Juvenile justice system data: Probation data

Probation data

Probation departments in Illinois provide services to youth adjudicated delinquent and alleged
youth offenders whose cases are diverted from the juvenile court. Probation departments can
provide informal probation supervision to alleged youth offenders on whom no delinquency
petition has been filed. Additionally, probation departments can oversee youth whose cases are
petitioned to court but have not been formally adjudicated. These types of probation cases or
petitions may receive a continuance under court supervision order, requiring youth
monitoring by the probation department for up to 24 months. While on supervision, the youth
must meet special conditions, such as attending counseling sessions or completing community
service work. The case is dismissed if the youth successfully completes the provisions of his or
her supervision.

The primary function of formal probation is to provide the court with investigative and case
supervision services for adjudicated delinquents. Youth adjudicated delinquent can be sentenced
to probation for a maximum of five years or until age 21, whichever comes first. Youth who are
non-delinquent but subject to conditions imposed by the court, such as minors requiring
authoritative intervention, may receive supervision or supervised probation to ensure they
follow requirements set by the court.

Probation departments also oversee court-ordered services and programs to which youth
probationers are sentenced at disposition. Such services and programs include, but are not
limited to, alcohol and drug treatment, mental health treatment, Treatment Alternatives for
Safe Communities, Inc. (TASC) programs, Unified Delinquency Intervention Services
programs, and Job Training Participation Act programs.

Probationers may also receive community service and be ordered to pay victim restitution
costs. Youth may also be removed from their homes, or in some cases require placement in a
foster home, group home, residential treatment center, or placement with a relative.

Data summary
Probation caseloads

AOIC collects aggregate-level active probation caseload information on the number of youth
receiving informal supervision, those whose cases were continued under supervision, and those
who are on formal county probation. These data, along with data on services ordered and youth
placements, are shown in the data tables section in Appendix H.

Caseloads include only the number of active youth probation cases open on Dec. 31, 2005. A 6
percent decline was recorded in active probation caseloads from 1995 to 2005. There were
10,993 active probation caseloads in 1995 and 10,353 caseloads in 2005.
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Juvenile justice system data: Probation data

Figure 17
Rate of youth probation caseloads per 100,000 youth ages 10-16,
by county classification, 1995-2005
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Source: Administrative Office of the lllinois Courts
Note: Rate of formal probation caseloads as of Dec. 31, 2005

The rate of formal probation caseloads statewide decreased from calendar years 1995 to 2005,
peaking in 2000 before a slight decline through 2005. In 2005, the state rate of active youth
probation caseloads was 805 per 100,000 youth age 10 to 16. The more populated counties of the
state drove the recent decrease. Figure 17 depicts the rate of youth probation caseloads by county
classification from 1995 to 2005.

Map 6 depicts the percent change in the rate of youth probation caseloads in Illinois between
2000 and 2005.
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Juvenile justice system data: Probation data

Map 6
Percent change in rate of youth probation caseloads in lllinois,
2000 - 2005*
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Juvenile justice system data: Probation data

Informal probation caseloads

The state rate of active informal probation caseloads declined from calendar years 1997 to 2005.
The state rate of informal probation on Dec. 31, 2005 was 182 caseloads per 100,000 youth ages
10 to 16. Rural counties historically have had the highest rates of informal probation caseloads.
Data for Cook County were unavailable for 1995 and 1996.

Figure 18
Rate of active informal probation caseloads per 100,000 youth
ages 10-16, by county classification, 1997 — 2005*
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Source: Administrative Office of the lllinois Courts
* As of Dec. 31, 2005.

The number of active informal probation caseloads statewide increased 2 percent from 2,297 in
calendar year 2000 to 2,339 in 2005. A total 30 counties had no active informal probation
supervision caseloads in either calendar year 2000 or 2005.

There was a slight increase in the rate of active informal probation caseloads, from 117 per
100,000 youth ages 10 to 16 in 2002, to a rate of 182 per 100,000 youth ages 10 to 16 in 2005.
This represents a 56 percent increase in the statewide rate. Map 7 illustrates rate changes in
informal youth probation caseloads in Illinois counties between 2000 and 2005.
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Juvenile justice system data: Probation data

Map 7
Percent change in rate of youth informal probation caseloads, 2000 - 2005*
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Cases continued under supervision

In Hlinois, the court may order a continuance under supervision during court proceedings which
may not exceed a 24-month period for youth alleged to be delinquent. During the time of the
continuance, the youth must follow conditions of supervision determined by the court (705 ILCS
405/5-615). Figure 19 shows the trend in rates of cases continued under supervision by county
classification from 1995 to 2005. Data for Cook County for CY04 and 2005 were unavailable,
which explains the dip in the line graph shown in Figure 19.

Figure 19
Rate of cases continued under supervision per 100,000 youth
ages 10-16, by county classification, 1995 — 2005
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Source: Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts
Note: Cook County data for 2004 and 2005 were unavailable.

A decrease was noted in the number of delinquency cases continued under supervision from
2000 to 2005. However, Cook County reported zero cases continued under supervision to the
Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts. Without 2005 data on cases continued under
supervision in Cook County, statewide trends are difficult to pinpoint. Map 8 depicts the rate
changes of cases continued under supervision by county between 2000 and 2005.
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Map 8
Percent change in rate of youth continued under supervision in lllinois,
2000 - 2005
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Appendix H: Data tables section

Appendix H: Data tables section

The following data tables include county-level detail for several dozen juvenile justice data
elements. When available, some data elements were also broken down by demographics, such as
age, race, and gender. Data is provided by calendar year, academic year, or Fiscal Year,
depending upon the reporting agency. Whenever possible, both 2000 and 2005 data were
included.

Many caveats have been mentioned throughout this report regarding the interpretation of the
following data. The bullet points below describe additional issues that should be considered
when reviewing the data tables.

e If there is a blank space where data should be, then data were not available.

e When zero (0) is listed for a particular data element, there are two interpretations
0 There were zero instances of that particular event occurring.
0 Zero instances of that particular event were reported.

For instance: A zero appears for Greene County in the youth arrests table. This could be
interpreted as Greene County not having any youth arrests for 2005, or that Greene County did
not report any youth arrests to the Illinois State Police, but actually did arrest juveniles.

Whenever possible, rates were calculated by using the population most appropriate to the data
element. For example, youth incarceration rates were calculated using the youth population 13-
16 since a youth under the age of 13 cannot be incarcerated in an Illinois Youth Center, and
youth 17 or older are considered adults in Illinois.
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Table 36: Number of active formal youth probation casesloads, CY00 — CY05
As of December 31, 2000 and December 31, 2005
Source: Administrative Office of the lllinois Courts

Rate per 100,000 Youth Age 10-16

County 2000 Rate 2005 Rate Rank
Adams 78 1,107 87 1,340 33
Alexander 13 1,231 9 1,075 45
Bond 15 962 11 748 69
Boone 84 1,675 95 1,673 18
Brown 4 778 4 893 59
Bureau 30 816 25 750 68
Calhoun 3 594 3 638 77
Carroll 27 1,545 32 2,125 12
Cass 17 1,283 17 1,308 34
Champaign 119 805 130 919 57
Christian 106 3,023 37 1,093 43
Clark 29 1,673 18 1,051 48
Clay 10 715 8 611 79
Clinton 21 569 21 608 80
Coles 64 1,536 51 1,393 32
Cook 4,797 907 3,519 660 74
Crawford 54 2,661 a7 2,684 6
Cumberland 8 626 18 1,593 20
DeKalb 27 335 44 526 82
DeWitt 23 1,380 16 1,010 51
Douglas 17 748 15 752 67
DuPage 525 557 502 521 83
Edgar 50 2,530 49 2,797 4
Edwards 8 1,221 4 658 75
Effingham 35 873 36 948 55
Fayette 45 2,074 29 1,506 24
Ford 29 1,851 21 1,498 25
Franklin 36 963 27 758 66
Fulton 24 688 33 1,024 50
Gallatin 12 2,113 5 894 58
Greene 1 63 12 836 63
Grundy 33 794 30 692 71
Hamilton 8 943 2 266 94
Hancock 14 664 14 745 70
Hardin 3 781 3 882 61
Henderson 11 1,366 11 1,590 21
Henry 50 907 60 1,203 37
Iroquois 47 1,369 47 1,539 22
Jackson 34 743 34 840 62
Jasper 14 1,195 9 949 54
Jefferson 48 1,166 41 1,067 46
Jersey 19 795 28 1,308 34
JoDaviess 4 184 11 545 81
Johnson 13 1,342 18 1,901 15
Kane 496 1,079 8 15 96
Kankakee 215 1,923 218 1,928 14
Kendall 51 807 79 956 53
Knox 71 1,419 51 1,114 42
Lake 578 808 409 509 84
LaSalle 74 635 112 1,026 49
Lawrence 13 900 24 1,774 17
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Table 36: Number of active formal youth probation casesloads, CY00 — CY05

County 2000 Rate 2005 Rate Rank
Lee 64 1,690 24 690 72
Livingston 106 2,489 129 3,427 3
Logan 46 1,605 105 4,126 2
McDonough 11 465 17 813 64
McHenry 140 459 126 362 92
McLean 222 1,632 163 1,163 38
Macon 184 1,621 149 1,404 31
Macoupin 44 846 58 1,231 36
Madison 146 551 109 431 88
Marion 130 3,018 61 1,538 23
Marshall 6 481 8 620 78
Mason 15 915 39 2,511 7
Massac 19 1,425 27 2,047 13
Menard 14 976 17 1,270 35
Mercer 23 1,260 23 1,416 30
Monroe 15 480 3 98 95
Montgomery 38 1,252 31 1,088 44
Morgan 28 788 30 945 56
Moultrie 23 1,497 11 790 65
Ogle 68 1,141 63 1,053 a7
Peoria 443 2,493 473 2,689 5
Perry 11 520 8 401 89
Piatt 6 352 6 375 91
Pike 45 2,571 69 4,395 1
Pope 2 512 0 0 97
Pulaski 21 2,376 11 1,478 28
Putnam 5 755 9 1,495 26
Randolph 28 879 21 752 67
Richland 15 898 21 1,417 29
Rock Island 122 857 146 1,118 41
St. Clair 195 667 266 956 53
Saline 13 483 12 489 86
Sangamon 71 374 123 666 73
Schuyler 6 882 5 813 64
Scott 0 0 0 0 97
Shelby 12 498 20 886 60
Stark 10 1,536 3 508 85
Stephenson 80 1,544 107 2,276 11
Tazewell 169 1,325 140 1,161 39
Union 15 830 19 1,122 40
Vermilion 97 1,179 129 1,632 19
Wabash 23 1,737 29 2,487 8
Warren 29 1,563 15 979 52
Washington 16 932 6 397 90
Wayne 10 585 7 466 87
White 41 2,839 31 2,486 9
Whiteside 86 1,393 86 1,487 27
Will 266 462 466 648 76
Williamson 17 300 18 328 93
Winnebago 829 2,850 708 2,369 10
Woodford 89 2,256 72 1,881 16
Total 12,221 967 10,353 805
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Table 37: Number of active informal probation supervision
As of December 31, 2000 and December 31, 2005
Source: Administrative Office of the lllinois Courts

Rate per 100,000 youth age 10-16

casesloads of youth, CY00 — CY05

County 2000 Rate 2005 Rate Rank
Adams 22 312 20 308 27
Alexander 2 189 0 0 55
Bond 4 257 7 476 18
Boone 15 299 13 229 34
Brown 0 0 0 0 55
Bureau 1 27 0 0 55
Calhoun 0 0 0 0 55
Carroll 16 915 10 664 8
Cass 0 0 0 0 55
Champaign 46 311 4 28 49
Christian 0 0 2 59 46
Clark 0 0 0 0 55
Clay 9 644 0 0 55
Clinton 7 190 10 289 30
Coles 23 552 9 246 33
Cook 657 124 806 151 38
Crawford 0 0 0 0 55
Cumberland 0 0 0 0 55
DeKalb 0 0 2 24 51
DeWitt 2 120 0 0 55
Douglas 9 396 6 301 28
DuPage 1 1 2 2 54
Edgar 0 0 0 0 55
Edwards 2 305 0 0 55
Effingham 0 0 0 0 55
Fayette 5 230 0 0 55
Ford 4 255 0 0 55
Franklin 44 1,176 34 955 4
Fulton 20 574 14 434 19
Gallatin 0 0 0 0 55
Greene 0 0 0 0 55
Grundy 11 265 0 0 55
Hamilton 0 0 0 0 55
Hancock 23 1,090 10 532 15
Hardin 0 0 0 0 55
Henderson 4 497 3 434 19
Henry 0 0 1 20 52
Iroquois 35 1,019 18 590 11
Jackson 22 480 4 99 43
Jasper 14 1,195 6 633 9
Jefferson 0 0 0 0 55
Jersey 8 335 8 374 24
JoDaviess 17 781 13 644 8
Johnson 9 929 9 950 5
Kane 45 98 451 840 7
Kankakee 77 689 20 177 37
Kendall 0 0 8 97 44
Knox 20 400 16 349 25
Lake 0 0 0 0 55
LaSalle 16 137 28 257 32
Lawrence 16 1,108 0 0 55
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Table 37: Number of active informal probation supervision casesloads of youth, CY0O0— CY05

County 2000 Rate 2005 Rate Rank
Lee 10 264 14 403 22
Livingston 34 798 41 1,089 3
Logan 0 0 0 0 55
McDonough 36 1,523 25 1,195 2
McHenry 117 384 68 195 35
McLean 13 96 18 128 40
Macon 11 97 0 0 55
Macoupin 65 1,249 65 1,380 1
Madison 152 574 144 569 13
Marion 22 511 1 25 50
Marshall 5 401 0 0 55
Mason 12 732 3 193 36
Massac 8 600 0 0 55
Menard 0 0 2 149 39
Mercer 0 0 0 0 55
Monroe 0 0 0 0 55
Montgomery 14 461 16 561 14
Morgan 35 985 30 945 6
Moultrie 3 195 6 431 20
Ogle 3 50 6 100 42
Peoria 83 467 66 375 23
Perry 0 0 0 0 55
Piatt 10 587 10 624 10
Pike 0 0 0 0 55
Pope 0 0 0 0 55
Pulaski 0 0 0 0 55
Putnam 9 1,360 3 498 17
Randolph 0 0 0 0 55
Richland 0 0 0 0 55
Rock Island 63 443 56 429 21
St. Clair 0 0 14 50 47
Saline 14 520 14 571 12
Sangamon 35 184 9 49 48
Schuyler 0 0 0 0 55
Scott 1 175 0 0 55
Shelby 0 0 0 0 55
Stark 1 154 0 0 55
Stephenson 28 541 5 106 41
Tazewell 82 643 61 506 16
Union 1 55 3 177 37
Vermilion 0 0 0 0 55
Wabash 0 0 0 0 55
Warren 12 647 5 326 26
Washington 0 0 0 0 55
Wayne 0 0 0 0 55
White 0 0 0 0 55
Whiteside 0 0 1 17 53
Will 91 158 62 86 45
Williamson 35 617 16 292 29
Winnebago 73 251 30 100 42
Woodford 13 330 11 287 31
Total 2,297 182 2,339 182
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Table 38: Number of youth delinquency cases continued under supervision, CY00 — CY05

Source: Administrative Office of the lllinois Courts

Rate per 100,000 Youth Age 10-16

County 2000 Rate 2005 Rate Rank
Adams 9 128 7 108 62
Alexander 5 473 1 119 61
Bond 15 962 33 2,245 2
Boone 2 40 6 106 63
Brown 0 0 2 446 35
Bureau 55 1,496 25 750 18
Calhoun 13 2,574 8 1,702 4
Carroll 17 973 9 598 23
Cass 0 0 15 1,154 7
Champaign 12 81 14 99 66
Christian 9 257 14 413 39
Clark 13 750 7 409 40
Clay 6 429 30 2,290 1
Clinton 29 785 22 637 22
Coles 0 0 1 27 79
Cook 5,528 1,045 No data reported for Cook County
Crawford 20 986 0 0 83
Cumberland 0 0 0 0 83
DeKalb 100 1,240 82 980 11
DeWitt 0 0 0 0 83
Douglas 8 352 1 50 77
DuPage 7 7 146 152 58
Edgar 0 0 0 0 83
Edwards 7 1,069 4 658 20
Effingham 0 0 18 474 34
Fayette 2 92 4 208 53
Ford 0 0 14 999 10
Franklin 3 80 14 393 41
Fulton 39 1,118 30 931 13
Gallatin 1 176 0 0 83
Greene 2 126 3 209 52
Grundy 26 626 9 208 53
Hamilton 0 0 0 0 83
Hancock 6 284 6 319 44
Hardin 2 521 0 0 83
Henderson 0 0 1 145 59
Henry 8 145 2 40 78
Iroquois 7 204 2 66 73
Jackson 50 1,092 22 544 26
Jasper 17 1,451 4 422 38
Jefferson 0 0 0 0 83
Jersey 38 1,591 40 1,868 3
JoDaviess 0 0 1 50 77
Johnson 0 0 0 0 83
Kane 111 241 234 436 36
Kankakee 29 259 40 354 43
Kendall 33 522 53 641 21
Knox 2 40 4 87 68
Lake 61 85 20 25 81
LaSalle 52 446 31 284 48
Lawrence 14 970 14 1,035 9
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Table 38: Number of youth delinquency cases continued under supervision, CY00 — CY05

County 2000 Rate 2005 Rate Rank
Lee 58 1,532 2 58 75
Livingston 10 235 2 53 76
Logan 14 488 0 0 83
McDonough 13 550 12 574 24
McHenry 86 282 64 184 55
McLean 7 51 11 79 70
Macon 68 599 143 1,347 6
Macoupin 72 1,384 25 531 28
Madison 453 1,709 281 1,111 8
Marion 2 46 1 25 80
Marshall 9 721 9 697 19
Mason 0 0 6 386 42
Massac 12 900 1 76 71
Menard 6 418 7 523 29
Mercer 8 438 15 924 14
Monroe 13 416 0 0 83
Montgomery 15 494 3 105 64
Morgan 1 28 2 63 74
Moultrie 4 260 12 861 15
Ogle 0 0 34 568 25
Peoria 62 349 75 426 37
Perry 23 1,087 2 100 65
Piatt 2 117 8 499 32
Pike 0 0 0 0 83
Pope 0 0 1 308 47
Pulaski 0 0 4 538 27
Putnam 7 1,057 5 831 17
Randolph 1 31 0 0 83
Richland 2 120 2 135 60
Rock Island 16 112 29 222 51
St. Clair 202 691 143 514 30
Saline 13 483 0 0 83
Sangamon 21 111 13 70 72
Schuyler 0 0 3 488 33
Scott 0 0 0 0 83
Shelby 2 83 7 310 46
Stark 2 307 3 508 31
Stephenson 6 116 80 1,701 5
Tazewell 67 525 31 257 50
Union 0 0 3 177 57
Vermilion 25 304 74 936 12
Wabash 21 1,586 0 0 83
Warren 12 647 13 849 16
Washington 0 0 0 0 83
Wayne 15 878 4 266 49
White 15 1,039 1 80 69
Whiteside 10 162 1 17 82
Will 127 220 224 311 45
Williamson 0 0 5 91 67
Winnebago 35 120 62 207 54
Woodford 0 0 7 183 56
Total 7,895 625 2,423 188
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Table 39: Number and type of court ordered youth placements, CY00 — CY05
Source: Administrative Office of the lllinois Courts

Age 10-16

* In 2005 Scott County was reported with Greene County

County Foster Home [ Group Home | Residential Treatment | Placed with Relative Total
2000 @ 2005 [ 2000 @ 2005 2000 2005 2000 2005 2000 2005
Adams 1 1 1 0 7 5 3 7 12 13
Alexander 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Bond 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1
Boone 0 0 1 0 14 12 0 1 15 13
Brown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bureau 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
Calhoun 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Carroll 7 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 9 0
Cass 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Champaign 9 6 4 5 11 12 6 9 30 32
Christian 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 5 1 8
Clark 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Clay 0 0 3 0 4 2 0 0 7 2
Clinton 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 5
Coles 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 11
Cook 129 64 236 238 1,253 1,117 573 757 2,191 2,176
Crawford 2 0 2 0 1 3 0 1 5 4
Cumberland 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DeKalb 0 0 0 0 4 5 0 0 4 5
DeWitt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Douglas 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 6 0
DuPage 4 4 11 8 32 25 9 17 56 54
Edgar 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Edwards 0 1 2 0 1 0 0 1 3 2
Effingham 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fayette 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 8
Ford 0 0 3 1 0 1 0 0 3 2
Franklin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fulton 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
Gallatin 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
Greene 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grundy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hamilton 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hancock 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 2
Hardin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Henderson 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Henry 2 0 1 1 5 0 0 0 8 1
Iroquois 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 4
Jackson 0 2 2 1 11 1 1 2 14 6
Jasper 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 2
Jefferson 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1
Jersey 0 3 1 0 1 8 6 1 8 12
JoDaviess 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Johnson 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2
Kane 0 0 0 2 24 28 0 0 24 30
Kankakee 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
Kendall 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 1 5
Knox 0 0 0 0 1 11 0 0 1 11
Lake 0 1 7 5 116 104 0 3 123 113
LaSalle 1 0 0 0 2 5 0 0 3 5
Lawrence 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
Lee 0 0 0 0 19 0 1 1 20 1
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Table 39: Number and type of court ordered youth placements, CY00 — CY05

County Foster Home [ Group Home | Residential Treatment | Placed with Relative Total
2000 | 2005 | 2000 @ 2005 2000 2005 2000 2005 2000 2005
Livingston 4 4 0 0 16 19 2 2 22 25
Logan 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2
McDonough 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 1
McHenry 0 0 1 0 15 1 0 0 16 1
McLean 2 2 16 1 10 18 1 1 29 22
Macon 6 11 7 3 2 5 1 1 16 20
Macoupin 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Madison 4 12 2 8 0 1 0 0 6 21
Marion 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Marshall 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mason 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Massac 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Menard 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 1
Mercer 3 0 1 0 1 0 2 2 7 2
Monroe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Montgomery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Morgan 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 6
Moultrie 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ogle 2 1 31 25 6 7 0 1 39 34
Peoria 3 4 1 0 17 6 0 0 21 10
Perry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Piatt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pike 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Pope 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Pulaski 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Putnam 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Randolph 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
Richland 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 2
Rock Island 10 4 0 1 48 44 0 1 58 50
St. Clair 2 10 14 13 39 46 2 0 57 69
Saline 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Sangamon 4 6 3 1 3 0 3 4 13 11
Schuyler 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Scott* 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Shelby 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Stark 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Stephenson 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
Tazewell 0 0 0 0 16 13 0 0 16 13
Union 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2
Vermilion 5 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 10 0
Wabash 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
Warren 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Washington 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 1
Wayne 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0
White 0 1 0 4 1 0 0 0 1 5
Whiteside 0 0 0 1 0 12 0 0 0 13
Will 6 7 3 9 2 6 20 41 31 63
Williamson 1 0 0 0 1 1 2 6 4 7
Winnebago 35 17 8 12 94 123 47 18 184 170
Woodford 0 1 0 1 5 0 0 0 5 2
Total 251 169 372 350 1,798 1,672 688 907 3,109 3,098
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