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SUMMARY

The Illinois Supreme Court held that first-time juvenile offenders charged with first degree murder are
not similarly situated for equal protection purposes to recidivist juvenile offenders prosecuted under
the habitual juvenile offender or violent juvenile offender statutes. The court reversed the finding that
the relevant Juvenile Court Act provisions were unconstitutional as applied and affirmed the rejection

of the respondent’s due process challenge to the denial of a jury trial.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Juvenile Court Act's denial of a jury trial to a first-time juvenile offender charged with first

degree murder violated equal protection under the United States or Illinois Constitutions.

2. Whether, after the 1998 amendments to the Juvenile Court Act, due process requires a jury trial for a

juvenile charged with first degree murder and facing mandatory incarceration.

HOLDINGS

1. Sections 5-101(3) and 5-605(1) of the Juvenile Court Act do not violate equal protection as applied to a
first-time juvenile offender charged with first degree murder because that offender is not similarly
situated in all relevant respects to recidivist juveniles charged with different offenses under the habitual

juvenile offender or violent juvenile offender statutes.

2. Due process does not require a jury trial for a juvenile charged with first degree murder, even after the

1998 amendments to the Juvenile Court Act and even when the juvenile faces mandatory incarceration.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Nevertheless, we have held that the comparison groups must be “in all relevant respects alike.”” (9 17)

“The inquiry is whether the legislature has violated the constitution by treating similarly situated individuals

differently, and this the legislature simply has not done.” (] 21)

“Thus, we reject respondent’s argument that jury trials for juveniles are required as a matter of due process,

and we affirm the trial court’s judgment denying respondent a jury trial on this basis.” ( 26)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Destiny P., who was 14 years old and had no criminal background, was charged with four counts of first degree
murder and several other offenses. She sought a jury trial, acknowledging that the Juvenile Court Act did not
provide one for first-time juvenile offenders charged with first degree murder. She argued that the denial violated
due process and equal protection because certain habitual and violent juvenile offenders received statutory jury-

trial rights.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Cook County circuit court denied respondent's due process challenge but held that sections 5-101(3) and 5-
605(1) of the Juvenile Court Act violated equal protection as applied because they denied a jury trial to first-time
juvenile offenders charged with first degree murder while granting jury trials in certain recidivist proceedings.
The State appealed, and respondent cross-appealed. The Illinois Supreme Court affirmed the due process ruling,

reversed the equal protection ruling, and remanded.

DISPOSITION



reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The cause was remanded for further proceedings after affirming the denial of the due process challenge and

reversing the finding that sections 5-101(3) and 5-605(1) were unconstitutional as applied.
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