
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, )
)

Plaintiff, )
)

vs. )
)

ROBINSON JEFFRIES, )
)

Defendant. )

INFORMATION

Now comes the People of the State of Illinois by the State’s Attorney and

informs this Court that on or about October 19, the defendant committed the offense of

AGGRAVATED CRIMINAL SEXUAL ASSAULT in that he committed an act of sexual

penetration upon Carla Bridges by the use of force in the course of which the defendant

displayed and used a dangerous weapon, to-wit, a knife.

                                                                     
STATE’S ATTORNEY



PEOPLE V. ROBINSON JEFFRIES

(Aggravated Criminal Sexual Assault)

PART I - CROSS OF CARLA BRIDGES

Carla Bridges told police that as she was unlocking the door of her third floor

apartment, a man suddenly appeared from behind her, pushed her inside, and forced her to

have sexual intercourse.

Robinson Jeffries tells you, as he told police and a State’s Attorney, a story of

consensual sex.  He says he knew her from before, though not well, as she was a year ahead

of him at South Shore High School until he dropped out at the end of his second year.  On

the night in question, he had bought her a drink at the Zanadu Lounge and they had “got real

friendly.”  At her suggestion, they agreed to go back to her house to listen to some music,

but she told him not to walk out with her, to give her a lead of 5 minutes or so, because there

was a former boyfriend of hers there and she didn’t want to make him mad.  This he did, and

followed her in his car (she had a white Volkswagen Rabbit).  When they arrived at her

apartment building, she opened both the downstairs door and the door to her apartment with

a key.  He had no knife and definitely didn’t threaten her in any way.  It was all consensual,

though she started crying when it was all over and wouldn’t say what was wrong.

You will cross-examine Carla Bridges after you hear her direct testimony at trial.  In

preparation for Carla’s cross-examination, note the difference between the police reports and

the preliminary hearing excerpt.  Since you do not know to what extent her direct testimony

will be consistent with the report of her preliminary hearing testimony, and armed also with

the following, get ready for whatever happens:

A.  Your investigator went to her address and reports that her downstairs door can      

      only be opened with a key unless someone buzzes you in.

B.  The emergency room records from South Shore Hospital show sperm

      but no trauma (i.e., no scratch or cut on the abdomen.)
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PEOPLE V. ROBINSON JEFFRIES

PRELIMINARY HEARING EXCERPT

Q: Calling your attention to October 19  of last year at approximately one-thirty in theth

morning, where were you at that time?

A: I was at the door to my apartment, about to go in.

Q: What if anything unusual happened at that time and place?

A: Suddenly he appeared - -

Q: Indicating the defendant?

A: Yes, this man here - - and he pushed me inside and made me undress.

Q: Before that time, had you ever seen this man before?

A: No, never.

Q: What happened after he made you undress?

A: Then he held the knife against my stomach and -

Q: Did he cut you?

A: Yes, a little.  And he told me to get on the bed or he would cut me again.

Q: Did you do that, Miss Bridges?

A: Yes.  And then he had sex with me.  He had the knife here, next to my neck.

Q: Did he cut you?

A: Not really.  He sort of scratched me on the stomach with the tip of the knife.

Q: Did it bleed?

A: No.

Q: What happened after you were on the bed?

A: Then he had sex with me.



Q:  Where was the knife during the time he was engaged in sexual intercourse?

A:  He held it here, right against the side of my neck.

Q: And when he had finished, what happened then.

A: After a while he got up and put his clothes back on.  Then he left.

Q And what did you do?

A: I called the police

Q: What time was that?

A: I don’t know but they arrived within 15 minutes.



People v. Robinson Jeffries   

First of all, as to “armed with the following” at the end of the statement of 

facts: a and b.  These things have nothing directly to do with impeachment by prior

inconsistent statements per se.  The locked downstairs door with the buzzer is something

that might be brought out on cross.  The lack of a cut or other trauma in the hospital records

simply gives one confidence to establish that there was no mark on the abdomen.  One might

also want to cross her on her failure to mention such an injury to the medical personnel.

Structure.  The structure of the problem is as follows.  You have a preliminary

hearing transcript which contradicts what the witness says in the police reports.  Thus, much

as in real life, you know going in that at trial you are going to impeach – you just don’t know

how until you hear her trial testimony.

Performance.  Your witness will be supplied with two alternate Q & A direct

examination scripts.  You and the trainees will have them for the pre-cross Brainstorm.  A

different coach will play prosecutor in performing each of the two scripts.  Version A is

consistent with the preliminary hearing, Version B with the police reports.  (See next page.)

Please note: The police report (Box 81) says Carla Bridges had been drinking.  Also

note: The police report narrative says nothing about a cut or other injury.



 IMPEACH WITH
VERSION A POLICE REPORT
(more or less consistent
with PH)

Q: Had you ever seen this man before? Had seen him earlier that
A: No, never. evening in the Zanadu.

Heard him called “Robbie.”

Q:  Did he cut you? No mention of cutting or
A: Yes, he scratched me on the scratching.  (Omission

stomach with the tip of the knife. also from ER record.)

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

IMPEACH WITH
VERSION B PH TRANSCRIPT

(consistent with
 police report)

Q: Did you know this man? Q: Before that time had you
A: Definitely not, but I had ever seen this man before?

seen him earlier in the A. No, never.
evening.

Q: Did he cut you? Q: Did he cut you?
A: No. A: Yes, a little.  And he 

told me to get on the bed
or he would cut me again.
(N.B. This now becomes a 
demonstrable lie under
oath in an earlier 
hearing in this case.)



Direct Testimony of Carla Bridges

Version A  (Consistent with Preliminary Hearing)

Q: Please state your name.

A: My name is Carla Bridges.

Q: Where do you live?

A: I live at 9814 South Princeton, 3  floor.rd

Q: Are you employed, Miss Bridges?

A: Yes.  I work as a clerk in a shipping company.

Q: Calling your attention to October 19  of last year at aboutth

one-thirty in the morning, do you remember where you were at 
that time?

A: Yes.  I was just getting home.  I was about to open the door
to my apartment.

Q: And what if anything unusual happened?

A: Suddenly a man appeared out of nowhere and pushed me inside.
He had a knife.

Q: Had you ever seen this man before?

A: No, never.

Q: What happened after he pushed you inside?

A: He held the knife to my throat and told me to undress.

Q: Did you?

A: I had to.  He had a knife to my throat.

Q: After you undressed, what happened next?

A: He got undressed too.  Then he held the knife to my stomach
and told me to get on the bed.



Q: Did he cut you?

A: Yes.

Q: Did it bleed?

A: No.

Q: What happened after you were on the bed?

A: Then he had sex with me.

Q: Where was the knife during the time he was engaged in sexual
intercourse?

A: He held it here, right against the side of my neck.

Q: And when he finished, what happened then?

A: After a while he got up and put his clothes back on.  Then 
he left.

Q: And what did you do?

A: I called the police.

Q: What time was that?

A: I don’t know but they arrived within 15 minutes.



Direct Testimony of Carla Bridges

Version B (Consistent with Police Report)

Q: Please state your name.

A: My name is Carla Bridges.

Q: Where do you live?

A: I live at 9814 South Princeton, 3  floor.rd

Q: Are you employed, Miss Bridges?

A: Yes.  I work as a clerk in a shipping company.

Q: Calling your attention to October 19  of last year at about one-thirty in theth

morning, do you remember where you were at that time?

A: Yes.  I was just getting home.  I was about to open the door to my apartment.

Q: And what, if anything unusual happened?

A: Suddenly a man appeared out of nowhere and pushed me inside.
He had a knife.

Q: After this man pushed you inside, what happened?

A: He told me that he would hurt me if I did not do what he said.

Q: What happened next?

A: He told me to remove my clothes.  Then he undressed.

Q: What did he do then?

A: Then he held the knife against my stomach and then my neck and forced me to
have intercourse.

Q: Did he cut you?

A: No.



Q:  What happened after he forced you to have sex?

A: He put his clothes on and left after telling me not to call the police.

Q: Did you know this man?

A: Definitely not, but I had seen him earlier in the evening.

Q:  Where was that?

A: In the Xanadu Lounge.

Q: About what time was that?

A: I got there a little after 10.  I don’t know what time he came in.  He was there,
though.

Q: Was there anything in particular that caused you to notice him?

A: It was his birthday.  People kept saying “Happy Birthday, Robbie!” and they sang
“Happy Birthday” to him.  He seemed real embarrassed.

Q: Did you have any conversation with him at that time?

A: No.  I didn’t know him.

Q: What time did you leave the Xanadu Lounge?

A: It was about one-fifteen.

Q: Were you alone?

A: Yes, I was alone.  I got into my car and drove home. . .



PEOPLE V. ROBINSON JEFFRIES

Part II - SHAWN FERGUS 

Background Information

In the course of his investigation at the Zanadu Lounge, Pat Pinkerton, our
investigator, finds Shawn Fergus who was sitting at the bar a few nights earlier on the night
in question.  Fergus, our investigator is told, frequents the Lounge but does not drink much
and has seen our client there occasionally.  Furthermore, on the night in question, Fergus
was seated at the bar a few stools away from our client and observed our client and a young
woman, Carla Bridges, talking and having a drink together at the bar and generally getting a
little “close.”

Fergus agreed to give a statement about what happened.  Fergus and our investigator
then retired to a back booth where Fergus wrote out and signed the attached written
statement.  Based upon this statement, Shawn Fergus was listed by us as a defense witness;
however, last week when you went to interview Fergus in preparation for trial, Fergus
wouldn’t talk to you saying only “I have been talking to the cops.”  Sure enough a week ago,
the State gives you a copy of Shawn Fergus’ rap sheet (attached) and a supplemental police
report dated a few weeks ago written by the State’s Attorney’s investigator in which Fergus
stated:

On the night of October 18 of last year, I was sitting at the bar of the Zanadu Lounge. 
Seated nearby at the bar for much of the evening was Robinson Jeffries.  While I was there, I
also saw a young woman, Carla Bridges whom I know as “Carla” but I never saw them
together nor observed them speaking to one another.  I also heard Carla say “Good night
everyone, I’m leaving” after which she left the Lounge.  Shortly after, I noticed Robinson
Jeffries finish his drink and quickly walk out the Lounge door.

Assume throughout that you earlier tendered to the prosecutor the written statement
Shawn gave to your investigator.  Shawn does not and will not deny giving your investigator
the statement Shawn signed on October 27.



PEOPLE V. ROBINSON JEFFRIES

Part II - SHAWN FERGUS 

Exercise A

Cross-Prior Inconsistent Statement

The State calls Shawn Fergus at trial.  You’re getting to impeach this witness.

Again, Shawn Fergus will not deny but will admit giving the October 27 written

statement to your investigator.

A. Cross examine this witness.

B. Impeach him with the October 27 written statement.

(NOTE: Here, concentrate on the written statement and why it should be believed.  In

Exercise B, you will further discredit his new story, explaining to the jury why he flipped.)
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(To be performed live by Faculty & Actor)

SCRIPT: Direct Testimony of Shawn Fergus

(My name is Shawn Fergus.  On October 18 of last year, at 11:30 at night, I was 
drinking at the bar in the Zanadu Lounge.)

Q: At that time and place, did you see the defendant, Robinson Jeffries there?

A: Yes, he was seated at the bar on a nearby bar stool.

Q: Did you see anyone else while you were there that evening?

A: I saw Carla Bridges in the Lounge that evening.

Q: Did you ever see them together that evening?

A: No, I did not.

Q: Did you ever see them conversing or speaking to one another that evening?

A: No, I did not.

Q: Did you observe either Carla Bridges or the defendant leave the Lounge?

A: After midnight, I heard Carla say “Good night, everyone, I’m leaving” and exit the
Lounge.

Shortly after, I noticed the defendant finish his drink and quickly walk out the Lounge
door.



PEOPLE V. ROBINSON JEFFRIES

Part II  - SHAWN FERGUS

 Exercise B

Cross - “Flipper”

Now cross-examine Shawn Fergus using information gleaned or inferred from the rap

sheet (next page).

A. Tell the jury a story, give them a scenario, explaining why the witness flipped.

B. Incidentally, impeach the witness with convictions, including prostitution.

(See People v. Hines, below.)

People v. Hines, 94 Ill. App. 3d 1041, 1047, 419 N.E.2d 420, 425  (1st Dist. 1981)

Holding: Prostitution...and other “unlawful and disreputable occupations” are admissible
as affecting a witness’ general credibility. Plus, in this case, it would have been a
legitimate exploration of bias.  

“The second issue involving defendants’ right of confrontation involves the
alleged improper limitation by the court on the scope of their
cross-examination of Debra Lowe, a witness who was present and testifying
at trial. It is clear that under our law the granting of the State’s motion in
limine to preclude questioning into the witness’ occupation, prostitution, was
improper for two reasons. First, it has many times been held that it is proper
to cross-examine a witness to bring out the fact that the witness engages in
an unlawful and disreputable occupation as a matter affecting that witness’
general credibility. (People v. Crump (1955), 5 Ill.2d 251, 125 N.E.2d 615;
People v. Winchester (1933), 352 Ill. 237, 185 N.E. 580; People v. Bond
(1917), 281 Ill. 490, 118 N.E. 14.) Second, in the present case there are
particular facts that defendants wished to bring out concerning the witness
that also might have shown the witness’ motive for testifying favorably to the
State. If the defendants were allowed to establish that the witness was a
prostitute, they were then prepared to show that many of the police officers
who testified at trial knew the witness was and had been a prostitute for a
long time, and these police officers frequently patrolled the area in which the
witness solicited patrons. From this, defendants wanted to argue in closing
arguments that the witness, if she gave favorable testimony for the State,
might have believed the testifying officers would not arrest her in the future.
Thus, the defendants wanted to bring out that the witness was a prostitute, not
only as an attack on her general credibility, but also as a basis for further
inquiry to attack her motive for testifying favorably to the State.”



Shawn Fergus Rap Sheet

Shawn has numerous arrests for both drugs and prostitution.  He’s used several aliases, using
the names, “Bart Bradley” for an arrest for prostitution, and “Bill Porter” for an arrest for
possession of controlled substance.  The prostitution arrest resulted in a misdemeanor
conviction, and the drug charge was dismissed.

Shawn has not been convicted of any drug offenses, however he’s had several prostitution
convictions.  On May 12 , two years ago, Shawn was convicted on the charge of prostitutionth

for the third time, which resulted in a felony conviction under Information CR-3547 and he
was placed on probation for one year.

Last November 9 Shawn was arrested by a trick who turned out to be a police officer.  His
case is currently pending.



ACTORS’ NOTES

Witness Shawn Fergus - Jeffries Case - Part II

Once you showed promise.  But you developed a drug problem and eventually sank to selling
your body to support your habit.  Once in a while you’d get arrested.  Sometimes they’d take you to jail
and prosecute you, sometimes they’d just shake you down for cash. Since 1998 (see rap sheet), you’ve
been paying them off and they haven’t been arresting you.  They are in a position to ruin your career.

Even so, when the defense investigator came around and told you that Robinson Jeffries had

been charged with raping Carla Bridges, you gave him a written statement about what you had witnessed
that night.  What you said in the written statement was the truth.

Last November 9, you got arrested by a trick who turned out to be a cop (Officer Poser).  When
you offered him the usual fifty bucks, he threatened to charge you with bribery, and took you to the 18th

District Station.  Once you got there, you were turned over to the State’s Attorney’s investigator.  “Those
drugs must be getting the better of you, you’re losing your mind” they said, and showed you a copy of the
signed statement you gave the defense investigator.  After an hour of police logic, you saw the light and
agreed that what really happened was what the investigator told you happened.

EXERCISE A

Here you will first perform the police version of Shawn’s direct testimony (see Shawn Fergus
direct testimony script).  Then the defense is going to cross examine you.  The defense attorney will then
hit you with the fact that you gave a contrary written statement to the defense investigator.  You’ll have
to admit you gave that statement.  You signed it, after all.  But it must be your position that it wasn’t true. 
Your career is riding on your testimony.

EXERCISE B

The defense attorney will cross-examine you on your convictions (study your rap sheet) and on
your current profession.  If they ask you about drugs, minimize your habit.  The defense does not know
any details at all about what went down between you and the prosecutor’s investigator on November 9,
but they may guess and try to insinuate.  Resist them.  Your career is at stake.





JEFFRIES CASE - Foundations

Laying a Proper Foundation:
Bridges’ Apartment Building - Downstairs Security Door Photo

Q: I’m showing you what’s been marked as Defense Exhibit Number 1. This is a
picture of the entrance to your apartment building, isn’t it?

A: Yes.

Q: It truly and accurately depicts the way the entrance to your building 
looked on October 19th of last year, doesn’t it?

A. Yes.

COUNSEL:  Your honor, I ask that the identification marks be stricken and the exhibit be 
admitted into evidence.

COURT: That will be allowed.

Continue questioning about the photograph. Or, if you want the jury to see the photo as you 
are cross-examining the witness, first say:

COUNSEL: Your honor, I also ask that the exhibit be published to the jury.

COURT: That will also be allowed.

Then project the photo for all to see and continue questioning.

Laying a Proper Foundation:  Written Statement

Q: I’m showing you what’s marked as Defense Exhibit Number 1 for identification.
This is the handwritten statement you made to Pat Pinkerton on October 27th of 
last year isn’t it?

A: Yes.

COUNSEL: Your honor, I ask that the identification marks be stricken and the exhibit be 
admitted into evidence.

COURT: That will be allowed.

Continue questioning about the statement. Or, if you want the jury to see the document as you
are cross-examining the witness, first say:

COUNSEL: Your honor, I also ask that the exhibit be published to the jury.

COURT: That will also be allowed.

   Then project the document for all to see and continue questioning. 
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