SUPREME COURT OF |ILLINO S
FRI DAY, MAY 30, 2008

CORRECTED ANNOUNCEMENT

The supervisory order that was entered in the foll ow ng case on
May 29, 2008, has been corrected to rectify clerical errors:

No.

106081 -

Inre T.T., a Mnor (People State of IIlinois,
respondent, v. T.T., petitioner). Leave to
appeal, Appellate Court, First District. (1-03-0551)

Petition for |eave to appeal denied.

In the exercise of this Court's supervisory
authority, the Appellate Court, First
District, is directed to vacate its January
22, 2008, order inlIn re T.T. case No.
1-03-0551 (01/22/08). The appellate court

is directed to reinstate its Septenber 7,
2007, opinion, but is also directed to nodify
that opinion to provide for a remand to the
circuit court for a hearing on the doctrine
of forfeiture by wongdoing. The appellate
court should further nodify the reinstated
Sept enber 7, 2007, opinion to provide that if
t he appellate court concludes that remand to
the trial court for a hearing on the State's
claimof forfeiture by wongdoing is
appropriate, the appellate court provide
direction to the trial court on remand,

pursuant to People v. Stechly, 225 1l1. 2d
246 (2007), wherein this court, under the
facts of that case, stated: 'If the [trial]

court concludes that defendant did forfeit

his confrontation clause clai mby w ongdoi ng,
then the conviction and sentence may be

rei nstated; otherw se, defendant nust receive
anewtrial. At that trial, the statenments
to [certain witnesses] nust be excluded from
evi dence unless [the victim testifies.'
(Stechly, 225 111. 2d at 311-12.) This
order is not intended to reflect any opinion
on the merits of defendant's <clains or the
State's claimof forfeiture by wongdoing,
but is intended to ensure the entry of an
order or opinion reflecting a full exam nation
of the issues and resolution thereof.



