
Crossing Lines 

More than any other city, Chicago settles millions of dollars in cases where convicted 

offenders claim they were wrongfully convicted. For a number of law firms, suing the city over 

wrongful convictions has become a kind of cottage industry. Inmates claim they were tortured 

and coerced into confessing. The offenders are freed from prison. Attorneys quickly initiate civil 

lawsuits against the city. Many people assume that a settlement signifies the police were culpable 

and had something to hide. But this is not the truth in several key wrongful conviction cases. In 

these cases, cops longed for the opportunity to explain their investigation in civil court, even 

when the former inmate makes accusations of torture and coercion. Detectives wanted to regain 

their good name, as well as prevent the city from paying millions to people the detectives still 

believed were killers. The decision to settle, though, is out of the detectives’ hands. 

 Nevertheless, the instances when these cases do go to civil trial and detectives are 

allowed to have their say, the results can be groundbreaking. No case illuminates how a civil trial 

can vindicate detectives, and generate grave doubt on the wrongful conviction movement, more 

than the exoneration of Anthony Porter. A career gang banger and stick up man, Porter was just 

two days away from execution for a double murder when wrongful conviction activists took up 

his case and eventually declared he was innocent. The Porter case transformed the criminal 

justice system and ended the death penalty in Illinois.  

 

Chicago Police Detectives Charles Salvatore and Dennis Gray worked the third watch on 

August 15, 1982, meaning they started in the afternoon. They joined a case already in progress. 

The murders of Jerry Hillard and Marilyn Green took place early in the morning of that day, just 

after midnight. Hillard and Green, a couple engaged to be married, were gunned down in the 



bleachers next to the pool at Washington Park. Green had been shot three times, once in the hand 

and twice in the neck. Hillard had been shot in the head. Though mortally wounded, Green 

staggered out of the park until she ran into two officers on a traffic stop. These officers gathered 

her into another police car. She was rushed to the hospital, but died. When the detectives were 

briefed on the case, they were told that two witnesses, Henry Williams and William Taylor, were 

already at the station.  

The detectives learned that Williams and Taylor had helped another detective carry the 

mortally wounded Hillard down the bleachers at the crime scene to a wagon where he was taken 

to the hospital. While they were carrying Hillard, the detectives heard Taylor and Williams 

whisper Porter’s name. The detective, who had worked on many robberies, instantly knew who 

they were talking about. Porter was an infamous stick up man. It was an important moment in the 

investigation. No one was even questioned and witnesses were naming Porter, the first sign of 

what an open and shut case it was. 

At the station, Detectives Salvatore and Gray were also told one of the witnesses, 

William Taylor, had seen Anthony Porter shoot Hillard, but Taylor was too afraid of Porter and 

his gang to say anything. The other witness, Henry Williams, told detectives he was robbed by 

Anthony Porter shortly before the shooting, but he did not actually see Porter kill Green and 

Hillard. Williams’ statement was nevertheless crucial because it put Porter at the park, armed and 

willing to commit robberies. Eventually, the detectives were able to convince Taylor to come 

clean. Taylor told the detectives he saw Porter shoot HIllard, firing from his left hand, then run 

right by Taylor as Porter fled the park, running so closely Taylor could see Porter’s revolver.  

In murder cases, prosecutors sign arrest warrants, not the cops. When cops bring their 

evidence to the prosecutors to get the warrant, there is often great tension because the detectives 



often believe they have sufficient evidence to proceed, but the prosecutors want more. This was 

true in the Porter case. The prosecutor who arrived at the Area station was David Kerstein, a 

cautious attorney with high requirements for probable cause. Sure enough, Kerstein was 

unwilling to sign the warrant. His refusal frustrated the detectives. Their frustration was not 

without reason. They had two solid witnesses, one who actually saw Porter shoot Green and 

Hillard, and another who was robbed at gunpoint by Porter, then saw Porter go into the area of 

the bleachers where this witness subsequently heard shots.  

But the detectives had also uncovered other relevant information about Porter. In the 

weeks before the shooting, Porter had been on a violent crime spree. Porter had shot one man in 

the head over a barking dog. The victim miraculously survived with only a graze wound. A 

warrant was issued for Porter’s arrest. A week later, Porter fired a gun at two other cops pursuing 

him for the first shooting. The cops gave chase but lost him. Porter was also a suspect in at least 

nine other armed robberies. Now this same night, he had robbed a man at gunpoint, then killed 

the couple in the park. Porter was nothing less than a monster roaming the streets. In the minds 

of the detectives, there was an urgency to get Porter in custody before he shot anyone else. It 

would be a difficult thing for the detectives to live with if Porter killed more people, including 

fellow cops, while they already had two solid witnesses against him. Nevertheless, Kerstein still 

had some reservations about the reliability of the witnesses, partly because they had been 

drinking that night, so he suggested to Salvatore and Gray that they all go back to Washington 

Park and go through the crime with Taylor and Williams. The detectives agreed. They had 

planned on returning to the park anyway to solidify their investigation. Salvatore and Gray never 

investigated a case without returning the crime scene and getting the lay of the land.  



In the pool area of the park, Taylor and Williams walked the two detectives and the 

prosecutor through the entire homicides. Satisfied, they all headed back to the car. Then the most 

crucial event in the entire case took place. As they were leaving, Gray pointed out to Salvatore 

that there were several people in the area of the pool and they should canvass them, meaning 

they should see if they knew anything about the murder. Gray walked over to the group. 

Suddenly Salvatore heard his partner calling out to him. Salvatore went back to the group. 

Kerstein followed.  

Listen to this, Gray told Salvatore.  

A man named Kenneth Edwards told the detectives and Kernstein he was in the pool area 

at the time of the shooting. He said he heard shots. He looked up and saw a man with a gun in his 

left hand, extended, firing. There it was again: the left hand. Edwards said he knew Porter from 

the neighborhood and it was Porter doing the shooting. Edwards was standing with another man, 

Eugene Beckwith. Beckwith told the detectives he too saw the shooting, though he didn’t see 

that the shooter was Porter. He did, however, observe Porter in the park a little while earlier 

when Beckwith hopped the fence to get in. Edwards and Beckwith told the detectives they were 

with two other men, Mark Senior and Michael Woodfork, both of whom had also witnessed at 

least some part of the shooting and who put Porter in the pool area that night. That brought a 

total of six witnesses, two of whom were eyewitnesses, as well as a police officer who stopped 

Porter running in the park right after the shooting, but the cop let Porter go because he didn’t find 

a gun. All the statements provided by both groups of witnesses agreed, even on slight details. 

Porter fired from the left hand. They saw Porter standing over the victims. They saw Green 

stumble down the stairs and out of the park, holding her neck.   



Porter went to trial, his one alibi witness claiming Porter wasn’t in the park that night fell 

apart under cross examination. Only Taylor and Williams, the two witnesses discovered right 

after the shooting testified in the trial. Porter was found guilty, and in a sentencing hearing where 

Porter’s extremely violent gang and criminal history was played out, he was sentenced to death, 

some people saying Porter’s cruelty and indifference to life made him a poster child for the death 

penalty.  

 

The detectives awoke 15 years after the murders to hear Professor David Protess and his 

students at Northwestern University’s Innocence Project announce that Anthony Porter was in 

fact innocent of the murders. They also heard Protess claim that another man named Alstory 

Simon was the killer. The detectives learned Protess, his students and his colleagues had 

obtained a confession from Simon. They also learned that Protess and a private investigator 

working with him, Paul Ciolino, had obtained statements from witnesses, including Simon’s ex 

wife, Inez Jackson and her nephew Walter Jackson, also naming Simon as the killer, not Porter. 

Inez claimed she was with Simon at the scene of the murders and that Simon killed Hillard over 

a drug debt. The students uncovered what they claimed were other key facts in the case, such as 

the fact that witness Taylor said Porter fired from his left hand when Porter was right handed. 

The detectives then learned they were being accused of framing Porter, of knowingly ignoring 

evidence that Alstory Simon committed the murders, not Porter. Ultimately there were 

accusations they also tortured Porter, a stunning accusation, given the fact that they never met 

Porter in the course of their investigation. They only got a warrant for his arrest. Porter turned 

himself a few days later to other cops. How, then, they wondered, could they have tortured 

Porter? 



As soon as Porter was freed, his lawyers, eyeing the millions they hoped to make for 

Porter’s so called wrongful conviction, filed a lawsuit against the city, based on the theory that 

the detectives had framed Porter. It was a surreal world for the police. The man they had helped 

convict of a brutal double homicide was set free, likely to become a multimillionaire, and now 

they had become the defendants.  

One common theme permeates the entire wrongful conviction movement: the police are 

crooked, willing to coerce confessions from the wrong man, willing to frame the wrong man, 

torture him even. The police are also accused of racism in wrongful conviction cases, accused 

that they don’t care about African American suspects or their communities. Many of these 

accusations were made against the detectives in the Porter case.   

But Salvatore’s reaction to waking up and finding out Porter was being declared innocent 

flies in the face of these claims. Salvatore was in shock when Porter got out, not because he was 

afraid some criminal conspiracy on his part was being uncovered. It was impossible for Salvatore 

to deal with the fact that he had almost put an innocent man to death, even a man as criminal and 

violent as Porter. He felt as if he had failed as police officer. There were many sleepless nights 

for him, made worse by the barrage of news reports claiming he had framed Porter. It was a dark 

time in his life. Salvatore felt as if he had also failed his religious convictions. In a state of deep 

despair and self doubt, he went back to all the files on the case, reviewing them step by step to 

see where he went wrong. As he did so, he followed the Northwestern investigation carefully. He 

slowly became convinced once again that Porter was guilty and that something devious and 

sinister had taken place, not with the police, but with the wrongful conviction investigation.  

Salvatore’s return to the facts of his investigation provided a clear vision of what 

happened that night in Washington Park. Despite some 30 years of trials, transcripts and media 



coverage of the Porter case, few people outside the police department ever inquired into the case 

from the detective’s perspective. Many seemed to willfully avoid it. Neither Protess nor the 

students, for example, ever attempted to sit down with the detectives and listen to their account. 

This is a striking fault in their claims about the case, since the basis of their argument that Porter 

was innocent was based on the claim that the detectives framed Porter, that the detectives 

intimidated witnesses and denied evidence. It’s axiomatic that journalists should speak to parties 

on both sides of a story, but Protess and the students’ failure to contact the detectives is glaring. 

This case was a brutal double homicide, one in which two men were accused of framing an 

innocent man for the murders. Nevertheless, the professor and the students never contacted the 

detectives, never gave the opportunity to have their say. There was a particular irony in their 

failure to do so. Detective Salvatore taught criminal justice for 18 years. Salvatore was retired 

when Protess and his students became involved in the case. He loved talking to students and 

would have welcomed the opportunity to review a case and show the students how clear the 

evidence was against Porter.  

One fact Salvatore would have pointed out to them that undermined entire Innocence 

Project argument was the fact that the detectives returned to the crime scene to seek out new 

witnesses. This move on their part begs a central question. If Detectives Salvatore and Gray were 

trying to frame Porter, why would they return to the park? More so, why would they actively 

seek out new witnesses when they got there? If they were framing Porter, they would have 

avoided talking to any more possible witnesses, because these witnesses might undermine their 

trumped up story. This fact alone casts great suspicion on the claim that the detectives were 

conducting a fraudulent investigation. It reveals clearly their willingness to seek more evidence. 

The return to the park yielded that evidence. The two detectives, along with the prosecutor, 



obtained independent witnesses, witnesses who provided identical accounts of the murders as the 

two original witnesses, Taylor and Williams. This foray into the park resulted in a second 

eyewitness, Kenneth Edwards, naming Porter, down to the detail that the second witness also 

claimed he saw Porter fired from his left hand. Such a crucial detail would be an impossible 

coincidence. When Kenneth Edwards’ narrative of the shooting was identical to Taylor’s, 

Edwards instantly confirmed to the detectives that the original witnesses, Taylor and Williams, 

were telling the truth. The witnesses agreed in other aspects of their account, including where the 

shooting took place, the fact that Marilyn Green fell just after being shot, rose up and walked out 

the north side of the park.  

Kenneth Edwards made his statement in front of the prosecutor, so it could not be argued 

the detectives made it up or forced Edwards to say it. In addition to these six witnesses, a police 

officer stopped Porter running from the scene of the crime, a crucial piece of evidence because 

Porter’s only alibi was that he wasn’t at the pool that night. The matching statements were 

unequivocal. They all pointed to Porter as the killer.   

 “Everything matched up,” Salvatore said, “Everything.” 

 

The failure of Protess and his students to account for the corroboration of independent 

witnesses at the Porter crime scene became clearer in a secret Grand Jury hearing in 1999. In this 

Grand Jury, which was convened to get to the bottom of the Innocence Project investigation, 

Protess, Ciolino and the students were forced to undergo questioning by the prosecutor. It was 

the first time a wrongful conviction case was placed under such scrutiny. This prosecutor had 

reviewed all the documents, case reports and transcripts of Porter’s criminal trial. He had access 

to all the witnesses. In this hearing, Professor Protess and his students dropped a bombshell. 



They revealed that they had never bothered to interview the second group of witnesses, including 

eyewitness Kenneth Edwards, a potentially fatal hole in their investigation. How could the 

professor and the students fail to interview these witnesses, just as they had failed to interview 

the detectives, and claim they had conducted an “investigation”?  What’s even more damaging 

from their testimony in the hearing is the fact that none of the Protess investigators picked up on 

the significance of the detectives discovering independent eyewitnesses so many hours apart. 

None of them seemed to understand how clearly these witnesses verified other witness 

statements. They vindicated the detectives’ investigation and placed guilt squarely on the 

shoulders of Porter. But the prosecutor in the Grand Jury saw it clearly. He pounced on the fact 

that the Northwestern investigators did not even contact this second group of witnesses. Here he 

questions one of the student investigators, Tom McCann:   

Q. -Do you remember what Kenneth Edwards told the police that night?  

 

A. No.  

 

Q. Are you aware that Kenneth Edwards told the police that night that Anthony Porter 

was the person who shot and killed Jerry Hillard and Marilyn Green?  

 

A. No…  

 

Q. Did you look at the police reports?  

 

A. I did.  

 

Q· Do you remember a police report that summarizes the testimony of William Taylor 

and Henry Williams?  

 

A. I think I read that…  

 

Q. So now you see that in addition to Williams and Taylor there was another person who 

told the police that Anthony Porter was the shooter that night?  

 

A. Yes.  

 

Q. As well as three other people who witnessed the incident?  



 

A. Right… 

 

Q. Did you do anything to investigate them?  

 

A. No.  

 

The prosecutor questions Protess: 

 

Q. You were aware that there were four other young men who were interviewed by the 

police, were you not, in connection with the shooting the same night that Taylor and Williams 

were interviewed?  

 

A. Yes.  

 

Q. Those people being Beckwith, Senior, Woodfork, and Edwards, correct? 

 

A. I don't recall the names, but I do remember what you are saying…  

 

Q. Mr. Edwards identified Anthony Porter as the shooter that night, did he not?  

 

A. I would have to go back over the report.  

 

Q. Please do so. I direct your attention to page 4 of the August 16, 1982, supplementary 

report under ZO RD 290330 authored by Salvatore and Gray?  

 

A. Unfortunately I don't have my reading glasses, but I'd ask you' to read it to me.  

 

Q. I will be happy to read it. "Kenneth Edwards was interviewed and he related he and 

three of his friends, Woodfork, Beckwith and Senior went to the Washington Park swimming 

pool about midnight on the day in question, 16 August '82, Sunday. Kenneth related 5 that he 

and friends entered the pool area on the north side fence. He observed four people in the gallery 

area in the uppermost northwest section, (victims and offender, unknown male black). They were 

sitting and talking to each other. Kenneth and his group proceeded further down the pool area 

and he and Eugene Beckwith began to swim. Approximately fifteen minutes later Kenneth had 

come out of the pool. He heard a shot and looked up and saw a muzzle flash from a handgun. He 

then observed the offender Tony Porter standing over one of the victims and fired two more 

shots at the victim at point blank range." Do you remember reading that?  

 

A. No… 

 

Q. And your students didn't investigate those four men, did they?  

 

 A. No.  

 



Q. You didn't ask Paul Ciolino to find those four men?  

 

A. No.  

 

Q. You didn't go out yourself and look for those four men?  

 

A. No.  

 

Q. None of your group ever conducted any interview of those four men?  

 

A. That's correct. 

 

 

To the detectives, these were fatal shortcomings in the Protess claims. To the detectives, 

it appeared as if the motive of Protess was simply to undermine what the detectives had 

discovered in the case, not review it. This would explain why the journalism professor and his 

students never bothered to speak to the detectives, whom they nevertheless accused of the most 

heinous police abuses.  

Other aspects of the Protess investigation also fell apart when one took into account the 

detectives’ investigation. The students claimed that the witnesses who fingered Porter had an 

obstructed view of the crime. Strange then, the detectives pointed out, that two sets of witnesses 

encountered at different times, witnesses who had no reasonable chance to talk to each other, 

came up with identical accounts. How could two witnesses say they saw Porter shoot with his 

left hand yet not be able to see the crime? But just as important, the two detectives, the 

prosecutor and witnesses Taylor and Williams had already walked through the crime scene the 

day after the shootings. They would have noticed the fact that the witnesses could not have seen 

the murders. But somehow the students, at their young age with so little experience in life, let 

alone crime scene investigation, believed the detectives and prosecutor with decades of crime 

scene experience would overlooked something so obvious.  



 

Regaining their balance after they reviewed their investigation and concluded Porter was 

indeed guilty, Salvatore and Gray’s only hope for vindication was the 2005 civil case in which 

Porter’s attorneys hoped to cash in on millions. Even here, it didn’t seem as if they would get a 

chance to defend their investigation. Lawyers saw a pot of gold in the case. Other wrongful 

conviction claims had netted millions.  Most people assumed there would little chance of a trial 

with so much public support in favor of Porter, who had now been transformed by wrongful 

conviction advocates throughout the city from a predatory killer into a kind of folk hero. The 

image of Porter being released from prison and running into the embracing arms of David 

Protess was played over and over in the media.  

Overlooked was the significance of the fact that the detectives fought for the case to go to 

trial. If the detectives were truly guilty of wrongdoing in the Porter case, the last thing they 

would have wanted was a trial that would uncover their malfeasance. Such evidence arising in a 

civil lawsuit could eventually lead to criminal charges against them. They could be vulnerable to 

paying damages themselves, leaving them bankrupt. They could go to prison. If they were dirty, 

a settlement was the best course of action. But the detectives wanted to bring the case out into 

the open. The problem was that the city regularly settled wrongful conviction cases, even when 

the detectives were demanding that they go to trial, a trial in which the cops could defend their 

investigations and show they had found the right guy.   

At the same time the detectives were fighting for their day in court, Alstory Simon, 

whose confession to the murders allowed Porter to go free, recanted. In his recantation, Simon 

claimed that the private investigator working with Protess and the students, Paul Ciolino, coerced 

Simon into confessing. Ciolino had affidavits from Simon’s ex-wife, Inez Jackson, and her 



nephew, Walter Jackson, implicating Simon. Simon explained the circumstances under which he 

confessed. Simon claimed Ciolino offered Simon a short prison sentence and money through 

movie and book deals if Simon would admit to the murders. Ciolino denies these allegations, but 

he did admit to obtaining a lawyer for Simon. It was a troubling move, Ciolino obtained a lawyer 

for a guy he was trying to get to confess. Sure enough, that lawyer, Jack Rimland, encouraged 

Simon to plead guilty to the murders, despite all the witnesses saying Porter was guilty. 

Detectives were dumbfounded. If detectives obtained lawyers for suspects in murder cases and 

those lawyers encouraged their client not remain silent, but to admit to the killings, the case 

would laughed out of court, the detectives fired.  

The detectives finally caught a break. The city farmed the case out to Walter Jones, an 

African American attorney whose father had been a Chicago cop. Jones at first figured the case 

was a “dog,” meaning that it was unwinnable. Like almost everyone else in the city, Jones 

figured the only issue was how much the city would pay in a settlement. But Salvatore and Gray 

began calling Jones, insisting that he meet with them to review the case. The detectives 

demanded that Jones return to Washington Park so they could walk him through the homicides. 

Jones finally did. During their re-investigation of the case, Jones discovered even more witnesses 

who said Porter was the shooter. No one, not the detectives, not Jones, no one ever found one 

witness who came forward and said they saw Alstory Simon commit the murders, nor did they 

find another who said Inez Jackson was at the crime scene. No one ever even claimed they saw 

Alstory Simon in the park that night. Retired cops from all over the country came to the city to 

help the detectives prepare for the trial, for it was a firm belief among many officers, especially 

those who had worked the murders, that Porter was guilty and gotten away with a double 

homicide.  



As Jones reviewed the evidence, he slowly changed his mind. He became convinced that 

Porter was guilty as well.  

“I drove down to Washington Park and I met with Salvatore and he took me through the 

entire thing,” Jones said. “My mind started to change because he [Salvatore] was so energetic 

and so determined to show me that the police officers had been right many years ago,” Jones 

said. “It’s clear that the investigation they ran [Salvatore and Gray] is as good as it gets.”   

In response, Jones called Porter’s shocked attorneys and rejected any settlement.  

The biggest question for Jones was strategy in the case. He could argue that though Porter 

had been declared innocent by the governor, the detectives nevertheless did nothing wrong. He 

could argue that the cops had probable cause and should not be found liable. But this course 

seemed hopeless, given the media coverage in favor of Porter. Jones feared that the public would 

believe, if Porter was truly innocent, then the detectives must have done something crooked. 

Something must have gone wrong. Instead, Jones went for broke. He decided to argue what he 

privately had come to believe: that Porter was the killer. He launched this argument in the trial 

and, in a brilliant summation speech, he showed clearly that the only person who could have 

killed Green and Hillard was Porter. In doing so, he contradicted the entire legal process that had 

freed Porter and the Innocence Project investigation in its entirety. The jury bought it and ruled 

not guilty against the detectives. After the verdict, shocked journalists approached Jones and 

asked him how it was that Porter could be wrongfully convicted for 16 years and not receive a 

dime. Jones pointed at Porter and said “Because the guilty man has been sitting there all along.” 

Salvatore and Gray figured their long trial was over. They thought they were finally 

vindicated in the media. They also assumed the public would grow suspicious about the Porter 

case and Protess. There was now a great deal of evidence that Protess’ investigation was 



baseless: Protess and his students never interviewed the detectives, never interviewed more than 

half the key witness, they never approached Jones and asked how he had come to believe Porter 

was guilty after he reviewed the detectives’ investigation. Jones had won the civil case based on 

the argument that Porter was guilty, Porter had been found guilty in a criminal trial and had lost 

all his appeals for that conviction. Eight witnesses put him at the scene. Two independent 

witnesses identified him as the shooter. Alstory Simon’s bizarre confession was deeply 

suspicious to the detectives and did not in any way merge with the facts of their investigation. 

Nevertheless, the narrative that Porter was innocent remained intact, pushed relentlessly by 

Protess and his supporters in the media.  

The detectives watched the case carefully in the ensuing years. They had never met 

Simon, but they knew from their own investigation that Porter was the killer. There was no 

evidence, or any claims that Simon was with Porter the night of the shootings, so there was little 

chance of Simon being an accessory. Walter Jones, after an exhaustive review of the case, also 

said he could find no evidence Simon was involved in the murders. In the years that followed, 

more of the Protess investigation apart, painting a disturbing vision not only of David Protess 

and the Innocence Project, but of the wrongful conviction movement itself, for no one among 

lawyers and activists who made wrongful conviction claims pointed out the shortcoming in the 

Innocence Project investigation. None of them went to bat for Alstory Simon, though so much 

evidence was mounting that he was innocent. No wrongful conviction lawyer even interviewed 

Simon about this compelling evidence that he was innocent.  

Simon’s claims of innocence gained more legitimacy after his wife Inez Jackson and her 

nephew Walter Jackson recanted their statement and admitted Simon was not the killer. They 

described a bizarre plan concocted with Protess as means of getting Porter out of prison. Close to 



her death, Inez Jackson stated, on tape, that she could not die knowing she had framed Simon. 

Walter Jackson also came forward and said the reason he fingered Simon because Protess 

promised to get Jackson, who was serving his own prison sentence for murder, out of prison 

early. These two pivotal pieces of evidence for the Protess theory now evaporated.   

The detectives also watched another central claim by Protess and his students fall apart. 

The foundation of their theory that Porter was innocent lay in their ability to get witness William 

Taylor to recant his original statements that he saw Porter shoot Hillard. The Innocence Project 

students and professor, along with Ciolino, accomplished this 16 years after the murders in the 

course of several visits to Taylor at his apartment. Nevertheless, this claim was on its face 

dubious for the same reason so many others were: Taylor’s statement matched other independent 

witnesses. How, then, could his retraction be legitimate? Sure enough, Attorney Walter Jones 

ripped apart this retraction in preparation for the civil lawsuit, getting Taylor to admit in a 

deposition that the only reason Taylor provided this retraction was that he was tired of being 

harassed by Innocence Project investigators. With this clear admission of coercion, the entire 

case for Porter’s exoneration completely fell apart. The investigation by the detectives stood 

firm.  

Then something pivotal took place in 2011. David Protess was caught by Northwestern 

altering evidence in another unrelated wrongful conviction case. The attorney for Northwestern 

told a judge that Protess had altered emails subpoenaed by prosecutors. Protess brushed aside the 

fact that he had altered evidence, saying it was just a misunderstanding, but it was enough for 

Northwestern University to conduct its own internal investigation. The result of that 

investigation was that Protess was fired from the university and the school admitted Protess had 

regularly lied about his cases. This was hardly news to Detectives Gray and Salvatore or Alstory 



Simon. Questions loomed in the face of the Porter case: If Protess was lying about his 

investigations, how deep did it go? What was the magnitude of the lies? 

Probably no one could answer this question better than Alstory Simon, wasting his life 

away on a 37-year sentence for two homicides he never committed. Perhaps also Detectives 

Gray and Salvatore could weigh in. Porter was released in 1999. His civil trial took place in 

2005. For six years the detectives endured endless claims that they had framed Porter. Six years 

they wondered where the case would end up. Would they, like so many detectives in wrongful 

conviction cases, spend the next few decades worried about criminal charges? Would the 

activists demand that they be indicted? The constant newspapers articles took a great toll. They 

lost career opportunities, status in their community. Once close friends and family members now 

wondered about what kind of people they were. Their children endured taunting at school. In this 

limbo they often reviewed the Innocence Project case and asked a recurring question: if wrongful 

conviction advocates at Northwestern had blown this case so badly, how many others were just 

as bad? 

“Anthony Porter spent approximately nineteen years on death row,” Salvatore said, “and 

when you’re on death row, who are you living with day in and day out? Other prisoners on death 

row. It seems to me that the same accusations being made against me were being made against 

other detectives. Then I started talking to other people. The accusations were the same: 

intimidation, conspiracy, brutality, no probable cause,” Salvatore said. “In my opinion, if 

anybody did the intimidation, it was Northwestern…If anyone did intimidate, they did, not me.” 

 


