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STUCKEY, STILEY
Offense 09/26/2016 09:30A DS2 MINCR DISRUPT. 301 CLASSROOM b ¢ 0.00
Referred By : KELLY HUBERT

DIULRADITUUY 2Cn: oVl VI 14 — £&£VLL LYypPeEl N nace: " nuvo
Disc Cfficer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus:

This student had to be redirected several times during class to stop yelling across the room to

other students and to stop talking while the teacher was talking. This student chose to ignore all

conferences but didn't show.

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : ASHLEY JOHNSON
- oy it mmd dm akae alccacacacm When tha tas~rhar
offense 09/29/2016 04:15P CON CUT TEACH CONF 301 CLASSROOM ] 1.00
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : ASHLEY JOHNSON

similar behavior.

A-35
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s,

724264
Date Entered: 09/26/16

Date Entered: 05/26/16

726659
Date Entered: 09/29/16
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. " '
Aypre e aun mUCaLLun 8 roancs nrs dime DEIVEA Uilli Neason S2ravus
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTYOCO Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 RAdv: HM:
Offense 10/11/2016 09:45A INS INSUBORDINATION 301 CLASSROOM Y 1.00 730754
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : KATHRYN BRAUN Date Entered: 10/11/16

very slowly and stayed on his phone. Then he started egging another student on. He did not settle
into the work. I called for an escort when another student threw something at him and gave him the

finger.

FOl110W-Up BY: RIMBLKLYI AIMBKUUGH SUsp None

Student is issued a detention 10/13

ULIENSe 1U/il/4ViD ULIi0r UD£ FLINUR VLIDRULL . L R S R ] a v.uw P

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : ASHLEY JOHNSON Date Entered: 10/14/16

MLMMENL meL WaTae W Ammmsee Mvre A s e wa m——— 3 mmmmy o mee = mmmm e me e em e — e -
teacher conference within 2 school days.

Acticn DET DETENTION 301 X 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open

follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issved a lunch detention

OItense 1U/1774U1lb 1Z:45F FAF PHYSICAL ACT-F1 3Ul  CLASSKOUM Y 1.uu 133%4&
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : ASHLEY JOHNSON Date Entered: 10/17/1¢
agcumeEny 4L nes neiseplay nowevelr Lne DENdvivl COonLinucu an wie ciassioon. SLUUEIILS wele punLnany,

kicking, and yelling at each other.

P R e P AT L A TR EIVE P R TLER I LIV

Student is issued ISS S5th-8th
Detail 10/19/2016 1:34P N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:

A-36

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C424



132060

UiSL ULIALTL. SAODLOALL PR bus. NEATILTW LY . ARLHENER DRV SuLe LnLATu. AV EVr AV
The student will not stay off his phone. Today he was watching a basketball game on it.

Action DET DETENTION 301 b 4 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued a detention 10/25

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : ASHLEY JOHNSON Date Entered: 10/20/16

@ a

conference.

- s s -

Student is issued a detention 10/25

Offense 10/24/2016 02:00P DSR DISRUPTION 301 CLASSROOM Y 1.00 736573

Student is issued a detention 10/27

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : ASHLEY JOHNSON Date Entered: 10/31/16
Student at first refused to sit in his assign seat and put his phone away. Student then encouraged
two other student in a verbal altercatien. When student refused to stop talking, teacher encouraged

student to turn his desk so he would be facing the front of the room and be more focused. Student

A-37
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Ammr mes v masa avewmewas vmLus

Detail 11/01/2016 10:11A
Follow-Up By:

N .00 Open
MASw WwELalLSL . NARDENG  RABDIWUSTE DU - RELTIiCU DY § RLLLI RVDLKL vate cnterea: 11/Vil/fle
Student was late to class then had to be sent back to his locker because he had a backpack.
Offense 11/01/2016 10:15A ELE ELECTRONICS 301 CLASSROOM Y 1.00 739694
I had him escorted to his principal.
Student is issued a lunch detention
Offense 11/03/2016 01:30P INS INSUBORDINATION 301 CLASSROOM Y 1.00 741455
S1L QOwWn dallU wWad LENLNUGEU UL 4> ITuliwoeLs. draLicl LTl Saldu Jl UT wUULU DIVL DAL UUWI LT itaAaL
step would be a phone call to the accountability office. Student walked off. As teacher was
COLVAL LW HEYE LUT SLMUTHL AGHUYEW L4UN LUT LGiiway .
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 ¥ 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Cpen
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None
Student is issued 0SS
U — o e aanimea s s
Styles was instructed to cbtain a pass from the dean's office

SULE AILTANU. AL VTS AW

and return to class. However, Styles

LUl 1 uway 1rom Novemper 4, <Ulb to November 4, 2016. Student may return to scheol on

November 7,
2016 and must be accompanied by a parent at that time. Re-engagement plan will be established upon

Follow=-Up By:

.00 Open

A-38
SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM
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D PEORIA -DISTRICT 150

‘Page:83.

12/10721

[istdsc22.p 77-4 =~

Luiive wp Ly . NAVIULALL  RAPURJYIN Susp vwne

Please contact parent.
743174

Offense 11/0B/2016 10:45A NSR NDTSRIPTTION 301 CLASSROOM ¥

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued a warning

Student is issued a detention 11/15

LOLTE LIULCLITU. 14/ VI av

Relelled By - RLLLI AUDLA

KIMEEKLY K1MBRUUGH Bus:
a backpack and his hood up. He was asked to

p1sc UIricer:
This student returned from the JROTC rehearsal with

lallea Lo I€LUIn Lo 1135 JId4d Noul ciasd>.
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 Y 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None
Student is issued a detention 11/15
ame v A pras s aas s i —— i g rmrn e e e e e -
take a seat, and stop talking. Student

Student was asked repeatedly to put his phone away,

Student was redirected several times to put his phone away. Phone was placed on the teacher desk to

avoid the distraction.
745394

301 CLASSROOM : 4 1.00

Offense 11/14/2016 01:30P LAI LANGUAGE

Mian NEFinaus VTUMAPRT ¥ sraenmaien

Follow=-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

A-39
C 427
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ne l1eELUSEQ. HE COonLinuea L0 De On LNE pnone guring class.

Action DET DETENTION 301 Y 0.00 Hrs .00

SLUUCIHIL 43 ADDUCTU G UCLCHLAUN Aif&Z

aon wasam—a . e seaa s A & Ea A I T e

Student came to class late without a pass

Offense 11/28/2016 09:30A ELE ELECTRONICS 301 CLASSROOM Y 1.00

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : KELLY HUBERT

———mE = vre—= vy = v g -
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 Y 0.00 Hrs .00
Action DET DETENTION Jul b U.UU KIS .uu
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued a detention 12/6

Offense 11/28/2016 02:15P D52 MINOR DISRUPT. 301 X .00
REpEdLeuly LIIUWLINY UDJECLS dLiud3 LUE Cia33LUUN UTOPLLY UTLHY LULu SEVEL@L LANES LU Suup.
UISU WILl1UEL:  RUFADLALI NAMDRUUGD Dus . ATLTLLTU DY . REbbbi OBVDLR

This student was late to 3rd hour however was asked 3 times to take his backpack to his locker

aariy maraar v R sram asn s

S i e e - e

Student was asked to put his phone away and begin his work. The student sated he did not have

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp In School

Student is issved ISS for a period.

rollow-up BY:

A-40

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

.00 Open

749408
Date Entered: 11/28/16

.00 Open
Y upen
749719

MELE LHLEAGW. LA e AV
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Off/Act
Type

Student is issuved a detention 12/1

Offense 11/30/2016 12:30P DSR DISRUPTION

entered into exchange with a fellow student.
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH
Student is issued a detention 12/1

offense 11/30/2016 01:15P DSR DISRUPTION

Detaill 1Z/U07/ZUlbd 1:21y

Follow-Up By:

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH

Student is issuved ISS

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

132060

Day/ Incident/
Per Sch Location N Points HBrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
301 Y 1.00 750665
A student who said nothing audible to him.
301 ¥ 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Susp None
301 CLASSROOM Y 1.00 750718
™ aww e
Susp None

C 429



STUCKEY, STYLES

Offense 12/13/2016 0S:00A ELE ELECTRONICS

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH

STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501

132060

Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R
301 CLASSROOM N

Bus:

Adv: HM:
1.00

Race: 4

Reterred By : ASHLEY JOHNSUN

Student continued to use inappropriate words towards another student. Words like "shut the fuck

students behavlior. When teacher asked Lne Stugent TO SLOP TalKinNg Lo e ouner,

SLuUUEnL lLeludTu.

When teacher asked the student to move away from the other student, student refused. Student was

classmate.

up very loud. He was asked to turn them down.

continue to disrupt the testing environment.

Action CWS CONF W/STUDENT

Student refused to keep his hat off in class.

Student is issued a warning

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

Student refused.

301

Student then had

Student was removed so he would not

N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00

[ R -

his electronics on and playing

A-42

756166

vate LRNTereaq: 1L/1¥/1©
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AU OTLVEU Miis nEaswll ovaLua

sCn_ Location n oFuAnLa nas

Student is issued a detention 1/12/17 1 hour

being able to hear the teacher directions. Teacher asked student three times to put his electronics

away. Student refused and was on electronics and had earbuds in ears for the entire class period.

LULU LU LULIH AL Widk GIU PUL 4L GWGY. V¥ LUMSY 4 LWaM SAm LML 4 Tae sww Jemse3 =s g - o

being on his phone in class today. So he just sat there and did nothing. He didn't even get out his

mmmn o mermrr e =y -

MTLHY ©ILUALEU VUL. MALLA 4 LMasatu ave e

and wouldn't get up to make it look like a tired thing, but it was not.

Action DET DETENTION 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None
Student is issuved a detention 1/12 1 hour
Of fense 01/11/2017 01:00P CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 CLASSROOM N 1.00 761123
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None
towards this other student 1S an on golng 1ssue.
Action 1S5 IN SCHOOL SUsP 301 N 0.00 Day 1.00 .oc Open
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp In School
Student is issued ISS full day
Detail 01/23/2017 2:20P N 00 Open
Follow-Up By:
offense 01/18/2017 12:15P CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 CLASSROOM N 1.00 762883
T ma mw e mpee s v v e
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued ISS

A-43

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 431
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Sch_ Location N Foints Hrs Time

Servea UVIII Keason

status

VAATHSE VA[AUSEVAT VA.VVWE AW W4T venow e e

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : ASHLEY JOHNSON

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued ISS full day

stein. 1 asked the student to not wear the shirt to school again because it was inappropriate.

students. Student was removed from the room to stop the disruption.
301
Susp 1n School

Action 1SS IN SCHOOL SUSP

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH

DELAall UL/UDISLVLT AViNYA

Follow-Up Ey:

VAILENSE WEfuI/jeuir icsaws B T T

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By :MARY NEWMAN-EVANS

Student presented himself at the door several minutes after class began. Teacher asked him for a

mace  He said that he did not have one. He directed Lo go get a pass; he replied that he wanted to
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00
The student walked out of class 3 min. before the bell.
mEn 2ak - P N . An
Student is issued ISS
Offense 02/0%9/2017 09:30A CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 CLASSROOM N 1.00
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus Referred By : KELLY HUBERT
Student did rot attend his 3rd hour class
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00

sTugent 1S 133uea 12>

ViDL wiiarcTio. AL RA L IR v ——

student opened the classroom door to pass a student something. Later, this student walked out of
Avvava

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

A-44

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

.00

.00

nn

.00

Date Entered: 01/19/1

Open

Date Entered: 02/07/17

open

971607

Nran

772665
Date Entered: 02/09/17

Open

7
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132060

'_.lm rer acn Location ! roincs Bnrs dimde DSEIVEU Wili rEasUnl Sracus
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv: HM:
Student is issued 1SS 5th-8th
The student kept talking when people were reading outloud even though he was asked to show respect
Student is issued ISS 2/15
Detail 02/13/2017 4:13P N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
FOLIUWTUY DY. NAFADENLY DA CGD WU e
Student is issued ISS S5th-8th
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None
Student is issued a warning
Student is issued a detention 2/21
Student was sent 1O N1s lOCKEr Lo put N1s Dackpack away DUl 010 nNoL IeLulll LU Cia33.
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 N 0.00 Day 1.00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp In School
Student is 1ssued ISS
Detail 02/17/2017 1:13p N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
Offense 02/21/2017 02:45P CON CUT TEACH CONF 301 N 1.00 7717728

given a chance to serve the conference on Fri 2/17 and Tue 2/21. Student did not serve the

Follow=Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

A-45
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Off/Act P Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch_ Location N Points Hrs _ Time Served Diff Reason Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTYO000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race:4  Adv: HM:

Student is issued a detention 3/7

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued a detention 3/7

Offense 03/07/2017 11:00A TRZ MINOR TARDY 301 N 0.00 782844
“ - e i - - - BAARAITRE T TATMALIAMT S Nata Catavad. NTINTIMT
NOT glVEeN PeImiSS1On TO 1EaVve. Ne SLOLE LIE NUL rasS LIUN UTOA WILHVUL POLMAIILUN Quynwmy  wrvsge s

left it next to the door as he left as he was reminded he was not supposed to have that either.

IOLIUWTUP DY: DIADLALI DABSRUYIE e

Student is issued a detention 3/13

VALTHOE Wolarsevar A e S - —

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : KATHRYN BRAUN Date Entered: 03/17/17

The student came to class, then left saying that he was supposed to talk to Mr. Hangen. 11 min.
later he rame back without a pass and said that he didn't get to talk to him and that they told him

Combined with 1SS 3/21

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : AMANDA LIAROMATIS Date Entered: 03/17/17

Lompinea wWiln I>d 3741

V1sSC wviLaicer D RIMDLARLI NliMDRUVLND Dus: RELELLEU DY . ASOLLA wWimawi MOLTE ML G AN, W v oA
student said "Big Ass Shit"™ towards another student. And then said "I don't give a fuck™ two times
when teacher and student addressed his inappropriate language. Student was escorted to the
accountability office.

Action 1SS IN SCHOOL SUSP 301 N 0.00 Day 1.00 .00 Open

A-46
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ype rer scn_ wocataion N roincs nrs Jime perved Uiii neason Sratus

Aevav B U P . v e e . S

Detail 03/21/2017 1:02p N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:

that 1f students have issues with thelr seats te sit 1n the assign seal [or loday ang tailk to tne

teacher after class. Student refused to move. Security escort student from the room.
Action ISS IN SCHOOL SUSP 301 N 0.00 Day 1.00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp In School

Student is issuved IS5-FULL

Detail 03/2%/2017 12:44P N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
LIdL vikduer . NAFIDENGE DNAmODDWYVaIn waa. atmsmaamw -

Class was placed in a new seating chart yesterday with directions to talk to the teacher after

FESLEIUGY Wi LUMUY. ATGLLEL LUAU LN SASMsLIIS DL mae Sw mea mer semw == =g — == == =g

accountability office. Student refused and an escort was called. Teacher told the escort if the
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued ISS-FULL
out of the door and going out into the hall regardless of requests to shut the door and stay
inside.
Offense 03/27/2017 11:45A AG2 MIN AGGRESS ACT 301 HALLWAY N 0.00 790505
- - - P e Lo R L Mes o Pascca P Kicke A Bl
Ciaass . 10uay JLUUTHL ICLIUSEU L0 J4L 10 1> a331gneg Sedl. JLUGENL QiU [oLl LalR Lo LNE LcaUisi i4asLu

week about his assign seat. Teacher told the student he was to sit in his assign seat or report to

TLLULIE UL ANNEY LY ME AHIUMVAWANIGLT .

Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00

Student disturb class by hooting like an owl.

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM
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ayps xa wre avimcaun n svancs . sams woivew pass ncasun srarus
FOLIOW-UP BY! RIMBEKLY KRIMBNUUGH SUsSp None
Student is issued ISS
L U7 T T . [ -
Student is issued ISS
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Referred By : MARY NEWMAN-EVANS Date Entered: 04/06/17
During a class viewing of Romeo and Juliet, the student was directed to move to another seat
assianment. He was talking excessively and asked to move in order to eliminate this issue. The
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 open
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued a detention 4/20

Offense 04/18/2017 08:30A CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 GYMNASIUM N 1.00 795865

Student retused L0 come oulslde Ior PE €lass a4l ¥:lU. DECUrlly was Ccalled 1O E€SCOIL nim Lo ms.

Kimbrough's office. At 8:27, he and 2 other boys came out.

FOLIOW-UP BY: KIMDEKLI RiIFDKUUGH Jusp mune

Student is issued a detention 4/20

(W ISRV VL n PRV

VUIIense U&/1Y/£ull wvilluur LU Lullling CLADD 2V
Referred By : ASHLEY JOHNSON

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus:

Date Entered: 04/20/17

AvLivn PRI Mo LEv v sua [P

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Student is issued a detention 4/25

301 N 1.00 7971759

Cffense 04/24/2017 10:45A INS INSUBORDINATION
Referred By : AMANDA LIAROMATIS Date Entered: 04/24/17

Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus:
Student refused to participate and take notes with the class. When told notes were required he said

"i'm making the choice not to do it". Student was removed from the classrcom to aveid the

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None
Student 1s issued a detention 4/25

A-48
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: 2 Off/Act bay/ Incident/
Type Per Sch Location N Points Brs Time Served Diff Reason Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv HM:
offense 05/01/2017 10:45A INS INSUBORDINATION 301 N 1.00 200530
Student refused to take his NWEA test. He plugged in his headphoneés and turned N1s volume on nis
music very loud disrupting other students. When asked to put it away and test, student refused.
Action DET DETENTION 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Cpen
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None
Student is issued a detention 5/2
Offense 05/02/2017 01:30P REK RECKLESS CONDUC 301 CLASSROOM N 1.00 801365
were dropped during their reckless behavior. When the teacher called for their removal both
students walked out of the classroom.
Action DET DETENTION 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
glrls.
Action ORR OFF/REF REWRITE 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None
Student is issued a detention 5/9
talking excessively.
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Bus: Reterred By : AMANUA LIAKUMAL1D MALE LHLELEU: Usr aas Al
Student was asked to put his phone away and work on his project. He was reminded that the project
began disrupting other students that were working on their project. Student was asked to leave the
classroom.
Action CWS CONF W/STUDENT 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follew-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None
Took his phone so he could focus.
Offense 05/12/2017 09:00A CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 CLASSROOM N 1.00 805422
Disc Officer: KIMBERLY KIMBRCUGH Bus: Referred By : KELLY HUBERT Date Entered: 05/12/17
Student did not attend 3rd hour
N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open

DET DETENTION 301
Susp None

Action

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH

A-49
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Iype
Action ORR OFF/REF

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH

Student is issued a detention 5/18

Offense 05/16/2017 10:00A CUT CUTTING

The student justl arrived to class Z0

Action ORR OFF/REF

LidU WLILLILEL . NAFOERLL DTN UON

Student was coming down the hallway yelling/howling like an animal.

132060

rer scn Location N roincs
REWRITE 301 N 0.00
Susp None
CLASS 301 HALLWAY N 1.00
min. late aITer walking Tne naiils.
REWRITE 301 N 0.00
wue. swavasmwm -

doing this. He was redirected.
Bt inan ORR NFF/REF REWRTTE 301
5/23
Offense 05/19/2017 12:30P INS INSUBORDINATION 301 CLASSROOM

He also cussed, hooted, and howled during class. The teacher directed this student to move to

Action

rarent contact nas peen maae

CWP CONF W/PARENT 301

A-50
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The

N

0.00

1.00

0.00

Hrs

Hrs

Hrs

.00

.00

teacher witnessed him

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

Open

806461

Open

808089

Open
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Aypre = B L t) o oavanics peree s wem s mam s s e

Follow-Up By: KIMBERLY KIMBROUGH Susp None

Parent contact has been made

2018 Entity: 301
nffan<e NR/?5/2017 DG:168A TN2 MINOR INS 301 b4 0.00 3214

Came to class &-/ minutes late With no pass

Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp IAES

A-51
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re: acn  Lutaviun norvainus nio LAWT OTAVEU Wiii DEasU S LaLus

Referred By : GREGORY GILSON Date Entered: 09/18/17

Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus:

Mr Gilson said that he needed to move to his seat or he would be

asked again and he refused.

Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
Student removed from class, and sat out first hour. Parent was notified in regards to behavior.

vl 1 1.vu

Offense U9/1B/ZUL7 11:3VA CUT CUITING CLADD
Referred By : GREGORY GILSON Date Entered: 09/18/17

Disc Officer: GREGORY GILSON Bus:

Styles did not return to class after passing period.

DUE LU JLYATD USHEVAVL WYEL LGT 4G5L WG] GLM HuLs et

cutting class, Mr Gilson met with Mr Norman to discuss what is going with Styles. Mr Gilson

.................. e memmm mw e = -

Pravastygre wen anos wa

informed by Mr Gilson that he was not allowed to go on the passing period. Styles responded by

1 Was Ldlliru LU YEL i anud

Styles was in TNe 1A Nallway Wnen ne SNould NAVe DEEen 1IN Ciass.
When I brought

another student. Styles argued with me about being in class, as I escorted him.

LNe 1edIning. WICi LOL0 LU S1L UUWI, € IFLUSEU, CUNLNLUTU LU TAPLIGLH HANMOTLL GHU LWINPLASA LuaL 4
. : o

didn't need to follow him. This became a major disturbance. I asked him to leave with me so that

we could talk. He refused. I called for an SRO. He continued to refuse to step outside the room.

When I asked him to come into my office, he
He then

When security cam, they escorted him to the office.

refused. SRO tried to let him know that it was in his best interest to go to the office.

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, e e e e -

Action 0SS OUT OF SCHOOL a0 Y 0.00 Day 2.00 .00 Open

suspended for two days for gross insubordination and threatening a staff member. His is te return

on Friday 9/29/17 with parent or guardian to complete his re-entry form and Behavior Contract.

A-52

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 440



132060

' ' Off/Act P Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch Llocation N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 14 Adv: HM:

Action 0SS OUT OF SCHOOL 301 Y 0.00 Day 2.00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
Detail 0%/28/2017 12:24P N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:

Offense 10/02/2017 10:00A DSR DISRUPTION 301 ¥ 1.00 13269

e mmmm——— mm— mmmmiim = e mmme e e [ A — S

classroom.

Student sent to ISS for remainder of period.

Offense 10/03/2017 01:45P CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 GYMNASIUM Y 1.00 14033

talking. He was asked to stop talking and get busy on his work. It took several minutes for him

again told to move back to where Mr Gilson told him to sit. He did this ever sSo reluctantly ana
moved quite slowly in doing so. In less than a minute he had gone back to the other side of the
A

HECUSU LU YU DTT ML MULEGH GiHU LIEL 4 MULSW LGEd AVE SVINEWIHE LW T ouvas ciam

and wait for the SRO.

To be served on Thursday, October 19, 2017 for Insubordination.

Offense 10/10/2017 11:00A CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 CLASSROOM ¥ 1.00 15897
AvLavn o Luna myodvuming sua N vivy e e - [
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None

offense 10/11/2017 02:30P DR2 MINOR DISRESPEC 301 OUTSIDE 4 0.00 16349
Disc Officer: CLAYTON SANDERS Bus: Referred By : CLAYTON SANDERS Date Entered: 10/12/17

When school was releasing on 10-11-17, Stuckey Styles told Mr. Sanders to "fuck off" and “get the
fuck away"” when Mr. Sanders approached him to talk about why he was instigating a fight. He
finished by saying "I don't have to listen to you" and sprinted away. SROs were called to observe
the situation. When Mr. Sanders spoke with him later that evening at the Manual bonfire, he claimed

that this was not directed at Mr. Sanders. There is 0% chance this is true.

A-53
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ACT1ION LWND LUNE W/ DIUULMND 2va a V.vw na v v
Follow-Up By: CLAYTON SANDERS Susp None
Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : GREGORY GILSON

argument and was asked to relocate to

Gilson had already asked him not to sit in at the time of the

Action LUWP LUNE W/ PARENL EIVE 1 v.uv  nas R cvu
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
301 Y 1.00

Offense 10/17/2017 07:45A CUT CUTTING CLASS

office. Mr Gilson asked him for a pass, which he didn't have. He was sent back to the office for a

nase hinir fdid not return at the point that this referral was written.

purposes. DS>lyl€S SNUT TnRe 1140 ang set Tne compuler down. Less Lhan Ilve minutes later Styles was

back on the computer on the same music site. Mr Gilson took the computer from Styles. Styles

not his parents but the he was the teacher. When given the opportunity to tell Mr Gilson why he

“"was doina too much". Stvles said it was heratice ha tank tha ramnarar Uhan Me Aitena canfocad cdb.

A-54
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18143
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wemLue

1iype rexr ICn_ Locacion n oruinva mas Aimre UTAYEW Giess BEaswv

Detail 10/18/2017 1:18P N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:

and has continued to disrupt the learning process. Farent Nas D€en NOLlIled DUL NaS MUL >pUWEU up

for re-entry meeting.

Detail 10/23/2017 2:18P CLASSROOM N .00 Open
1T tin B
Follow-Up By:

Offense 10/19/2017 08:30a CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 Y 1.00 19422

DLFAGS WAL SUL REEAL LN LAMNALawEs aawm swhs twwme ww wmweee e

Actien DET DETENTION 301 Y 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open

Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None

Disc Officer: CRAIG NURMAN BUS: KeLeIIed DY @ ORLUUNRI Wilauvn
to exchange words that started with the other student telling

Styles and another student began

P Mau nes oav wves sva . vivw  wey vv
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
301 Y 1.00

Offense 11/03/2017 10:45A CUT CUTTING CLASS

CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : GREGORY GILSON

Disc Officer:

A-55
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Date Entered: 11/03/17
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: * Off/Act Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv: HM:
1.00 28343

301 CLASSROOM = ¢

Referred By : AMY SOBIESKI Date Entered: 11/16/17

Offense 11/16/2017 01:15P DSR DISRUPTION

Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus:
Styles could not sit down and start his bell ringer. He kept making comments to another student and

was redirected several times. He was asked to change seats but the behavior continued. I could not

start instruction s¢ security was called.
Action DET DETENTION 301 Y 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Cpen
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
Offense 11/28/2017 09:15A INS INSUBORDINATION 301 b & 1.00 30164
the office.
Action INT INTERVENTION 301 Y 0.00 Day .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NCRMAN Susp None
List Interventions Provided:
Offense 12/14/2017 09:45A EL2 MINOR ELECT. 301 Y 0.00 36036
-—=aa e ema—mai —ma —aaa - -l s - e L e bt Mot n Poascmcad. 12717411477
texting. The teacher wrote him up for a minor and was fine with it being out on his desk, with him
not using it. A few minutes later he was playing music (without earbuds) again.
Y 0.00 Hrs .00 00 Open

CWS CONF W/STUDENT 301

Action

Follow-Up By:
Conference with student,
violations with this particular infraction will deem further consequences.

Susp None

CRAIG NORMAN
he understands that further

this is Styles first cell phone viclatioen,

A-56
C 444
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! * Off fAct P Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch_ Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv: HM:
the corner and going to complete his test. Less than five minutes after that Styles grabbed his
phone and began to check pictures on SnapChat. Mr Gilson went over cne more time and asked Styles
for his phone but Styles refused to give it up and continued to check his SnapChat in a blatant
disregard to Mr Gilson's request for the phone. Styles was warned that if he didn't give it up an
SRO would be called. Styles still refused to give up the phone and Mr Gilson called an SRO.
Action DET DETENTION 301 ¥ 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
Offense 01/22/2018 12:45P AGA AGGRESSIVE ACT. 301 Y 1.00 41357
Styles came into the room and immediately went up to another student (female) and grabbed her by
the neck almost knocking her out the desk. He had to be physically removed away from the student.
Action IS5 IN SCHOOL SUSP 301 Y 0.00 Day 1.00 .uu Upen
Follow-Up By: <CRAIG NORMAN Susp In School
Detail 01/22/2018 1:38P N 00 Open
Follow-Up By:
VSN VA EALTA . wEwaw evenesur U o ———— g e e e an R
Styles is one of several students who are addicted to their phones. Mr Gilson explained the
for the phone telling Styles that he could get it back at the end of the day. Styles refused and
SNE Wlll COME PICK 1L UP. OLYIES 15 NOL allUWEd DAUK 111 LHE LUUIM Willl HAd HESUPHULES Ui piune .
Action CWS CONF W/STUDENT 301 Y 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
Phone taken from student for mother pick up.
Styles was asked to put his phone away at the beginning of the hour which he did. Mr Gilson stepped
out of the room for a bit and when he came back Styles was on his phone. As per the class
expectations, he is to give up his phone if he gets back on it once he asked to put it away. He
didn't give up his phone and was told that he either had give Mr Gilson his phone or go to Mr
Norman's office. He ultimately chose to go to Mr Norman's office instead of giving his phone up.
Action CWP CONF W/PARENT 301 Y 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open

FULIUWTUR DY:I LKALL NUKMAN Susp None

List Interventions Provided: Phone left in Dean's office.
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iype rer scn i-ocaction N roints Hrs Time DHEeIvea UViIII Keason Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv: HM:
Offense (03/13/2018 09:45A ELE ELECTRONICS 301 Y 1.00 57146
Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : DAWN GIOVANETTO Date Entered: 03/13/18
again.
Action ATS ALT TO SUSP 301 Y 0.00 Day .00 .00 Open

Student will serve 1-3 in ISS instead of detention.

Disc orraicer: CRALIG NOURMAN Bus: Kelerrea py : GRLLUNKY GILDUN vaire mnLerea: vl/jiv/io

Today there was a guest speaker, Mayor Ardis, and from the beginning, Styles had his head on the

Lire UEsR anu 'll’ ne IEF\. AL LHETLL . NE Was LUTH @IATU LW YW LW Fd IMWaNml 9 Vasavw s
Action CWS CONF W/STUDENT 301 Y 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Fellow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None

Student removed and sent to Dean's office.

back by one of the officers he was looking at his phone playing a video game. Mr Gilson took

Styles' phone and explained the situation but he again didn't give the other phone up. It was at

this point that he was sent to the office escorted by the officers along with the other student.

Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp IAES
ISS

reean

AFEFnn AAIIAIAAIO AT .rEW TAA  THATITRARATURMT AL ans “

et wmiime wswmnee; LSEmAATM TOLAT LOT LSOLATA WG AHILLULLINY, GIIU WED OUL LULAUWLIY LOC

expectations of the classroom. After being asked multiple times to correct his behavior, Mrs

- simeer = e mmemmgerw s sea waan BOMW LWAM BAN OT IITCU LU ATave Lie

room. Styles refused two more request to leave room saying, "1 am not leaving until I get my

e cmrmen mmram e e WM ey weiw asiawg

Styles again said that he wasn't going to leave until he got his phone. After repeated requests to
exit the room by the SRO, another SRO was called and the class was asked to clear the room so the

officers could remove Styles.

svasum-Up DYy LRALL NUKMAN Susp None

IS5 for the day

A-58
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! * Of£/Act P Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch_ Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
CLYAT S mOS 4SSUSU Al CLIUMA SUSPEHSAVE AUL LHE UGY 41 ATYALUS LU 143 MATVAUUS UGy QLLAVIS.  oLydes
was informed that a suspension would occur if he was not able to make it through the day in ISS.
After given several warnings to stay off of his phone, Styles continued to stay on his phone.
Action 0SS OUT OF SCHOOL 301 Y 0.00 Day 2.00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp Out of Schoo
Defiant to school authority
Detail 04/23/2018 10:092 N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
Detail 04/24/2018 10:09A N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
fv maeus g ame mee AN WAt A LGS MR A1 R AATLIE LA A f AL A A et Aty aniy wer fese
phone. He was escorted to Mr Norman's office
B e P I s ———r e -
Offense 04/25/2018 09:45A DSR DISRUPTION 301 Y 1.00 67073
Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : DAWN GIOVANETTO Date Entered: 04/25/18
Styles was walking around the classroom bouncing a stress ball. Ms. Giovanetto asked him to stop
call Ior an escort. The student refused Lo conter with the teacher.
Actien REF REFLECTION 301 ¥ 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
Student sent to office for the hour.
Styles came into class looking for attention. He was addressing the class, interrupting the
teacher. He continuously interrupted the teacher while she was trying to teach. The other students
were asking him to be quiet, as was the teacher. He continued to question why they had to work, and
complaining about having to do anything.
Action CWS CONF W/STUDENT 301 b 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
2019 Entity: 301
Offense 08/20/2018 01:00p DSR DISRUPTION 301 ¥ 1.00 3570
- . TTTTE SToOTo et memansu smauvuOd LHT AWV UL G VELY LUIN L1Me, DEeIOIe ne sat
down. He was playing with dice despite being asked to put them away, and he was talking while the
P - v swv vpen

Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None

Student removal.
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off/Act Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Reason Status
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp Nene
Student removed for remainder of class period.
YAVES PAPTL GHU ATLUITU LU USE AL. OE Wa3 MAUVAUTU @ MILLAUY ULTIS44 @i muuewss L pasn et wpe
Daur vasava s wawres v s —— e g+ e i e
Styles was disruptive during class. He was out of his seat numerous times, after being told to sit
rulli cay 15> Oon rTuesaay.
hwre A A AL ana AN LT GAA RG] BOM MAABLLEW AN LW WY LW Ay M ARAMIEM BIW SGAM 4 OGN WVANY LV
Woodruff.
Action 0SS OUT OF SCHOOL 301 N 0.00 Day 2.00 2.00 Served
Follow-Up Bv: CRAIG NORMAN Susn Out of Schaa
Detail 08/29/2018 10:21A N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:
Detail 08/30/2018 10:21A N 1.00 Served

Follow-Up By:

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM
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STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R  Race:4 Adv: HM:
Offense 09/05/2018 07:45A ELE ELECTRONICS 301 N 1.00 6082
e mrn e e v e e riema e s paseire e mang e m e e m e e mm e m e
taken from student, and student was escorted out to maintain testing environment.
Action DET DETENTION 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Cpen
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
Offense 09/05/2018 01:30P INS INSUBCRDINATION 301 N 1.00 5859
Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : DAWN GIOVANETTO Date Entered: 09/05/18

for several minutes without sitting down. He was talking while the students were trying to test,

and was very disruptive. He was warded twice that he would be escorted out before that action was

taken.
smes sy coss e ar AR m an An —

Student Nac TO DEe askea Several Limes 1O 51T 17N LNe COIrect SPoL. VNCE SLUCENL Cumpiied, Siuuent

kept getting on phone and watching videos with sound audible. Student was asked several times to

put the phone away. The student was also asked several times to take his notes. When he started

watching a video for the 3rd or 4th time. The teacher had to remove the student from the room.
Action ALP ALT Placement 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp Transfer to

Transfer to Alternative Program in lieu of another disciplinary action.

. QUIP 1Nl 2CNO0L

n =

Student may be put up A to expulsion.
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Day/
Hrs Time Served Diff Reason

Off/Act
Type Per Sch Location N Points
rOUllOw=uUup Dy LRALY NUINTIAUNY SUdp i
List Interventions Provided: Student has been suspended.
Second 30 min detention for Tue.
Offense 10/10/2018 TTS THREAT/STAFF 301 B8Us Y 1.00
N LAV Vadad VWL VT ownvul Ul 1 v.vu
Susp Out of Schoc

Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN

Follow-Up By:

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

A-62

Incident/

Status

15129

Quiveu

oTavEM

C 450



132060

iype rex 2N Locstiun N oFUAnLI Brs Ll DSEIVEU Wilii RE&DUN Sraius

Detail 10/12/2018 12:09p
Follow-Up By:

N 1.00 Served

with his girlfriend, but I didn't see who he was yelling at. He was cussing profusely. I called
security. Styles knocked on the door, 1 tried to open the door just enough to talk to him, but he

pushed it open and barged past me. He was supposed to be taking the midterm with Ms. Scott in the

whéen we tTalked 1o him. 1 asked nim a couple more 1imes LO TakKke N1s LesStL GOwWn LQo tne calelerlld, DuL

he did not respond. I heard Officer Johnson outside and asked him to come take Styles out. Styles

Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp Out of Schoo
Assault and Battery.

Detail 10/15/2018 3:26P N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:

Detail 10/16/2018 3:26P N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:

Detail 10/22/2018 3:26P N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:

Detail 10/23/2018 3:26P N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:

Detail 10/24/2018 3:26P N 1.00 Served
Detail 10/25/2018 3:26P N 1.00 Served

Follow-Up By:

Follow-Up By:

Student was playing music in the classrcom very loudly during a test. Student was asked twice to

Frien it AFF Ha wae than ramaiad ta maintain tha tact anui ranmant

A-63

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 451



132060

Detail 11/06/2018 B:06A N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:

Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : AMANDA LIAROMATIS Date Entered: 11/09/18

During class work time, student was allowed to move his seat and work with a partner. However,

aAyadiil @il LUUA LT PLEVLAUUD DLUUTHIL > wian J”g ULENd1l. SLUUTIIL NUW LUudL wnwe Pl.llll JE"E LU muve aniu
was asked to return to his assigned seat. Student and the student he was disrupting both got out of

their seat and walked toward the door. 1 again redirected the student to return to his assigned

amar Ar thie naint ha whinmad tha athar ctudant with tha ~ard Af hic haadnhanace An acrart uwuae
Action I5S IN SCHOOL SUSP 301 N 0.00 Day .50 .50 Served
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp In School

talked to the students father in regards to behavior. Student has signed a behavior contract and
Mr. Norman has talked to parent in regards to Problem Solving meeting that will be held oon the

18th of November.
Follow-Up By:

Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : LAUREN PELL Date Entered: 11/29/18

Student walked out of class with 5 minutes left before the bell was going to ring.

back, he was okay tor a while, then he tock another girl's phone. 5he chased him around the room
and he ran out the door into the hall. I told him he could not leave the room without permission

and that he needed to give the phone back. He continued to run around the class. The girl stopped

Aharnina him and ha vran avciiemd tha alaca tablicma ca¥lflaces iith baae Acnecmacs YT cmbad him ta cka- L
Avuaun 195 i Sunwvwn Svar aua n v.uv  vay Svu cvy v
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp In School
1-5 this Monday.
offense 12/10/2018 01:00P LAI LANGUAGE 301 N 1.00 28106

fuckin question?". An SRO was called. Student left before SRO arrived.

Full day, student is not to go to woodruff.
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d ' 0f£/Act P pay/ Incident/
Type Per Sch  Location N Points Hrs _ Time Served Diff Reason Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv: HEM:

Artinn ISS IN SCHOOL SUSP 301 N 0.00 Day 1.00 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:

He said, “Fuck this class, fuck this teacher, fuck this school. I don't care if you call an sro."
Action 0SS OUT OF SCHOOL 301 N 0.00 Day 1.00 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp Out of Schoo

Detail 12/14/2018 2:17p N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:

Offense 01/07/2019 02:00P DSR DISRUPTION 301 CLASSROOM N 1.00 31607
Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : DAWN GIOVANETTOC Date Entered: 01/07/19
Disc Officer: CRALG NORMAN BUSs: AELELLEU DY . APAITLA L s s e e e e e

Student was asked three times to put his phone away. Student ignored each request. Teacher then
asked student to surrender the cell phone. Student continued to ignore the teacher's reguest.
-~ TIPS SN [ R D3 el e haad cwvn- he mall akasa CruAdant Aid nar ~amnlu

ruii vey 19>

offense 01/11/2019 01:00P INS INSUBORDINATION 301 N 1.00 32614
Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : AMANDA LIAROMATIS Date Entered: 01/11/19

Student was asked twice to sit in his assigned seat. Student was getting paper from a notebook.

When asked to sit down a third time, he thew the notcbook on the ground and walked toward his seat.

I asked the student twice to pick it up and he refused.

student to put his name on the quiz and try his best. Student refused to complete the quiz. When

asked if he needed something to write with three times, student did not respond, but continued to

Insubordination.

A-65
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Type Per Sch_ Location N Points HrsS Time Servea UlIT Heason sStatus

At awn voo wva v v v - v ey PR PR R
Detail 01/17/2019 12:31P N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:

the school day. Styles was tols several times to stay away, but Styles believed that he had to
engage him self in the altercation as Styles wrestled with the SRO it came to the point of him
needing to be restrained.

Action 0SS OUT OF SCHOOL 301 N 0.00 Day 3.00 3.00 Served
Detail 02/01/2019 3:05P N 1.00 Served
vectall vL/sudsivaz 3iudr i asww e v

Follow-Up By:

Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : DAWN GIOVANETTO Date Entered: 01/29/19

e e cemw meme e o

Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None

Students has been suspended.

veLall VE/LIJEvay 3i4Lr ~ L.uw

Follow-Up By:
ruiiuw—up oy
Detail 02/15/2019 3:41P N 1.00

Follow-Up By:

Offense 02/21/2019 02:30P INS INSUBORDINATION 301 CLASSROOM N 1.00

A-66
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Off /Act P

Day/

Brs Time Served Diff Reason

Type Per Sch  Loecatien N Points

door handle. Student was askea a secono time 10 gel a pass. ne KepL Sianaing &L Lhe

GUUL SuLTamiiy

at another student to let him in. Student was asked a third time to get a pass. Student continued

to stand at the door and stair into the window. A resource officer came to escort him to the

Ak i

LIDL IHLTIVEHLAIUNS TIUVAUTU. CLUUGHL LES MLl QUSPLIMLY LWe  Liats g

VAol wasavea . mrmsans asrmarses

Styles was told to report to the Dean's office by several SRO officers in the cafeteria. Styles

ey mm e i e -
school.
Action 0SS OUT OF SCHOOL 301 N 0.00
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp Out of Schoo
student continues to have difficulties following direction from school staff.

Detail 02/26/2019 12:03P N
Follow-Up By:

Detail 02/27/2019 12:03P N
Follow-Up By:

Detail 02/28/2019 12:03P N

Follow-Up By:

Day 3.00 3.00

Student asked 10 USE TNe reSLICOM and wdas YiveEN a Padd. SLUUTHL Wa3 4UUHU MOUMGL sy Las ssaamagoy

playing a video on his phone. The pass was taken from the student, student was told he had lost all

| AUMLILSLIGALUL . SLUUSHL UAIU UL ATLULI LU L1693 @HU STLULALY Mug “uassie ww sarse

made it to the office.

FULIUWTUY DY . LML Uy vuap s

List Interventions Provided: Student has been suspended for three days.

Nffanen N2/25/2019 12-30P CTT CUT TAR/DET/INT 301 OTHER SCHOOL R N 1.00

Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
List Interventions Provided: Student has been suspended for three days.

Action 1S5S IN SCHOOL SUSP 301 N 0.00
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Vs R SN 3 X Z it N S S 3 CELOERITEEEEY
Off/Act P Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch_ Location N Points Hrs Time Served Diff Status
STUCKEY, STYLES STUCKSTY000 Sch: 501 Gr: 12 - 2022 Type: R Race: 4 Adv: HM:
roiLi0w-up bpy: LRALG NUMNMAN busp in SCnhoold
Student sent to deans office the to ISS

VALGCHIOE VI LT &V A&.IVUE NVE LV LN L nJg Jva MO O AT aw AV 22330
Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : DUANE PHILLIPS Date Entered: 03/12/19
e o~ -

Offense 03/14/2019 12:30pP CUT CUTTING CLASS 301 CLASSROOM N 1.00 46431
Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By : DUANE FHILLIPS Date Entered: 03/14/19
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None

Offense 03/18/2019 12:00P INS INSUBORDINATION 301 CLASSROOM N 1.00 47456

L1ST INLEervenuions rroviaeg:
YLUUTHL "GO GIATM IJTYEiGA LINGES LU LGAT HULTS. SLUUSHL Wi HUL LUmpiYy Wil @Yy LTYuTIua.
Action DET DETENTION 301 N 0.00 Hrs .00 .00 Open
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None

he has been told not to because the faucets do not turn off. Student was also walking around the
classroom distracting multiple students and playing with items in the classroom that are not

supposed to be touched.
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TASTASCLL.p v IsTd ' I FECATAR LB ARANL s e Sl AEL AN £
IOS;Q;.lO.OQIQO R STUDENT DISCIPLINE REPORT i fis
B R LTI . S BELL e T ; y s el el " o o 1 fead, e MHETLLEY
L .
Off/Act P Day/ Incident/
Type Per Sch_ Location R Points Hrs _ Time Served Diff Reason Status
ACL1ION VoL UeinMNiIlVuN 2V ~ V.uv nrs B PR wvpen
Follow-Up By: CRAIG NORMAN Susp None
Offense 03/21/2019 12:30P INS INSUBORDINATION 301 CLASSROOM Y 1.00 2580
Student came to the first half of class but not the second half of class. Styles has continued to
cut class even when directed to go to class by an Administrator. Styles is not to return until a
parent brings him to meet with Mr. Norman.
Detail 03/22/2019 2:24P N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:
Detail 03/25/2019 2:24P N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:
Detail 03/26/2019 2:24P N 1.00 Served
Follow-Up By:
UIIense U3/ ZLB/7£ULly ALA ALGREDHIVE ALL. 3Ul HALLWAZ ~ 1.uu zuio
Disc Officer: CRAIG NORMAN Bus: Referred By :CRAIG NORMAN Date Entered: 03/28/19
Styles reentered the building after being sent out. Styles refused to leave, when SRO's tried to
escort him out he refused . SRO officers then had to restrain him. Styles was not to return after
his suspension until a parent brought him to school. Styles dad came to the school to meet with me
around 9 am. After Styles father had left, Styles was told to sit in the office until his next
rlace Whan T laft the rafeteria Stules was <essn in the hall wav punshina his airlfriend in the
had put his hands con her.
BAction DSS OUT OF SCHOOL 301 N 0.00 Dav 10.00 1.00 Open
Detail 04/01/2019 12:25p HALLWAY N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
Follow-Up By:
Detail 04/05/2018% 12:25P HALLWAY N .00 Open
veLalld VHI/VO/revaz LLEOr NALLWAT n U vpen
Follow-Up By:
Detail 04/09/2019 12:25P HALLWAY N .00 Open
Follow-Up By:
Detail 04/10/2019 12:25p HALLWAY N .00 Open
.......... - . [

Follow-Up By:

2019 Entity: 403

A-69

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM

C 457



Follow-Up By:
Detail 02/12/2019
Follow-Up By:
Detail 02/13/2019
Follow-Up By:
Detail 02/14/2019
Follow-Up By:
Detail 02/15/2019
Follow-Up By:

7:30A

T:30A

T:30A

7:30A

132060
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AP R MR Ay NTL AAIAIRLYNILLD

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

FLALNLLIIT,
Vs. NO. 2021CF274

STYLES STUCKEY,

DEFENDANT.

NOW COMES the Defendant, STYLES STUCKEY, by his Attorney, Danielle Sipiora,

and moves his Honorable Court to reconsider the sentence of 28 years, and in support thereof, states

COUIL ICVICEWCU LLIC MIC-OCHICHUHITYE, LHIVESUEAUUIL T O1). HHIVIUUCU L1 O ol was ol uLnl 1 O

lengthy disciplinary records from Peoria Public School.

~ e Lo SRR I o SN S 1 F ol i N £ 1 = “ LSSl S

disciplinary records. Justice McDade provides insight as to why school disciplinary records may not

4. The legislature intended that, in considering previous bad behavior, the sentencing

JUNAEY TTW MeANe ANa) AMraa Tes e wessiaras mmess—soossoo—os - - o
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AANLACE A IR I Y VL M SR WALV WA WAL VY L S I WO A, L VBN Y . 3 W e LRI,

2021 IL App (3d) 200041, 9 27, 194 N.E.3d 904, 909.

= LI SVAEEIRT 5 LI AJAIIAWAL AT LOALD AT ULV MU ML DWW A LLIAL OV I I LU e D

ALLLIDULED Ulal ULLHLIUSIL CUIpPAaviily 10l WCl UCLaviIvlL, viner o QU7 .o, at=t/71=/2, 1204 D0 L 2700,

therein lies the danger of using a defendant's school disciplinary history as evidence of his bad

irresponsible, more vulnerable to negative influences and pressures from family and peers, and

“more malleable than adults—their characters are less fixed and their malfeasance is less

B el ey eI e

o

N.E.3d 904, 911.

. L300 L UNCANLS 1 W OWAWILINVILL S WAV WAL L VLIV UL WA WAV B RRIGAL ) B WA sl

stated:

in school. So at least you didn’t want them to hate you I guess, so you must have

AAve T % mavmA S meamas A maamapmes smeses s o~ — = = -

Sentencing Hearing. January 26, 2022 (Page 29, Line 16-24).

bothering multiple students. The student aid in the room asked the student.

A-72

SUBMITTED - 35093166 - Kate Wolke - 10/28/2025 1:32 PM C 381



132060

VLWL DLUAVLIL: L L G DO LWL I DLWV Ly B Y IOy LIV LU DUV LR,

females. Styles Stuckey responded. “she ain’t a female. She’s a nigger”. See

(Page 30 Line 1-9).

— —— s - - - —— e e — - ————

and he repeated this phrase three times. The last statement. however. he said. “if

Withdraw Flea and denlencing Hearing. January 20, ZUZZ. (Fage 50 Line 10-
2770

relied on lengthy disciplinary records ignores STUCKEY'S age, maturity, and ability for

rehabilitation.

culpable than MONROE. See attached transcripts.

reconsider his sentence. If the Court denies said motion, the Defendant will ask that the Clerk file

IIETMARTENET S RNEiaTNIE e TETLTnnE Thima e T e s T e s o T T TR T T . x

Defendant.
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CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
PEORIA COUNTY, ILLINOIS

No. 4-24-1021
IN THE
APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF )  Appeal from the Circuit Court of
ILLINOIS, )  the Tenth Judicial Circuit,
)  Peoria County, Illinois
Plaintiff-Appellee, )
) No. 21-CF-274
-vs- )
)
STYLES STUCKEY, )  Honorable
)  Kevin Lyons,
Defendant-Appellant. )  Judge Presiding.

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL

An appeal is taken to the Appellate Court, Fourth Judicial District:

Appellant(s) Name: Mr. Styles Stuckey
Appellant's Address: Ilinois River Correctional Center
P.O. Box 999
Canton, IL 61520
Appellant(s) Attorney: Office of the State Appellate Defender
Address: 400 West Monroe Street, Suite 303

Springfield, IL 62704
Offense of which convicted: Aggravated Vehicular Hijacking
Date of Judgment or Order: July 24, 2024
Sentence: 28 years in prison

Nature of Order Appealed: Conviction, Sentence, and Denial of Post-Plea Motion

/s/ Catherine K. Hart
CATHERINE K. HART
ARDC No. 6230973
Deputy Defender
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No. 4-24-1021

IN THE

APPELLATE COURT

OF ILLINOIS

FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF )  Appeal from the Circuit Court of
ILLINOIS, )  the Tenth Judicial Circuit,
)  Peoria County, Illinois
Plaintiff-Appellee, )
) No. 21-CF-274
-Vs- )
)
STYLES STUCKEY, )  Honorable
)  Kevin Lyons,
Defendant-Appellant. )  Judge Presiding.
NOTICE AND PROOF OF SERVICE

TO:  Mr. Robert Spears, Peoria County Clerk of the Circuit Court, Peoria County
Courthouse, 324 Main St., Rm G22, Peoria, IL 61602

Mr. David J. Robinson, Deputy Director, State's Attorneys Appellate Prosecutor,
725 South Second Street, Springfield, IL 62704, 4thdistrict@ilsaap.org

Mr. Styles Stuckey, Register No. Y49896, I1linois River Correctional Center,

P.O. Box 999, Canton, IL 61520

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument
are true and correct. On August 9, 2024, the Amended Notice of Appeal was filed with
the Peoria County Circuit Clerk's Office using the court's electronic filing system in the
above-entitled cause. Upon acceptance of the filing from this Court, persons named above
with identified email addresses will be served using the court's electronic filing system
and one copy 1is being mailed to the appellant in an envelope deposited in a U.S. mail
box in Springfield, Illinois, with proper postage prepaid.

/s/ Libby A. Bitschenauer
Paralegal Administrator

Office of the State Appellate Defender
Fourth Judicial District

400 West Monroe Street, Suite 303
Springfield, IL 62704

(217) 782-3654
4thdistrict.eserve@osad.state.il.us
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NOTICE 2025 IL App (4th) 241021-U FILED
This Order was filed under May 19, 2025
Supreme Court Rule 23 and is NO. 4-24-1021 C:r}ia Bender
not precedent except in the 4% District Appellate
limited circumstances allowed IN THE APPELLATE COURT Court. IL
under Rule 23(e)(1). ourt,
OF ILLINOIS
FOURTH DISTRICT
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, ) Appeal from the
Plaintiff-Appellee, ) Circuit Court of
V. ) Peoria County
STYLES STUCKEY, ) No. 21CF274
Defendant-Appellant. )
) Honorable
) Paul P. Gilfillan,
) Judge Presiding.

PRESIDING JUSTICE HARRIS delivered the judgment of the court.
Justices Zenoff and Lannerd concurred in the judgment.

q1 Held: Defendant failed to establish either his entitlement to a remand for further postplea
proceedings or ineffective assistance of his postplea counsel based upon postplea
counsel’s failure to challenge defense counsel’s ineffectiveness for not objecting to
a school disciplinary record contained within defendant’s presentence investigation

report.

912 Defendant, Styles Stuckey, pleaded guilty to aggravated vehicular hijacking (720
ILCS 5/18-4(a)(1) (West 2020)), and the trial court sentenced him to 28 years in prison. He
appeals, arguing the court erred in considering his school disciplinary record at sentencing.
Defendant also contends that his defense counsel provided ineffective assistance for failing to raise
an objection to that record. Further, he argues that his postplea counsel provided ineffective

assistance of counsel and failed to strictly comply with Illinois Supreme Court Rule 604(d) (eff.

ORDER

Apr. 15, 2024) by failing to raise the issue of defense counsel’s ineffectiveness. We affirm.
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13 I. BACKGROUND

4 In May 2021, the State charged defendant by information with aggravated vehicular
hijacking (id. § 18-4(a)(3)) (count I), vehicular hijacking (id. § 18-3(a)) (count II), unlawful
possession of a stolen motor vehicle (625 ILCS 5/4-103(a)(1) (West 2020)) (count III), and
aggravated unlawful use of a weapon (720 ILCS 5/24-1.6(a)(2) (West 2020)) (count IV). In June
2021, a grand jury indicted him for the same four offenses. The charges were based on allegations
that defendant knowingly took a vehicle from the victim’s presence by the use or threat of force
and while armed with a handgun. (Although the allegations against defendant were that he
committed the charged offenses while armed with a handgun, both the State’s information and the
indictment charged him with aggravated vehicular hijacking under a statutory subsection that
requires the offense to be committed while “armed with a dangerous weapon, other than a firearm”
(id. § 18-4(a)(3)), and not the subsection that provides for the commission of the offense while
being “armed with a fircarm” (zd. § 18-4(a)(4)).)

Q15 In November 2021, defendant, who was then represented by attorney Gary Mortris,
appeared in court. Morris informed the trial court that defendant had agreed to plead guilty to a
fifth count added by the State, charging him with aggravated vehicular hijacking based on
allegations that defendant took a motor vehicle from the presence of a person over 60 years of age
by the use or threat of force (id. § 18-4(a)(1)). In exchange for defendant’s plea, the State agreed
to dismiss the four original counts against him. The parties also acknowledged that as a result of
his plea, defendant faced a sentencing range of 6 to 30 years in prison and that he was eligible for
“day-for-day” sentence credit. Upon inquiry by the court, defendant asserted he understood the
terms of his plea, the penalties he faced, and the rights he would be giving up by pleading guilty.

q6 The State’s factual basis showed the 67-year-old victim, Vickie Hall, would testify

.
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that on May 19, 2021, in Peoria, Illinois, she opened the door to her vehicle, a blue Chevrolet Trax,
and placed her purse and key fob inside before going to check her mail. She noticed two black
males exit a white Chevrolet Impala and attempt to get into her vehicle. When Hall confronted
them, one of the males pointed a handgun at her and stated, “ ‘If you don’t get back, I will kill
you.” ”” Both males then got into Hall’s vehicle and drove away, followed by the white Chevrolet
Impala.

q§7 The State asserted its evidence would further show that the Chevrolet Trax was
“equipped with Onstar.” After being contacted by the police, OnStar disabled the vehicle and
provided its location via GPS. The police found the vehicle and located surveillance cameras in
the area that showed it pulling into an alley and then into a parking space. Four individuals, “two
black males and two juvenile females,” were shown walking away from the vehicle. Defendant
was identified as one of the four individuals. Ultimately, the police located defendant and his
codefendant, Antonio Monroe, inside a Stop N Save. Surveillance video from outside that store
showed defendant placing a firearm in a trash can. When a police officer entered the Stop N Save,
defendant and Monroe went to a different aisle of the store. Each removed an article of clothing
he was wearing, a jacket and a sweatshirt, and handed the clothing to a female. The female put the
jacket on and attempted to hide the sweatshirt.

q8 Following the State’s factual basis, defendant denied that he was threatened into
pleading guilty or promised anything outside of the parties’ agreement, and he maintained he was
pleading guilty of his own free will. The trial court accepted defendant’s guilty plea and set the
matter for sentencing.

19 In December 2021, defendant filed a motion to withdraw his guilty plea. He argued

he had not been able to adequately review discovery in his case with his prior attorney and that

_3-
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Monroe, his codefendant, was “now willing to testify” on his behalf after previously refusing to
do so. In an addendum to his motion, defendant alleged Monroe provided a letter indicating
defendant did not commit the charged offense. He attached a copy of the letter to his filing.

q10 In January 2021, defendant’s presentence investigation report (PSI) was filed. The
PSI showed defendant was born in November 2001 and 19 years old at the time of the charged
offenses. His criminal history included a 2019 juvenile adjudication for the misdemeanor offense
of resisting a peace officer. For that offense, defendant was sentenced to 12 months’ probation and
30 days in detention, pending a remission hearing. He ultimately served his remitted sentence, and
his “probation was terminated as unsuccessful.” Defendant also had two adult convictions—a 2020
felony conviction for unlawful possession of a controlled substance and a 2020 misdemeanor
conviction for domestic battery. He was serving sentences of probation for both of those offenses
at the time of the underlying charges.

q11 The PSI further showed defendant was raised by his mother and that “his biological
father was in prison for most of his life.” His “father figure growing up” was his mother’s
boyfriend, who had passed away approximately six years earlier. Defendant had two siblings, with
whom he reported being close. His mother, siblings, and three aunts wrote statements in support
of him, which were attached to the PSI and described defendant as a respectful, helpful, loving,
and caring person. Defendant was also the father of two young children, ages two and one. He
reported getting along well with his children’s mothers and being present in his children’s lives,
stating he “would often watch [his children] if their mothers were unable to do so.” Defendant
stated “he would take his children to the park to see and play with them.” However, the PSI also
stated that defendant “struggle[d] with being able to provide for his two children” and that the

mother of his youngest child was the named victim in his 2020 domestic battery case.

_4-
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12 With respect to education and employment, the PSI showed defendant had neither
graduated high school nor “held a stable job for longer than a few months at a time.” He completed
high school through grade 11 and needed 24 credit hours to graduate. Although defendant reported
“that he did not have problems” in school, his school records indicated otherwise. Specifically, the
PSI stated as follows:
“[Defendant’s] disciplinary records show many minor infractions, detentions[,] and
in/out of school suspensions. Many of the disciplinary actions were the result of
problems with those placed into an authoritative position within the school system
including bus drivers, teachers[,] and administrators.

The most recent suspension was due to involvement in a fight in the parking
lot at Woodruff High School on [February 8, 2019,] which involved 20 students,
creating a safety concern. The defendant was attending Woodruff High School but
was sent to the Knoxville Center for Student Success as a result of the numerous
infractions [he] received.”

q13 Defendant’s school disciplinary report was attached to the PSI. Although the page
numbering on the report indicates it was a total of 63 pages in length, the document spans only 32
pages of the appellate record, with only the odd numbered pages of the report appearing in the
record as a PSI attachment. The report contained numerous entries dated from 2009 to 2019, and

it described misbehavior by defendant and the disciplinary actions taken by the school in response.

2 <¢ 99 Cey

electronics,” “insubordination,

99 <¢

The report listed “offense[s],” including “disruption, cutting
class,” and “aggressive acts,” and it described alleged misbehavior by defendant such as refusing

to surrender his cell phone in class, leaving class early without permission, making negative or

threatening comments to others, and becoming physically aggressive with others.
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q14 The PSI stated defendant attributed his involvement in the offense to his association
with Monroe, who pleaded guilty to vehicular hijacking in October 2021 and was sentenced to 24
years in prison. Defendant maintained that he planned to have no friendship or relationship with
Monroe in the future and asserted that he had distanced himself from Monroe as much as possible
while incarcerated. According to the PSI, statements from defendant’s family members
“support[ed] the claim that” defendant associated with bad influences. Additionally, although
defendant claimed no gang affiliation, “[a]vailable information indicate[d] [he] would associate
with gang members who are involved in gun violence.” Further, the PSI stated that in January
2021, defendant was hospitalized and underwent emergency surgery after being shot in the neck.

q15 Finally, Hall’s victim impact statement was also attached to the PSI. Hall asserted
the incident at issue impacted her ability to sleep at night and caused her to experience fear and
anxiety.

q16 In January 2022, the trial court heard and denied defendant’s motion to withdraw
his guilty plea and then proceeded with his sentencing. During the hearing, the court noted the PSI
and asked whether the parties had any additions, corrections, or modifications. The State informed
the court that it had none, and, on defendant’s behalf, Morris stated as follows: “We found no
mistakes in it, so it’s fine with us.” Later, upon inquiry by the court, Morris, again, confirmed that
defendant had no “additions or corrections” to the PSI. After the State represented that it had “no
formal evidence” to present, defendant called his mother, Belinda Williams, to testify on his
behalf. Williams asserted defendant “was a good kid” and that he had never been in trouble before.
She stated that prior to the offense, defendant was going to school and “working with a plumber
over the weekends.”

17 In presenting argument to the trial court, the State maintained that the use of a gun

-6-
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during the commission of the offense was a factor in aggravation and that defendant’s criminal
history and “64[-]page [school] disciplinary report” refuted his mother’s testimony that he was “a
good kid” who had never been in trouble. The State also argued that defendant took no
responsibility for his actions and asked the court to impose a maximum sentence of 30 years in
prison. The record reflects that during the State’s argument, defendant interjected several
comments, including asking if the State was “done making [him] look bad” and indicating that he
had not done anything wrong.

q18 On defendant’s behalf, Morris argued that his “reading of the evidence” showed
that although defendant disposed of the gun that was used in the offense, Monroe was the
individual who “held the lady up and threatened her.” He asked the trial court to impose a lesser
sentence than the 24-year sentence Monroe received. Defendant provided a statement in allocution,
asserting he “shouldn’t get punished for something [he] didn’t do.”

119 The trial court sentenced defendant to 28 years in prison. In setting forth its ruling,
the court noted defendant’s lack of accountability and the nature of the offense, including the use
of a gun during its commission. It also referenced the “60-something pages of *** disciplinary
reports from [defendant] in a school system” and found the contents of those reports contradicted
the descriptions of defendant in the “kind letters” written by his family members. As an example,
the court noted a disciplinary report entry that stated defendant was asked to stop bothering other
students and told that he “needed to stop hitting females,” and he responded by calling someone a
racial slur. It noted a second entry that described defendant as threatening “to beat the bus driver’s
a*** geveral times on the way to school.”

120 The trial court further noted defendant’s behavior throughout the underlying

proceedings. It found defendant had not “ever presented [himself] as a person that took anything
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seriously”” and noted for the record that defendant was leaning back in his chair, “sort of looking
at the ceiling,” and rolling his eyes. Additionally, regarding defendant’s level of participation in
the offense, the court determined that “defendant was a part of having the gun,” even “if he didn’t
hold the gun.” Finally, the court also pointed out that defendant had “priors,” stating that “[i]n the
short window that he even had to commit crimes, he made use of it by committing them.”
921 In February 2022, defendant filed a motion to reconsider his sentence. He argued
his sentence was disproportionate to that of his codefendant, Monroe, who pleaded guilty to “an
extended term on a Class 1 offense of vehicular hijacking,” faced the same maximum 30-year
prison sentence, and received a 24-year prison sentence. According to defendant, Monroe had
greater, more serious involvement in the underlying offense and a criminal history that included a
pending felony case for possession of a stolen vehicle.
q22 In March 2022, the trial court held a hearing on defendant’s motion to reconsider.
In denying the motion, the court rejected defendant’s argument that he was less responsible for the
underlying incident than Monroe. It reiterated the seriousness of the offense and defendant’s lack
of accountability. The court noted defendant’s school disciplinary report and referenced entries
stating that defendant had become physical with others and was disruptive and disobedient. It
further stated as follows:
“And I’m not punishing you or trying to give you consequences for bad behavior
then, but I’m trying to learn who you are, and where you’ve come from, and how
you are where you are. And I can only judge your future by your past. And you
wanted to show *** in your past, to everybody else, that [defendant] was in charge,
[defendant] was going to do it his way. Not somebody else’s ways, [defendant’s]

2

way.
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9164 III. CONCLUSION
965 For the reasons stated, we affirm the trial court’s judgment.
q 66 Affirmed.
-23-
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STATE OF ILLINOIS

APPELLATE COURT

FOURTH DISTRICT
201 W. MONROE STREET
SPRINGFIELD, IL 62704
217-782-2586

June 13, 2025

RE: People v. Stuckey, Styles
General No.: 4-24-1021
Peoria County
Case No.: 21CF274

The Court today denied the petition for rehearing filed in the above entitled cause. The mandate
of this Court will issue 35 days from today unless a petition for leave to appeal is filed in the
[linois Supreme Court.

If the decision is an opinion, it is hereby released today for publication.

Clerk of the Appellate Court

c: Allison Paige Brooks
Amy J. Kemp
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No. 132060
IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, Appeal from the Appellate Court of
Illinois, No. 4-24-1021.

Plaintiff-Appellee,
There on appeal from the Circuit Court
of the Tenth Judicial Circuit, Peoria

County, Illinois, No. 21-CF-274.

-VS-

STYLES STUCKEY, Honorable

Paul Gilfillan,

Defendant-Appellant. Judge Presiding.

N’ N’ N N N N N N N N N’

NOTICE AND PROOF OF SERVICE

Mr. Kwame Raoul, Attorney General, 115 S. LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 60603,
eserve.criminalappeals@ilag.gov;

Mr. David J. Robinson, Deputy Director, State’s Attorneys Appellate Prosecutor, 725
South Second Street, Springfield, IL 62704, 4thdistrict@ilsaap.org;

Ms. Jodi Hoos, Peoria County State’s Attorney, 111 Courthouse, 324 Main St., Peoria,
IL 61602-1366, sao@peoriacounty.org;

Mr. Styles Stuckey, Register No. Y49896, Illinois River Correctional Center, P.O.
Box 999, Canton, IL 61520

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure,
the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true and
correct. On October 28, 2025, the Brief and Argument was filed with the Clerk of the
Supreme Court of Illinois using the court’s electronic filing system in the above-entitled
cause. Upon acceptance of the filing from this Court, persons named above with identified
email addresses will be served using the court’s electronic filing system and one copy
1s being mailed to the defendant-appellant in an envelope deposited in a U.S. mail box
in Springfield, Illinois, with proper postage prepaid. Additionally, upon its acceptance
by the court’s electronic filing system, the undersigned will send 13 copies of the Brief
and Argument to the Clerk of the above Court.

[s/Kaitlyn K. M. Wolke

LEGAL SECRETARY

Office of the State Appellate Defender
400 West Monroe Street, Suite 303
Springfield, IL 62704

(217) 782-3654

Service via email will be accepted at
4thdistrict.eserve@osad.state.il.us
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