SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS

The People of the State of Illinois v. Kizzy L.M. Jackson

199 111. 2d 286 (2002) - No. No. 91359 - Decided April 18, 2002

SUMMARY

The Illinois Supreme Court held that a defendant who knowingly and voluntarily pleads guilty waives

an Apprendi-based challenge to an extended-term sentence imposed under Illinois law. The court

rejected arguments that the challenge concerned the trial court’s sentencing authority or a facially

unconstitutional statute, and affirmed the appellate court’s judgment.
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Defendant pleaded guilty to aggravated battery and received an
extended-term sentence. The Illinois Appellate Court affirmed, holding
that her guilty plea waived her Apprendi-based sentencing challenge.

The Illinois Supreme Court granted leave to appeal and affirmed.

Whether an Apprendi-based sentencing challenge was waived by a
knowing and voluntary guilty plea; legal issues concerning mootness

and waiver were reviewed de novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Jackson's appeal was moot because she had been released from prison and was on mandatory
supervised release.

2. Whether a knowing and voluntary guilty plea waived Jackson's Apprendi-based challenge to the

extended-term sentence.

3. Whether Jackson could avoid waiver by characterizing the challenge as one to the trial court's authority
to impose the sentence or as a facial constitutional challenge to the sentencing statutes.

HOLDINGS

1. The appeal was not moot because Jackson remained on mandatory supervised release and the length of

her sentence could affect the period of reincarceration for a release violation.

2. A defendant who knowingly and voluntarily pleads guilty waives an Apprendi-based sentencing

objection on appeal.

3. Jackson's Apprendi claim was not an objection that the circuit court lacked statutory authority to impose
the sentence; the statutes expressly authorized an extended term for exceptionally brutal or heinous

conduct indicative of wanton cruelty.

4. The extended-term sentencing statutes were not facially unconstitutional, and Jackson's as-applied

Apprendi challenge was waived by her guilty plea.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Every fact necessary to establish the range within which a defendant may be sentenced is an element of the
crime and thus falls within the constitutional rights of a jury trial and proof beyond a reasonable doubt, made
applicable to the states by the due process clause of the fourteenth amendment.” (at 27)

“An Apprendi challenge raised in the wake of a guilty plea is an argument that a defendant was deprived of
due process when he did not get a jury trial after waiving his right to a jury trial. Simply to state the argument
reveals why it cannot be heard.” (at 30)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jackson attacked Rebecca Fanning with a box cutter after blocking Fanning's car, slashing Fanning's face and
neck and causing injuries requiring more than 100 stitches. Jackson pleaded guilty to Class 3 aggravated battery
after the court advised her that an extended-term sentence of up to 10 years was possible. At sentencing, the
court found that the attack was exceptionally brutal or heinous and indicative of wanton cruelty, and imposed a
10-year extended-term sentence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jackson was charged by information with aggravated battery, pleaded guilty under an agreement that the State
would recommend a sentence within the normal range, and was sentenced by the circuit court to an extended
term of 10 years. After an initial remand for counsel's noncompliance with Illinois Supreme Court Rule 604(d),

the circuit court again denied reconsideration. The appellate court affirmed on the ground that the guilty plea



waived the sentencing challenge. The Illinois Supreme Court granted leave to appeal, held the controversy was

not moot because Jackson remained on mandatory supervised release, and affirmed on waiver grounds.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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