CIVILIAN OFFICE OF POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY LOG #1062377

SUMMARY REPORT OF INVESTIGATION!

l. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Date of Incident: May 13, 2013

Time of Incident: Approximately 9:00 p.m.

Location of Incident: I Chicago, 1L 60620
Date of IPRA Notification: May 21, 2013

Time of IPRA Notification: Approximately 5:24 p.m.

On May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00 p.m., | ' ove south
through the alley behind the 8300 block of S. Kerfoot Ave towards her home (I

I vith her two daughters, IS (T - d I (N,
the alley, |Jllllencountered Chicago Police Department (“CPD”) Officers | ‘Officer

I B ( Officer IIIIho were driving a marked police car through
the alley towards |l > The officers exited their car and approached At some point,

I cVversed from the alley while Officer | lllvas at the side of [ llllvchicle, causing
injury to O ficers I IPursued I-nd I \vas taken into custody

after a physical confrontation.

This investigation was open by the Independent Police Review Authority (“IPRA”) during
the May of 2013 and closed by IPRA during the October of 2013. The investigation was then re-
opened during the May of 2016 and has remained open throughout the pendency of a civil lawsuit

initiated by N
. INVOLVED PARTIES

Involved Officer #1: I o /B cployee #J Date of
Appointment: I 2006, Officer, Unit of Assignment Il

detailed to unit il ODOB: I 1°82, Female, Caucasian

Involved Officer #2: B /B »loyee #J Date of Appointment:

I 2006, Officer, Unit of Assignment il DOB: N
1981, Male, Hispanic

1 On September 15, 2017, the Civilian Office of Police Accountability (“COPA”) replaced IPRA as the civilian oversight agency of CPD. Therefore,
this investigation, which began under IPRA, was transferred to COPA on September 15, 2017, and the recommendation(s) set forth herein are the
recommendation(s) of COPA. This case was initiated under IPRA and COPA acknowledges that this investigation may have endured period of
delayed and/or no investigative activity prior to COPA. While there may be legitimate cause for the delay, no justification was noted in the file.
Since launch, COPA has undertaken a concerted effort to facilitate the expeditious review of all cases initiated under IPRA while ensuring that
each complaint has been subject to a full and thorough investigation prior to its closure.

2 At the time of the incident, Officer | llllmaiden name was [l and thus, all reports refer to her as such. For uniformity purposes, this
report refers to her by her current sir name.
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Involved Officer #3:

Involved Officer #4

Involved Officer #5

Involved Officer #6

Involved Officer #7

Involved Officer #8

Involved Officer #9

Involved Officer #10

Involved Officer #11

Involved Officer #12

Involved Officer #13

I 2 /- ployee #J Date of Appointment:
B Officer, Unit of Assignment JJjilldetailed to unit
B OOB: I V'ale, Caucasian

I - /- ployee #J I Date of Appointment:
. 1099, Officer, Unit of Assignment [Jjilijdetailed to unit

. DOB: I Male, Hispanic

I - - I cmployee N Date of
Appointment: I 2006, Officer, Unit of Assignment Jili

DOB: I Fcale, Caucasian

2 /B, cployee #J Date of Appointment:
I Officer, Unit of Assignment IllICOB: I
I Male, Hispanic

I s - /e mployee /I Date of
Appointment: | 2004, Officer, Unit of Assignment |l

DOB: I /\2le, Caucasian

I = Il cmployee #J Date of
Appointment: 1099, Officer, Unit of Assignment |Jili

DOB: I ale, Caucasian

I 2 /. employee #JI Date of
Appointment: | 2004, Officer, Unit of Assignment |l

detailed to unit [Jilj. DOB: I Vale, Caucasian

I - . cmployee #J Date of
Appointment: I 2008, Officer, Unit of Assignment [lll

detailed to unit i, DOB: I \Vale, African-

American

I < - /e ployee #I unit I
Date of Appointment: | 1994, Detective, DOB: | IIIEE
Il Female, Caucasian

I - - . employee #JN Date of
Appointment: I 1994, Detective, Unit of Assignment [l

DOB: I V/2le, Caucasian

I, s 2 . cmployee #Jl Date of
Appointment: I 2000, Sergeant, Unit of Assignment il

DOB: I Fcmale, African-American
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Involved Officer #14

Involved Officer #15

Involved Individual #1

Involved Individual #2

Involved Individual #3

I Male, Caucasian

I Male, Hispanic

date of the incident

LOG #1062377

I 2 /. cployee #Jll Date of Appointment:
B 1097, Sergeant, Unit of Assignment ilij. DOB: I

I 2 /B ployee #JDate of Appointment:
B 1091, Sergeant, Unit of Assignment lliDOB: I

IO OB B Fcmale, African-American

I < ale, African-American, [INEEEEEN"
< ale, African-American, one year of age on the

ALLEGATIONS*

Officer Allegation Finding/
Recommendation

Officer It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00

I p.m., at | A <. in the alley, Officer N

I

1.

Directed profanity at [EENEEEEE:tating

words to the effect, “Bitch move the fucking car
back”;

Not Sustained

Intentionally covered her nameplate while

B s on the phone with the “911”

requesting police assistance;

Not Sustained

Intentionally crashed the Department vehicle she
was driving into a vehicle occupied by I
-0 her two daughters, then ages one and
eight;

Sustained / 30-Day
Suspension

Sprayed a chemical agent upon | n

the immediate vicinity of her two daughters, then
ages one and eight, who were seated inside

I <icle.

Sustained / 30-Day
Suspension

Pointed a firearm at | ithout

justification;

Not Sustained

3 IPRA attempted to seek permission to interview |l llllllin October of 2016. On advice of counsel, Jllldeclined to permit
IR be interviewed. (Att. 154).
4 The allegations served to the named officers used the designation “PO” for Police Officer. For purposes of uniformity in this
report, the designation “PO” has been substituted for “Officer.” Outside of this edit, the allegations are written exactly as presented
to the named officers.



CIVILIAN OFFICE OF POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY

LOG #1062377

Pulled R oss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Unfounded

Took I 0 the ground;

Unfounded

Kicked - out the body;

oo

Not Sustained

Struck about the body;

Not Sustained

. Witnessed officers pul | | - oss the

hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
misconduct;

Unfounded

11.

Witnessed officers take | c the

ground and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

12.

Witnessed officers kick |- out the

body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

13.

Witnessed officers strike |- out

the body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

14.

Violated Fourth  Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer | loulled

- c'0ss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Unfounded

15.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer | took

I © the ground;

16.

Unfounded

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer | Kicked

I 0out the body;

17.

Not Sustained

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer | struck

I 0out the body;

18.

Not Sustained

Participated in the arrest of |

without legal justification to do so;

Exonerated

19.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,

without legal justification, Officer

attempted to seize the person of | NN

from her personal car;

Exonerated

20.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely

reported to Officer | TE:d/or
Officer HIIININIGEGEE'HEEE" it Ilthat the

incident was the result of a traffic stop, as
memorialized in the related Arrest and Case reports;

Unfounded

21.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely

reported to Officer | EEEEEEEEEE:d/or
Officer TN it lEhat she
repeatedly asked | or her Driver’s

License and Insurance, as memorialized in the
related Case report;

Not Sustained
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22. Violated Rule 14 when Officer | EEEfalsely

reported to Officer |- J/or
Officer NN it IElat she
was struck by I s memorialized in

the related Case report;

Not Sustained

23. Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely

reported to Officer |- J/or
Officer IIIIIINIGEGEEE'TEEE" it Ilthat she
was struck by |- nemorialized in

the related Arrest and Case reports; and

Not Sustained

24. Violated Rule 14 when Officer EEEfalsely

reported to Officer |G- d/or
Officer NG T it e

manner in which the collision occurred, as
memorialized in the related Arrest and Case reports.

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at an unknown time, at
I, - ospital, Officer NN

25. Violated Rule 14 when Officer | Eflsely

reported to then Det. NGV it
Elthat she was struck by NN

memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

26. Violated Rule 14 when Officer | EEEfalsely

reported to then Det. |G it
Ilthat she was struck by -

memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

27. Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely

reported to then Det. |GV it
Ilthat she was dragged, face down, by a car

driven by - memorialized in the

related Case Supplementary report; and

Not Sustained

28. Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Eflsely
reported to then Det. NGV it
Ilthe manner in which the collision occurred, as
memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report.

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on May 14, 2013, at approximately 9:30
p.m., at Area South, Officer | N

29. Violated Rule 14 when Officer | EEfalsely

reported to Det. NN I e
I I it Iand/or
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ASA® I :t she was struck by
I mcemorialized in the related

Case Supplementary report;

Not Sustained

30.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer | Efalsely
reported to Det. |G 'TED-
I I it Iand/or
ASA B2t she was struck by
I cemorialized in the related

Case Supplementary report; and

Not Sustained

31.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely

reported to Det. NN I De
I it Iand/or

ASA I ot she was dragged, face
first, on the ground, by a car driven by | IR

B memorialized in the related Case
Supplementary report.

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on October 13, 2015, at an unknown time,
at 2600 S. California, in the Circuit Court of Cook County,
Criminal Division, before the Honorable Judge |

I O ficer I
32.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer | EEfalsely
testified that she asked for |

Driver’s License “quite a few times”;

Not Sustained

33.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely
testified that she was struck by | NG

Not Sustained

34.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely
testified that she was struck by | IENRNEGEG

Not Sustained

35.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely
testified that she was dragged down the alley, “face
down on the ground” by a car driven by [N
I Vviolation of Rule 14;

36.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely
testified, “My face, my torso. My entire body” were
dragged on the ground by a car driven by | N

37.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely
testified that when she turned right onto Kerfoot,
she observed her “partner attempting to gain access
to the [opened] driver’s side of |
car prior to Officer |EEstriking GG
o

38.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely
testified that when she turned right onto Kerfoot,

5 ASA is an abbreviation for Assistant State’s Attorney.
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B s backed up against a car,

“apparently, she had struck a Honda Civic, which
was on that street parked’ prior to Officer | R

striking e and

Not Sustained

39. Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely
testified that when she turned right onto Kerfoot,

she “could see Ms. v as still in and out of her
car” prior to Officer | Estriking N
-

Officer IR
I

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00

p.m., at A < . in the alley, Officer |l
.

1. Witnessed Officer |EEEEEEEEC-ct
profanity at | S 2ting words to the

effect, “Bitch move the fucking car back,” and
failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

2. Witnessed Officer | tcntionally
cover her nameplate while | 2s on

the phone with “911” requesting police assistance,
and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

3. Directed profanity at [ atin0

words to the effect, “What the fuck are you reaching
for

9%

Not Sustained

4. Pointed a firearm at || NG

Not Sustained

5. Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer |Jillpointed

his firearm at I

Not Sustained

6. Witnessed Officer | tcntionally

crash the Department vehicle she was driving into a

vehicle occupied by |- d her two

daughters, then ages 1 and 8, and failed to report it
as misconduct;

Sustained / 10-Day
Suspension

7. Witnessed Officer |2y 2
chemical agent upon I the

immediate vicinity of her two daughters, then ages

1 and 8, who were seated inside ||

vehicle and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

8. Witnessed Officer | oint a firearm
at | i thout justification and failed

to report it as misconduct;

Exonerated

9. Pulled - ' 0ss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

10. Took IR © the ground;

Unfounded

11. Kicked NG ot the body;

Not Sustained

7
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12.

Struck I 2out the body;

13.

Not Sustained

Witnessed officers pull || :cross the

hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
misconduct;

Unfounded

14.

Witnessed officers take | c the

ground and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

15.

Witnessed officers kick | 2 0out the

body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

16.

Witnessed officers strike | :bout

the body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

17.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles, when,
without legal justification, Officer |Jjlloulled

I ' 0ss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

18.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles, when,
without legal justification, Officer | ltook

I © the ground.

19.

Unfounded

Violated Fourth Amendment principles, when,
without legal justification, Officer JKicked

20.

Not Sustained

Violated Fourth Amendment principles, when,
without legal justification, Officer | lstruck

21.

Not Sustained

Participated in the arrest of |

without legal justification to do so;

Exonerated

22.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely

reported to Officer | EE:d/or
Officer HIIIIININGEE ' it Ithat the

incident was the result of a traffic stop, as
memorialized in the related Arrest and Case reports;

Unfounded

23.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely

reported to Officer [T/ or
Officer NG "it ItHat
Officer NG - catcdly asked
I 01 her Driver’s License and

Insurance as memorialized in the related Case
report;

Not Sustained

24.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jfalsely

reported to Officer |- J/or
Officer it et

Officer NN 25 struck by I
I:s memorialized in the related Case report;

25.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jfalsely
reported to Officer | EE-d/or
Officer | it It

8
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Officer I /25 struck by I
s memorialized in the related Case report;

and

Not Sustained

26.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jfalsely

reported to Officer | EE:"d/or
Officer IS TN it e

manner in which the collision occurred, as
memorialized in the related Arrest and Case reports.

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:14
p.m., at | o the street, Officer [N

217.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jfalsely

reported to Det. B d Det.
I I it It he
and Officer |GGG :stured to I

I back up, I oVe toward
them, flashed her high beam lights and beeped her

horn, as memorialized in the related Case
Supplementary report;

Not Sustained

28.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jfalsely

reported to Det. | B d Det.
I it ot
I, s truck Officer |G-

memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

29.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely

reported to Det. IR BE:d Det.
I A it ot
I, s truck Officer

as memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

30.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely

reported to Det. | NN B Det.
I T it I hat
Officerr NI B ooked like
“tumbleweed” as she flipped around while being
dragged by the car driven by |-
memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

31.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely

reported to Det. | NN EE:d Det.
I I it e
manner in which the collision occurred, as
memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained
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32.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jfalsely

reported to Det. |G 'TED-
I it Iand/or
ASA B ot Officer N
B 2s dragged underneath the driver’s side
door of the car driven by NG
memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report; and

Not Sustained

33.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely

reported to Det. NGB <.
I I it [and/or
ASA B2t he did not observe
Officer I ischarge pepper-spray
while on Kerfoot, as memorialized in the related
Case Supplementary report.

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on October 15, 2015, at an unknown time,
at 2600 S. California, in the Circuit Court of Cook County,
Criminal Division, before the Honorable Judge I

I Officer I
34.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely
testified that Officer | 2s struck

“with a closed fist and about her face and body

area” by I

35.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |JEfalsely

testified that he observed |
“grabbed with her left hand my partner [Officer

B hcr vest area” and travel in

reverse at a “‘very high rate of speed”;

Not Sustained

36.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely

testified that he observed Officer | N
being dragged by a car driven by | NN

and

Not Sustained

37.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely
testified that he observed | EEEEEGEGC:"

exit the alley and strike a parked car and then

observed “someone” crash into || G

car.

Not Sustained

38.

It is alleged that on December 9, 2016, at approximately
11:11 a.m., at 1615 W. Chicago Ave., at IPRA, during a
statement, Officer |

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jjjjilifalsely stated

that Officer | 25 dragged by a car
driven by | der the carriage,

“like a tumbleweed going down an open area”; and

Not Sustained

10
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39.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jjjilifalsely stated
that he observed Officer | <"

OII

ffi

)
@D
=

Officer

OI

ffi

O I
o
®
@

ffi

I
)
@
=

et.

o) % % o)
(@]

D

) I

Not Sustained

punched about the face by |G

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00
p.m., at | o the street, these accused

Department members:

1. Pulled IEEEEEE: c'oss the hood of a parked
vehicle; Unfounded
2. Took I © the ground; Unfounded
3. _Kicked I out the body; Unfounded
4. Struck IIIEEGEGEGEE: out the body; Unfounded
5. Witnessed officers pull | EEEEEE:c'oss the
hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
misconduct; Unfounded
6. Witnessed officers take | ©c the
ground and failed to report it as misconduct; Unfounded
7. Witnessed officers kick |- out the
body and failed to report it as misconduct; Unfounded
8. Witnessed officers strike |- out
the body and failed to report it as misconduct; Unfounded
9. Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer [insert name]
pulled ' oss the hood of a parked
vehicle; Unfounded
10. Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer [insert name]
took | © the ground; Unfounded
11. Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer [insert name]
Kicked about the body; Unfounded
12. Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer [insert name]
struck | out the body; and Unfounded
13. Participated in the arrest of | | Exonerated
without legal justification to do so. (Officer 1IN
and Officer N
Unfounded
(remaining
officers)

11
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Sgt. I
I

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00

p.m., at I o the street, Sgt.
N

1.

Pulled |- cross the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

Took I 0 the ground;

Unfounded

Kicked - out the body;,

Not Sustained

Struck I 2out the body;

Not Sustained

530 Bl Bl I

Witnessed officers pull | EEEEE:c'oss the

hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
misconduct;

Unfounded

Witnessed officers take | ©c the

ground and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

Witnessed officers kick | -0t the

body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Witnessed officers strike |- out

the body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,

without legal justification, Sgt. | I u!!ed
I c0ss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

10.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Sgt. | ook
I 0 the ground;

Unfounded

11.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Sgt. | K cked

I 0out the body;

Not Sustained

12.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Sgt. | EEEEEEstruck

I 0out the body; and

Not Sustained

13.

Participated in the arrest of |

without legal justification to do so.

Exonerated

Officer

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00

p.m., at I o the street, Sgt. I
I

1.

Pulled R c' oss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

2.

Took I 0 the ground;

Unfounded

w

Kicked NG out the body;

Not Sustained

Struck |- out the body;

Unfounded

12
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Witnessed officers pull || EEEE:cross the

hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
misconduct;

Unfounded

Witnessed officers take [N tc the

ground and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

Witnessed officers kick | SN2 0out the

body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Witnessed officers strike |- bout

the body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,

without legal justification, Officer | N
pulled - C'oss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

10.

Violated Fourth  Amendment principles when,

without legal justification, Officer | N
took I  the ground;

Unfounded

11.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer |
Kicked I out the body;

Not Sustained

12.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer |
struck | out the body; and

Not Sustained

13.

Participated in the arrest of [N

without legal justification to do so.

Exonerated

V.

APPLICABLE RULES AND LAWS

RULES & DIRECTIVES

1.
2.

N

Rule 1: Violation of any law or ordinance.

Rule 2: Any action or conduct which impedes the Department’s efforts to achieve its
policy and goals or brings discredit upon the Department.

Rule 3: Any failure to promote the Department’s efforts to implement its policy or

accomplish its

goals.

Rule 5: Failure to perform any duty.

Rule 6: Disobedience of an order or directive, whether written or oral.

Rule 8: Disrespect to or maltreatment of any person, while on or off duty.

Rule 9: Engaging in any unjustified verbal or physical altercation with any person, while

on or off duty.

13
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8. Rule 13: Failure to adequately secure and care for Department property.
9. Rule 14: Making a false report, written or oral.

10. Rule 22: Failure to report to the Department any violation of Rules and Regulations or
any other improper conduct which is contrary to the policy, orders or directives of the
Department.

11. General Order 08-01-02: Specific Responsibilities Regarding Allegations of
Misconduct, Effective Date: March 17, 2013

12. General Order 03-02-02: Force Options, Effective Date: May 16, 2012
13. General Order 03-02: Use of Force Guidelines, Effective Date: October 1, 2002
14. General Order 03-02-01: The Use of Force Model, Effective Date: May 16, 2012

15. General Order 03-03-01: Emergency Vehicle Operations- Pursuits, Effective Date:
June 1, 2003

V. INVESTIGATIONS®
A. Interviews, Criminal Trial Testimony & Civil Suit Depositions

a. Complainant Statement

1. I
IPRA Statement Date: June 1, 20167

According to llllllon the night of the incident she drove home and turned left into the
alley behind her home and honked her horn. After she did, she observed Officers |Jiljland
ICPD car with no sirens. [Jllllstopped, waved, and with her head out the window said
hello and that she lived right there. In response, Officer |Jllllesked Ihy she had her high
beams on. In realizing the officer was right, [Jlllllarologized, turned off her high beams, and
explained that she accidentally turned her high beams on when she activated her blinker as she
attempted to pull into her driveway.

Officer iU mped out of the car and began cursing at | llicalling her a bitch and
telling her to move her fucking car back. |Jilloecame scared, prompting her to lock her doors,
roll up her windows and dial 911. |jlllorovided her information and location to the dispatcher
and then hung up to call some of her neighbors. When none answered, she called 911 again and
asked them to send the police and a lieutenant.

Officer oW stood at her car door threatening | lllvwhich lre'ayed to the
dispatcher. |llllllhad her cell phone connected to her car’s speakers and stated Officer | R
could hear it even with the windows rolled-up. [ lillladded that she knew this because when the

6 COPA conducted a thorough and complete investigation. The following is a summary of the material evidence gathered and
relied upon in our analysis.
7 Atts. 84 and 85.

14
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dispatcher asked her for the officer’s name, Officer | litook her hand and covered up her
name. Still able to see her badge number, | llllorovided it to the dispatcher.

Officer N :sked I (or her driver’s license. [ lllout her finger up and said,
one minute. She then cracked her window down in preparation of giving her driver’s license to the
officer. As she went to get the license from her purse, Officer |Jjllasked her what the fuck she
was reaching for. [Jiilliooked up and saw Officer JJJjillwith his firearm pointed at her. | R
raised her hands up. | lithen looked at Officer | lllland saw that she had pushed a
stick/object through the opening of the driver’s side window. Officer | illultimately unlocked
the door.

After Officer |JJllluniocked the door, the officer immediately pulled on it, causing
o grab the door. This resulted in a situation with both |Jiililland Officer | pu!ling
the door towards them. |Jlllllrepeatedly said no and asked Officer | lito let it go. To get to
safety, |Jlllreversed her car out of the alley. | iilimaintained that Officer | llvwas never
positioned on the inside of the door; rather, the door was always between them. She also
maintained that neither she nor | ltouched Officer |\ hen I cversed her
vehicle out of the alley [llllllsaw Officer |Jfall, jump back up and start chasing her. After
exiting the alley, |Jlllu!timately came to a stop in front of her and her neighbor’s home where
she said she did not hit anything with her vehicle.

Officer amed into the front of | car, pushing it into a parked car. | R
got out of her car and called for her neighbors to come look, stating that the police are trying to
kill her and her children. On Officer | instruction, [Jcxited the car and went to a
neighbor.

More police cars began arriving on scene. When they arrived, |Jillremembered hearing
a female say she dragged me with her fucking car which confused | lllIVVhen lllheard this,
she felt something wet on her face as her eyes began to burn. At the same time, [Jilijhad been
turning around towards the back seat where she had been trying to get || IINEEEE entually,
I c2lized Officer | had pepper-sprayed her. |Jllnext heard a male instructing her
to get out of the car and put her fucking hands up. This instruction was the first time that night in
which she received a command indicating she was under arrest. |Jilloot out of her car with her
hands straight in the air. Officers then grabbed |Jlloy the hair and the back of her shirt and
pulled/dragged her across the hood of the parked car. Officers then threw |Jjiliito the ground and
began hitting and beating her. While |JJililjwas face down on the ground, officers began kicking
her in the head and hitting her on her back and the back of her legs. | ESKirt tore off due to
the intensity of the beating. Subsequently, [Jllillwas handcuffed and placed in a police car.
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2. HEECivil Deposition®
Date: July 24, 2017°

The following summary highlights clarifying, differing or additional material statements
by I ated neither she nor the officers made a gesturing motion with their hands for
either to back up from the alley that night. If the officers had asked or gestured for her to back up
that night she would have. She estimated Officer |Jjjjilifexited the police car a couple seconds after
Officer - !!cd 911 in response to Officer | lllicalling her a bitch. | llicalled
911 when Officer | lllas at her car. Officer | llllllasked llfor her driver’s license
probably after |Jjilihad told 911 she wanted a lieutenant. When Officer |Jjjilildrew his firearm
and asked [ what the fuck she was reaching for, |Jllraised both her hands and said
nothing. [lldenied that either her or | Purposefully or unintentionally unlocked the
door. Jllllldescribed the object used by Officer | lllto open her driver’s side door as possibly
a type of stick but could not remember further descriptive details. |Jjjiillstated her driver’s side
door only opened once she reversed out of the alley. She elaborated that it became open when she
no longer could hold onto it. Officer | fe!! when Jlocoan reversing her car. Once on
Kerfoot, |Jllllstated officers threw her to the ground and hit her all over the body (stomped and
kicked). She recalled being struck with an object that felt like a bat or something similar.

b. Civilian Witnesses

1. I
IPRA Statement Date: September 27, 2016*°

On the night of the incident | (I 2d been working on a car in front of
I ome when he noticed lllldrive into the alley behind her home. A short while later,
IO :cked out of the alley at an estimated speed of ten miles per hour with her driver’s side
door open. To avoid a collision with | llllllicar, IEIlllmoved the car he had been working on
onto the grass. |l car then struck the parked car just behind where | ilihad been working.
I card Ilscreaming and yelling and additional officers then began to arrive on scene.
From approximately twenty feet away, | llsaw officers pepper-spray Jlland physically
remove her from the area between the vehicles by lifting her up by her shoulders. | lllappeared
incoherent and scared. Jdid not see |being physical towards the officers; although
o vessed I ay have been yelling. Ildid not observe any officers strike |
with a baton, throw her to the ground, kick her or maltreat her in any way. Additionally, | I
did not see JJllldrag anyone with her car nor hear any officer at the scene discussing having
been dragged by her car.

8 Docket entry on August 10, 2018 indicates that the parties reported the case as settled. (See Attachment 372.) As of September
19, 2018, the settlement agreement is pending approval from the Chicago City Council. (See Attachment 373).

% See Attachment 338.

10 See Attachments 124 (audio) and 163 (transcript).
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2. I N
IPRA Statement Date: October 12, 2016

I I 2 been outside in front of his home with [N I
(I d a few other people when Jlllldrove into the alley. |} IR eard IYe!ling

that someone was trying to kill her. |Jlllreversed out of the alley at an estimated rate of speed
of less than five miles per hour with her doors closed. A female uniformed officer ran alongside
the driver’s side of | lllcar with her firearm out. He did not see |Jjiilldrag a female officer
with her car. When officers pulled |Jjjilllonto the parked car’s hood, JJlis!id off and hit the
ground. He did not see any officers throw |Jjjiilifonto the ground.

3. I N
IPRA Statement Date: October 12, 20162

As RS2t with 1l o Il B ront porch, Jlliheard someone screaming
for help from the alley behind |l ho™e. Jthen saw [reverse from the alley and

on to Kerfoot Ave. with her vehicles doors closed. Since he could hear her screaming, I
believed [ vwindows were down. Along with |} IIEEEEEEstarted running towards
I ome. He stopped at her gate when a male officer came running from the alley towards
Kerfoot Ave. calling for backup. |lllllscreamed for help, stating they are trying to kill me.
I cCar stopped when the police rammed into her, caused | llcar to be pushed into
I :rked car. While he did not observe |Jllllresist being removed from an area in-between
the vehicles, JJlllrecalled the officers telling | lto stop resisting and [ llresponding that
she was not. After pulling |lllifrom the car, the officers threw |Jilillonto the ground and
handcuffed her. In follow up questions, [llllistated |S!id off the car and that the officers
did not try to help her up. JJllldid not observe any officer kick | lliithough Jlllindicated
officers, maybe one or two, punched [Jlllwhile she was still in her car.

c. Witness Officer

1. Detective I
IPRA Statement Date: April 26, 20173

Det. I B /<t to the hospital to check on Officer | ll|land never
went to the scene. As she recalled, Officer | llllldc meanor during the interview at the hospital

was calm and relaxed. |Jlllacknowledged that she did not know whether Officer | lhad
been given medication that may have sedated or calmed her prior to the interview. |Jjililestimated
she spoke with the officer for no longer than fifteen minutes and did not recall anyone else being
present during the interview. Finally, |illreferred the IPRA Investigator to her report for details
of her interview with [N

11 See Attachments 135 (audio) and 165 (transcript).
12 See Attachments 143 (audio) and 167 (transcript).
13 See Attachments 306 (audio) and 313 (transcript).
14 See Attachment 337, FCRL 000096-000097.
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d. Accused Officers

1. Sergeant IEEENEGN
IPRA Statement Date: January 12, 20171°

After hearing multiple 10-1 calls over the radio, Sgt. | N NN Sgt. A ove to
the scene. Upon arrival, he ran over to Jjjililand assisted officers in placing |JJilifinto custody.
Sot. IIon!y used necessary force to lift JJllillup and place her onto the hood. And, he did
not believe his use of force required completion of a Tactical Response Report (“TRR”). Sgt.
ICd not take any action to prevent | lifrom the hood to the ground.

Officer |2 peared dazed and confused with bugged-out eyes and a glassy look with
dirt on her face and uniform, and it appeared that she had drag marks on her uniform. Sgt. | Il
requested an ambulance and went with Officer |JJjilifto the hospital. He remembered being told,
either by Officer | lllllcr Officer Jlllisomething to the effect of | lfhad run over or

dragged Officer | NN

Regarding the first allegation made against him of whether he pulled |Jllacross the
hood of the parked car, Sgt. |Jillanswered that he lifted [Jillonto the hood of the parked car
to aid officers in placing her into custody. Sgt. |Jllldenied witnessing any officer pull |
across the hood of the parked car and failing to report said action as misconduct. He denied
observing any officers take |Jjiliito the ground. Finally, Sgt. |Illlllpreparing any reports relative
to her arrest or the incident.

2. Detective Michele IIIIIINEEN
IPRA Statement Date: February 16, 20171°

Det. I <c2!led being informed that Officer | llihad been dragged by a car
and may have been injured. She believed Officer |Jlilland possibly a sergeant provided her with
this information. After speaking with Officer | D <t. IIEEEEchccked on I ho
she characterized as upset. She remembered | asking her if she was the police officer that
her mom ran over and if her mom was dead. |l !so said she hated the police because the
police put a case on her dad. Det. | EEEECid not engage much further with | I She
added that she did not intend to have a conversation with her at that time; however, | I
asked her questions, so she responded.

Det. | ic\ed the video recovered from the church.’” She detailed that the
video showed [Jlllicar coming out of the alley in an erratic manner with Officer |Jilirunning
towards it. She also observed a shadow, now known to be Officer |l The officers’ police
car is also seen driving out of the alley. The video from the church did not depict the alley. She
answered that the POD video footage depicted similar footage as the church’s video as they are
positioned in a similar area. Det. | B ldenied all allegations served upon her.

15 See Attachments 181 (audio) and 187 (transcript).

16 See Attachments 255 (audio) and 263 (transcript).

17 CPD recovered video from Live Full Gospel Ministries located at 661 W. 83 Street, inventoried under #12911643. CPD
informed COPA that the inventoried item had been turned over to the SAO. (See Attachment 347).
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3. Officer NG
IPRA Statement Date: March 8, 20178

Officer IIEEEGEGEGE  Officer I cc2lcd Officer |Jlllcalling over the radio
that Officer [ lllvas being dragged. Upon arrival, Officer | lllobserved officers trying

to remove Jlfrom an area in-between some vehicles. In reviewing the ICC video footage, the
officer identified himself as the officer wearing plainclothes trying to lift | ilililiiFrom the video,
it appeared to him that he had her legs. Based on |Jjjilllheavier body type, Officer | I ost
grip of [l cgs and she fell. He denied that any officer dropped or pushed [Jllifto the
ground. He did not believe he assisted in handcuffing O fficer |dId not observe
injuries on @ or did he hear her complain of any.

Following the incident, Officer |Jllllooked scared, upset and traumatized. Officer
ICid not notice any visible injuries to Officer | llinor did he hear her complain of
any. Other than asking Officers o I f they were okay, he did not remember having
further conversation with the officers.

4. Officer IIEIEGE
IPRA Statement Date: January 31, 201719

Officer | Officer I <! IE:fter officers removed her from
Icar and primarily focused on her. Though | llarrest report recorded that she

searched Jlllshe had no recollection of doing so. Officer |Jilldenied the allegations served
upon her.

5. Officer NG
IPRA Statement Date: January 19, 201720

By the time Officer | Officer I rived on scene with his partner
Officer I Officer e scene had already been secured with Officer | N
and Jin ambulances. He and Officer |Jilicompleted the arrest report and the Original Case
Incident Report (“OCIR”), respectively. He stated Officer [Jjjiillspoke with Officer | lland
he could not recall if he spoke with Officer | lllOfficer Jllldenied all allegations served
upon him. He stated his only involvement in [JJjjilillarrest was his authoring of her arrest report,
which he said was based upon information related to Officer |y Officer N

6. Officer NG
IPRA Statement Date: January 26, 2017

Officer | lllliconfirmed that he spoke with Officer |Jjilfon scene, though he could not
independently recall the conversation. He did not recall with whom else he spoke with. He affirmed

18 See Attachments 268 (audio) and 273 (transcript).
19 See Attachments 219 (audio) and 222 (transcript).
20 See Attachments 190 (audio) 221 (transcript).

21 See Attachments 214 (audio) and 216 (transcript).
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that the OCIR reflects information he received from Officer | lOfficer lrclated that
Officer | arpeared shaken up and not normal. Officer
denied all allegations.

7. Officer N 1t IPRA Statement
April 26, 201772

At the time of Officer | first statement, she had been served allegations #1-18. In
summary, immediately after their cars met “head-on” in the alley, Officer |JJjjillbelieved she
and Officer |llllowered their windows and she motioned with her hand for |Jjjilito move her
car back. Officer | lldid not know if Officer |JJilldid the same. Officer | lldid not
recall saying anything to |Jllat that time and was not sure if Officer [jjjjillsaid anything either.
After waiting a minute for [Jjjililiitc move her car, which she did not, the officers then exited their
vehicle. Additionally, Officer |Jlllithought JJlllllhad honked her horn at some point before
the officers exited their vehicle. Also, | llliflashed her high beams for less than a second when
I 2 met the officer’s car in the alley.

The officers exited their car with the intention of asking |Jilito move her car back. As
Officer I 2pproached the driver’s side of | ce", IIIro!led-up her window and
locked the doors. | J It in the backseat. After rolling up her window, IR
told Officer | she was calling 911, a lieutenant and her neighbors. Officer | llldid not
know if [lwas on a speakerphone but did see |Jlllon her cell phone. During this time,
Officer I d not conversate with | lllout remembered Jlsaying police are scary.

At some point, Officer | llasked JIfor her driver’s license and insurance, which
IO id not answer. The officer did not attempt additional communication. She further clarified
that to the best of her knowledge she believed she asked |Jllfor her driver’s license and
insurance after | lllindicated she was calling for a lieutenant.

When asked if |JJiiliihad committed any traffic violations, Officer | illresponded at
that time, no. Neither she nor Officer |Jjilldirected any profanity towards O fficer
I d not recall covering up her star or nameplate; however, it is common practice for her
to either place her hands in or on her vest as officers are taught to never put their hands in their
pockets. While she felt it is more likely than not that she did this, she could not remember for sure.

After a couple minutes of [Jlilloeing on her cell phone, and no verbal communication
with O fficer Jcalled for a sergeant. A couple minutes later, | lllput the cell
phone down and motioned with her finger as if to say wait. [JJjjiliithen reached over towards the
passenger side of the vehicle where Officer |Jjlllicould no longer see |hands. At this
point, Officer | lun-holstered her firearm, pointed it at [Jililland asked to sec | N
hands. Officer | lldid so because she could not see what |Jjilfwas reaching for or generally
what she was doing. Officer | lllifurther explained that when |Jjllreached over she had
been acting bizarre/odd and never indicated that she was getting her driver’s license and insurance.
At the time, Officer |JJllldid not consider that [ llilmay have moved to get her driver’s
license and insurance. She described | llllmovements as turning her back with her hands

22 See Attachments 292 (audio) and 293 (transcript).
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down. At the time |Jlimade these movements, Officer |Jllloclieved Officer |Jlljoined
her at the driver’s side of | car.

IR hen jumped from the rear of the vehicle into | ap. Officer N ext
opened [l driver’s side door. Having stated earlier that she heard [Jjilillock the doors,

Officer | llspeculated the driver’s side door became unlocked because | llsomehow
unlocked the door or caused the door to unlock when she joined her mom in the front seat. Upon
being able to open the driver’s side door, Officer |JJjjjillre-holstered her firearm.

Officer Jl-ttcmpted to gain control of [ llarms or hands by placing her hands
inside the car. As she reached in the car, JJjillswatted and smacked away at Officer | NN
I |so struck Officer At the same time that | lihad, but she did not know if it was
with an open hand or closed fist nor did she remember the amount of times. When |JJlllstruck
her, Officer |s!iohtly fell forward followed by [Jlllorabbing hold of the back of Officer
I st Officer JEthen observed JlMoving to put the car into gear. But before
she could react, llllcar began moving. She does not believe she made any motions to defend
herself during this time.

Just after | put her car into gear, Officer | llvas dragged down the alley. Officer
I id not recall how long lheld onto her vest, and only realized that [Jjjilijhad driven
in reverse once she became free from the car. The next thing she remembered was getting up,
looking down the alley, and watching | lllllcar reversing out the alley as Officer |Jjilichased
after the car. She did not know if her face met the cement pavement area of the alley. Officer
I clieved she had been dragged approximately fifty feet. She did not know how she got
free.

After getting up, she went to her police car. She decided to get in their police car to try and
catch up to [ lbecause she did not know if | llwould continue to drive or what was
happening. When Officer |Jllldrove out of the alley, and with |Jllstill in her car, Officer
Idccided to make contact with | jllllcar. Officer | lbclicved Icar wWas
moving when she made that decision. When asked why she decided to make contact with |
car while it was still in motion knowing that two minors were in the car, she responded:

I had just remembered thinking that [JJllihad just used that car
as a deadly weapon, and | didn’t want her using it again. I didn’t
know if her intentions were to continue to leave, or -- | decided to
make contact with her car so that she couldn’t use it in furtherance
of what she had just done.?®

Officer | vas unsure of how fast she had been driving when she made contact with
I cC:. As this was happening, Officer |llloe!lieved that Officer |Jjilicontinued to run
towards the incident. The contact initiated by Officer | llllpushed Jlcar into a parked
car.

23 See Attachment 293, pg. 87.
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Once out of her police car, | iillldirected OC spray at JJllllmmediately before doing
so, she said |llllhad been going in and out of the driver’s side of her car. Officer | R
characterized [JJllllas an active resister and an assailant such that JJjjiilifhad just dragged her
down an alley and utilized her car as a weapon. When she first discharged her OC spray | I
body was not in the car. As she continued to discharge her OC spray, | limoved toward the
inside of the car. Officer | lldid not believe the OC spray affected or made contact with
I ccause Jlcontinued to actively resist by going in and out of her car. Officer | R
was unsure if she considered [Jllllichildren when she decided to discharge her OC spray.
Furthermore, as Officer | llldischarged her OC spray, no jokes were being made, and there
was no reason for Officer |Jjlfto have smiled or laughed. Not knowing what | limay have
been reaching for, Officer | llun-holstered her firearm and told |Jjjiiliito stop resisting and
show her hands.

Officer |l cither observed nor was involved in | lllllphysical arrest. Other than
being placed into an ambulance a couple minutes later, she did not have further memory of on
scene events. She does not know if she or someone else provided information to Officers | N
and Jlto author the associated OCIR and arrest report. She did not realize she had been injured
until she was at the hospital. Because of the incident, she incurred cuts to her face, a broken rib,
bruises and attended physical therapy for six weeks.

Officer |Jstated that what occurred was not a traffic stop, and she does not know
why the associated arrest and case reports listed the incident as such. She further does not know if
she told any CPD members that the incident arose out of a traffic stop. Per the OCIR’s narrative,
Istruck a parked car and attempted to flee the scene. When asked if she observed this, she
answered that it was possible. She did not remember if she ever told any CPD members that |
attempted to flee the scene after striking a parked car.

Officer |2 ffirmed she had never been trained to use her police car to make contact
with another car. She does not believe there is a CPD policy regarding permissibility of using a
car to make contact with another car. She did not consider stopping her car at an angle in front of
IC: rather than striking it.

8. Officer I 2"° IPRA Statement
June 30, 20172

This statement centered on allegations #19-39, which included Rule 14 allegations. Upon
reviewing the applicable Detective Supplementary Reports, Officer | llistood by the written
summary of what she is attributed with telling the reporting detectives, except for the sentence:
I 2 tcs IIlCar stopped when it became wedged between cars, being unable to move
forward or in reverse.”?® Officer | llldid not remember having a conversation with Det. |
about this, adding that she vaguely remembered speaking with her.

24 See Attachments 324 (audio) and 331 (transcript).
%5 See Attachment 331, pg. 7.
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Officer |2!so stood by her testimony in criminal court on June 3, 2013. The IPRA
investigator proceeded to question Officer | llon identified discrepancies between her
statement to IPRA on April 26, 2017 and her testimony in criminal court.

STATEMENT 12627

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

Direct Examination®®

Q. I rolled down my passenger side window and motioned my hand to tell her to move back.
[...]

A. [...] I made the gesturing motion quite a few times. At that point, Ms. Jlliflashed her high
beams at us and beeped her horn.

Q. How many times do you recall hearing the horn beep?

A. Once.

Q. After hearing that horn beep, what did you decide to do?

A. We decided to exit our vehicle to see what was going on and to ask her to move her vehicle back.

Cross Examination®

Q. What was she doing while you were motioning back?

Q. Atone point she flashed her high beams at us and in another she beeped her horn.
[...]

Q. And did your partner ask her or did you ask her to turn off those high beams?

A. | believe I did when | approached the vehicle.

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

I onked her horn when she noticed Officers | lllllland IIIlcar coming down
the alley towards hers. Once they met “head-on”, |Jjjliflashed her high beams for a couple
seconds and then turned them off. Subsequently, Officers | o] I J At in
their respective cars for a minute or so with nothing happening. After a minute or so elapsed,
Officer | o!led her window down and motioned for |Jjlifito move back. Officer | N
then exited her car and approached [N

Officer Janswered that the statements sounded the same, and she stood by what she
said in court and in her first IPRA statement. She added that it is clear in the video that she and
Officer Jlsat in the car for a minute or so, contending that it is not inconsistent.

% See Attachment 331, pgs. 10-13.

27 The following boxed summaries, excluding the court testimonies, are included as primarily directed by the IPRA Investigator to
Officer Jduring the statement.

28 See Attachment 130, pgs. 25-26, pg. 29 of the overall PDF.

29 See Attachment 130, pgs. 70-71; pgs. 74-75 of the overall PDF.
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STATEMENT 2%:

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

IPRA investigator’s understanding of Officer || lllCourt Testimony: The IPRA
investigator told Officer | llithat Officer |l court testimony led her to believe that
the incident that night arose from a traffic stop.

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

When directly asked whether this incident was a traffic stop, Officer |Jjllsaid she
would say no and she did not know why the associated arrest and OCIRs documented it as a
traffic stop. She does not know if she at some point told the officers or detectives that it had been
a traffic stop. Nor did she know whether she informed anyone that the incident did not arise out
of a traffic stop.3

Officer Jstood by her answers in her April 26, 2017 statement to IPRA.

STATEMENT 3%

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

Cross Examination®:

Q. And did your partner ask her or did you ask her to turn off those high beams?
A. I believe I did when | approached the vehicle.

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

I f|ashed her high beams for a couple of seconds and turned them off before Officer
- proached At her car.

When asked to explain, Officer | lllanswered that regardless if she asked | to
turn off her lights or if she did so on her own, |Jliturned her high beams on and off. The IPRA
investigator pointed to the discrepancy as to when [Jlllcomplied, i.e., before or after Officer

- proached car. Officer esponded that |liturned them off before
she and Officer |Jlllapproached the car.

30 See Attachment 331, pg. 12.

31 See Attachment 293, pgs. 117-118.

32 See Attachment 331, pgs. 13-14.

33 See Attachment 130, pg. 71; pg. 75 of the overall PDF.
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STATEMENT 4%

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

Direct Examination®®:

When you first approached the driver’s side of the defendant’s car, what did you see happen?

I saw her roll up the window and | heard her lock the door.

Did those things happen at the same time?

Yes, pretty much.

As that happened, what did you saw[sic]?

At that point, | asked Ms. |Jlllllifor her to move her vehicle back and she told us to move our

vehicle back.

[-.].

At what point did you ask for her driver’s license?

As this went on, | asked her do you have a license and insurance. She said, no. And at that point,

she had rolled the window down about half an inch and then rolled it back up.

[...]

A. How long were these requests and this conversation regarding her driver’s license and
insurance? How long was that going on?

A. | believe it went on for about seven minutes.

>0 >0 >0

>0

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

When she initially went to [ illllcar, she observed her roll up her driver’s side window
and heard her lock her doors. |lllimmediately went on her cell phone saying she was calling
911 and asking for a lieutenant. She proceeded to ask |Jlllfor her driver’s license and
insurance. Jllcid not respond. No further communication occurred aside from asking her
requesting [ llldriver’s license.

Officer |Jstood by her initial statement to IPRA, stating there was basically no
conversation between them other than her asking for her driver’s license and for her to move her
car back. She affirmed no conversation took place after |Jjjiilisaid no.

STATEMENT 5%:

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

Direct Examination®’:

A. As those minutes went on, Ms. [Jllimotioned her finger with her index finger and looked in
our direction and said, wait. She then reached what looked like either between the seats or
underneath | could not see her hands at that time. | was — My partner and | both fearing for our
safety withdrew our weapons and told her — we re screaming and shouting at her to let me see
your hands.

34 See Attachment 331, pgs. 14-15.

3 See Attachment 130, pg. 27; pg. 31 of the overall PDF.

36 See Attachment 331, pgs. 15-16.

37 See Attachment 130, pgs. 30-34; pgs. 34-38 of the overall PDF.
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[.]

The adolescent, | 2 in the back seat and at that point jumped into the driver’s
side seat.

Did you attempt to enter the defendant’s car?

. At that point, | attempted to open Ms. |- oor.

Q. Why did you do that?

A. Because her hands were not visible. The situation was escalating. I feared for my partner’s safety
as well as my safety, and | was just going to try to attempt at that time to place her into custody
and get her hands where | could see them.

[.-].
Q. Were you struck?
A. Yes.

Q. By Ms. IEand I

>0 >

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

As she waited for a supervisor to arrive, she witnessed [JJlililmove her hands inside the
car. In response, she un-holstered her firearm and told |Jjiliito show her hands. When she tried

to get control of | llhands, JIstruck her. She did not know where | llllhad been
located when |JlIstruck her.

Officer stood by her initial statement to IPRA, stating she believed the IPRA

investigator asked her where | llas when that happened to which she responded she did
not know.

STATEMENT 6%:

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

Direct Examination®®:

A. When she put the car in reverse, | was then dragged down the alley face down.

Q. i\s{he car was moving was the defendant still holding on the back of your shirt and vest?

g.. z(t?;.the Court). Where were you at this time on the ground or standing next to the inside of the
?

A (I:E\:\;alls face down on the ground.

Q. 6Vh{31t was the terrain over which you were being dragged? What did it consist of?

A. It was next to a chain-link fence with dirt.

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

She did not know her body’s positioning when [ jjillcar dragged her.

38 See Attachment 331, pgs. 16-18.
39 See Attachment 130, pgs. 35-36; pgs. 39-40 of the overall PDF.
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Officer |lstood by her initial statement to IPRA, stating that she did not know the
positioning of her body while she was being dragged by | lllicar. She knew she had been
dragged facedown for a period. When the IPRA Investigator pointed out that her criminal
testimony had been more specific than her first IPRA statement, she disagreed, elaborating that
she was citing where on her body she had been injured. In reviewing the statements again, she
answered that both were correct.

STATEMENT 7%

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

Direct Examination*':

When you got to the mouth of the alley, what direction did you go next?

I turned right onto Kerfoot Avenue.

What did you see when you turned right on to [sic] Kerfoot?

| saw Ms. i her white Lexus and | saw my partner attempting to gain access to the driver’s
side of that car.

Was the driver’s side door open or closed at that point?

It was open.

Was the defendant backed up against anything?

She was — She had — | did not see this part, but she apparently had struck a Honda Civic which
was on that street parked.

As you were approaching that scene what did you decide to do?

| decided to — When | was driving | could see Ms. |Jllllwas still in and out of her vehicle and at
that point | decided to strike her vehicle?

Why did you decide to strike the vehicle?

Due to the way she was acting | knew that that vehicle needed to be taken out of the equation so
that it couldn’t be used as a weapon and so that we could gain control of the situation.

>O>»0 >»O0>0

>0 >0

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

As she drove out of the alley, she saw | lllcar still in motion. Based on this
observation, she made the decision to strike the front of [ lilillcar which then caused her car to
strike the parked car. When she struck ||jjjjjiillcar, Officer |Jllstill was | R

Officer |c'ated her court testimony is correct. Officer | llioelieved N
struck the parked car and then pushed further into it after Officer | llmade contact with
I cC:. Additionally, she added that if she is not mistaken, the ICC video footage shows that
IC:r had slightly struck the parked car before she struck the front of || car.

40 See Attachment 331, pgs. 18-19.
41 See Attachment 130, pgs. 38-39; pgs. 42-43 of the overall PDF.
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STATEMENT 8%

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

Cross Examination®®:

And when you opened the door, where was this 8-year-old?

In her mother’s — still next to her mother on her lap or in that vicinity.

Okay. So, when you opened the door, you said my client grabbed you; is that correct?
First, | was struck and then | was grabbed. Yes.

Where were you struck?

About the face.

All right. And you said by the 8-year-old; is that correct?

By both Ms. |Jllllland her daughter.

>0 >O0>O0 >0

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

When she opened the driver’s side door, [JJllstruck her. She did not know |
positioning.**.

When asked to explain, Officer | lllreferred to her first statement.

STATEMENT 9:#

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

Cross Examination®®:

A. When | was standing next to Ms. [Jlllland the door was open, after | was struck in the face, I
attempted to almost kind of move my body to the right. [ wasn’t technically inside the vehicle, but
| was struck somewhat down.

Q. You were struck down. What do you mean that you were struck down?

A. When they struck me in the face, | was somewhat pushed down. Pushed further.
Q. Pushed further down?

A. Yes.

Q. So down towards the ground, right?

A. Yes

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

She said she was pushed forward to the ground due to Jlllstriking her.

42 See Attachment 331, pg. 31.

43 See Attachment 130, pg. 83; pg. 87 of the overall PDF.

44 At this point when Officer | llmade this statement, she did not mention that | llllstruck her, and she was not asked
directly. However, later in her statement, Officer | lllresponds affirmatively/confirms that | llstruck her. (See
Attachment 293, pgs. 64-65 and 121-122).

4 See Attachment 331, pg. 31-32.

46 See Attachment 130, pg. 84; pg. 88 of the overall PDF.
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Officer rreviously stated 2N IO 2d struck her in the face. In her
April 26, 2017 statement, the IPRA Investigator noted that Officer |Jjilifhad stated she had been

pushed forward to the ground due to only |Jllllstriking her. The IPRA Investigator questioned
her on the discrepancy of her stating only |Jiljhad struck her in her first IPRA statement and
not both [and G stated in her court testimony in 2013. Officer | lllrep!ied
that the statements are basically the same and she stood by what she said. After reviewing her first
IPRA statement, she answered that her testimony is being mischaracterized by IPRA such that she
said she did not know where |l vas, and she was not sure where she had ended up. She
added that the court testimony did not reflect that she had been asked if | B llllhad struck her.

STATEMENT 10*:

June 3, 2013 Court Testimony

Officer |lls2id she did not know | lllchildren had been in the car when she sprayed
I

Cross Examination®:

Q. And you didn’t know if there were children in there, is that right?

A. | had just been dragged down an alley.

Q. That wasn’t my question. You didn’t know that there were children; is that correct?
[..-].

A

.1 did not know. No.

April 26, 2017 IPRA Statement

She did know that [Jllllchildren had been in the car.*

Officer I :xplanation of the two statements were that it was a chaotic situation in
that Jlllhad just dragged her.

In being directly asked the remaining allegations, beginning with allegation #19, Officer

I <sponded no.

47 See Attachment 331, pgs. 32 and 33.

“8 See Attachment 130, pgs. 91-92; pgs. 95-96 of the overall PDF.

4% The IPRA Investigator asked Officer |llwhat, if any, consideration did she give to the two children in | llllvehicle
when she made the decision to make contact with her vehicle. Officer | illlanswered that she did not know. *° As questioning
continues, Officer |IIlllllstated: “The only way I can honestly answer that is I, at that exact moment that I decided to make contact
with her vehicle, I don’t even know if I realized that those two children were there. | mean | knew that there were children in the
vehicle, but | just — it was a decision that | made to ensure that she could not use that vehicle against anybody else, if she had just
dragged me down that alley, a fully uniformed police officer.” (See Attachment 293, pg. 89, lines 3-10).
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9. Officer T estimony in [ Criminal Case
Date: October 13, 2015

The following summary highlights additional, clarifying or some differing statements
made by Officer |JJBllDuring direct examination, Officer |Jjjlitestified that |Jliflashed
her high beams and beeped her horn. On cross examination, Officer |Jillbelieved she asked
I o turn off her high beams when she approached | lllllicar. Officer | lllarproached
ICar and again requested she move her car back. |Jlllreplied by asking the officers to
move their car back.

Officer |lll2sked I for her driver’s license and insurance to which [
responded no. [Jlllihad rolled her window down about half an inch and then rolled it back up.
Officer llhad since joined her at the driver’s side when |Jjjjilirefused Officer | N
requests. After approximately seven minutes of the requests/conversation regarding her driver’s
license and insurance, |Jllimade a motion with her index finger and looked in the officers’
direction and said, wait.®® On cross examination, Officer |Jlllltestified that when
pointed her finger in an upward motion, she had not asked [Jlllifor her driver’s license or
insurance.

Officer |testified that | uped from the back seat to the front seat of the
car and crawled on | llllap to where Officer | lllicould not sec | lhands. Officer
I < ated this happened almost immediately after she and Officer |JJilldrew their firearms.
When [ vmped to the driver’s seat, Officer || lltestified that she attempted to open
the driver’s door. She did so because:

(I 2nds were not visible. The situation was escalating. |
feared for my partner’s safety as well as my safety, and | was just
going to try to attempt at that time to place her into custody and get
her hands where | could see them.52

Under cross examination, Officer | lllldenied Jto!d her anything about where
she lived.

Officer |Jtestified that as she opened the driver’s door, |JJJJJlfwas screaming and
as | motioned my hands to attempt to gain control of her hands, she punched me and I fell
forward.” o IEEEEEEthen struck her on the face with their hands. Under cross
examination, Officer | llloclieved she had been struck with both a slap and a closed fist.
Officer |testified that less than ten seconds passed between when she was punched to when
she was grabbed. Conversely, under direct examination she indicated the same timeframe was less
than five seconds.

50 See Attachment 130, October 13, 2015, beginning on page 18 of the overall PDF, subsequent page numbers should be read as
the page number of the pertinent testimony pages.

51 See Attachment 130, pg. 30; pg. 34 of the overall PDF.

52 See Attachment 130, pgs. 31-32; pgs. 35-36 of the overall PDF.

53 See Attachment 130, pg. 32; pg. 36 of the overall PDF.
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When [lllreversed her car, Officer |JJlllvvas dragged face down in the alley. She
further testified that her face was closer to the front of the car and initially her feet closer to the
rear. Officer | lllresponded yes when asked if |Jjjilijheld onto the back of her shirt and vest
while the car moved. She was dragged on the grass and dirt next to the chain-link fence. Her entire
body, including her face and torso, got dragged on the ground. She did not know how fast |l
drove while she dragged her but described it as very quick. Officer |Jllitestified to being
dragged about fifty feet.

Taking a step back to when Officer |l eturned to the police car and drove out of the
alley, post-being dragged by EEOfficer |testified that after turning right out of the
alley onto S. Kerfoot Ave., Officer | llllobscrved Jldriver’s side door open and Officer
H:ttempting to gain access to [ lllicar. When asked if [JJiliihad been backed up against
anything, she answered that she could not tell, but apparently, | iilifhad struck a parked car.
While driving, she saw |Jlllpositioned in and partly out of her car, and at that point she decided
to strike her car. When asked why she decided to strike | llllllcar, Officer | lstated, “due
to the way she was acting I knew that car needed to be taken out of the equation so that it couldn’t
be used as a weapon and so that we could gain control of the situation.”>* Officer |Jiilifhad been
driving approximately five miles per hour when she struck | jillcar. WWhen questioned on this
testimony during cross examination, specifically her driving approximately five miles per hour,
Officer I eplied that it might have been more, but she honestly did not remember.

When asked on cross examination if she knew | lltwo children were in the car at the
time she decided to strike the car, she answered, “I did not know if the children were still in the
car. | could see [t acting erratically and | knew that | had to take her car out of that
equation before she hurt somebody else.”®

Officer | ltestified that she sustained bruises to her face, arms and back; scrapes to
her legs, face and arms; and pain to her chest and rib area. She testified she also had problems
sitting, standing and breathing. In addition, dirt covered her uniform, her pants were torn, and her
shoes and pants were scuffed.

10. Officer JCivil Suit Deposition
March 13, 2017

Only additional, differing or clarifying material statements made by Officer | o e
included in this summary. During her deposition, Officer |Jjjiillstated that while she was in her
police car she did not yell at |Jllito back her car out of the alley. When Officer | lllllcxited
her car, JJlllhad not committed a crime or any traffic violations. She believed she asked for
Il iver’s license and insurance more than once. She asked |Jlifor this information
because |Jlhad her windows up, her doors locked and there was no communication. With
ot communicating with Officer | llithe officer intended to wait until a sergeant
arrived.

54 See Attachment 130, pg. 39; pg. 43 of the overall PDF.
55 See Attachment 130, pg. 89; pg. 93 of the overall PDF.
% See Attachment 333.
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When M otioned with her finger as if to wait, as |JJjiliiturned towards the passenger
side of her car, Officer | llbelieved lMay have been reaching for a weapon. She
admitted to not telling any CPD members who interviewed her about | llllifinger motion.

Officer | then tried to open | driver’s side door to gain control of the
situation. She answered yes to whether she bent over and put her face near | llllAccording to
Officer s ruck her in the face moments after she opened her door. She believed
Istruck her with both an open hand and her fist, but she was unsure exactly where on her
face she got hit. When |JJlihit her, Officer | llltricd to get control of | iihands. She
also said [Jstrikes sort of pushed her down and that when |Jllicontacted her face she
leaned down. She answered no to whether she tried to stand up to remove her face out of |
reach. As to why not, she replied that in that moment she was still trying to gain control of |
hands. | Ilcmained on [J2p when this took place. |Ia!so struck Officer
I hough Officer |lllllicould not recall the manner or how many times. Officer | N
did not try to stand up to move her face from | JElcach — she stayed bent over to get

control of [ lihands.®’

Officer N ¢xt saw lllreach for the gear shift while simultaneously observing
IO rab her vest to push her down. For part of the time when Jlllreversed out of the alley,
Officer |Cescribed her face and body as facing the ground, though she was not certain of
her body’s position. At some point, Officer | lllwas dragged parallel to | lllcar. When
her body faced the ground, Officer | llllinitially did not feel |Jjlijholding on to the back of
her vest. She then said she did not know if | Jilifheld onto her or not, but she did feel her grab
her vest and push her down. She could not estimate for what length of the alley that she was
facedown.

In response to the question of whether she knew of any other manner that she had been
dragged other than |Jlliholding onto her, she answered that aside from |[Jllcriginally
pushing her down, it was possible that she got caught under the door. Officer |Jllllbelieved she
told a detective that night about this possibility.

On Kerfoot Ave, Officer | lllllllobscrved car still moving backwards and
striking a parked car. Officer | lllithen made contact with | llllcar because:

| decided at that moment to make contact with her car due to the fact
that she had just used it as a deadly weapon against me and | — she
was still in and out of that car — in that car and | did not want her
attempting to leave the scene or use that car to harm anyone else.*®

She believed I car Was still moving slightly when she made contact. She stated:

My intent was to make contact with her car so that she could not use
that car in furtherance as to how she had already used it. I didn’t

57 See Attachment 333, pgs. 54-60.
%8 See Attachment 333, pg. 79.
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want her trying to flee the scene or strike anybody else. So, | did
decide at that time to make contact with her car.%®

She later realized |Jllichildren were in the car when she made contact with her car.
She admitted she had no reason to believe they were not in the car. When she discharged her OC
spray, she admitted |JIvas in the back seat at the time.®*

12. Officer N 15 |PRA Statement
Statement Date: December 9, 201652

At the time of Officer |JJJJllfirst statement, he had been served allegations #1-21. During
the statement, Officer |Jllwas shown and asked about various moments of the ICC video
footage. The following summary is structured accordingly.

The IPRA Investigator showed Officer |Jjiillithe 1CC video footage at 9:12%3. At this point
on the ICC video Officer [Jllllwaved to Jlchildren in the back seat as Officer | N
stood on the driver’s side of the car and asked for | lldriver’s license. Per Officer |
Officer |-sked for A iver’s license because she intended to issue her a traffic
citation for using her high beams illegally. When asked what if any explanation |Jiililloave for
using her high beams, Officer |Jjjillsaid he could not hear at that time, describing [ -2s irate.

At 9:13 in the ICC video footage, Officer |Jjjiilistood directly on the driver’s side in front
of the car’s headlight. When asked, Officer JJilldid not recall what was taking place or being
said at that moment. Officer |Jjjillanswered the same when shown the video footage at 9:17. At
this point in the video, Officer |Jillstood at the front headlight on the driver’s side while Officer
I :poke with O ficer Jlldid not move from this position until | car

started reversing.

At 9:17:15 in the ICC video footage, |l car reverses out of the ICC’s view.
Immediately before | llIcar reverses from view, Officer |Jjillstated the driver’s side front
door eventually opened. He did not recall who opened the door. Officer |Jjlithen witnessed [}
I unch Officer | 2bout the face. He described Gs standing, not seated, over
I the driver’s seat. Elaborating further, he said || lllhad situated herself to where she
stood over |possibly with her weight in the center area between the front two seats. When

I ruck her, Officer’s | body was partly inside the car.

Officer e xt saw JJIith one hand grab the front top area of Officer |
vest.®* Jlithen reversed out of the alley. He described the preceding events as occurring within

59 See Attachment 133, pg. 80.

60 She agreed that she could have just driven up to [ lllcar without hitting it, which also would have prevented [Jllifrom
forward driving away. She made a decision to the best of her abilities to make her car inoperable. Expanding on this statement, she
did not want [Jllllito get back in to her car and drive in any direction. She wanted to eliminate [ lilillcar from the equation.
She denied striking the car out of anger. (See Attachment 333, pgs. 79-81).

61 See Attachment 333, pg. 91.

62 See Attachments 171 (audio) and 257 (transcript).

8 The times included here reflect the times stated by the IPRA Investigator to Officer |

64 Officer |llIc'arified that he clearly observed [iilllitaking control of Officer | llllvest by holding onto the top portion
of her vest. When he observed the car reverse, he saw that | llllremained in control of Officer |l vcst. The next
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seconds. He estimated [Jlllldrove in reverse at approximately sixty miles per hour. He observed
I~ the backseat when |lreversed. When lreversed, he could see Officer
b ody stuck below the car’s undercarriage and her legs, arms, head and body going in
different directions at a high rate of speed. He did not see if Officer |Jiillorabbed or held onto
the car. He related the best way he could describe Officer |Jjjilfocing dragged was “like a
tumbleweed going in an open area.”®

Officer |llllran after the car while radioing for assistance saying officer down and my
partner is being dragged by a car. He stated Officer [ llvwas dragged approximately fifty feet.
Once it the corner of the alley where it turns, Officer | ilihad stopped being dragged.
He did not know how Officer | lllloot free.

At 9:18:55 in the video, Officer |JJlwas attempting to place [JJilifinto custody. He
did not recall what he said to her at that time. He said Jjjiillresisted him and stiffened. He did

not recall where |0 I <r¢ in the car at that time.

At 9:19:07 in the video, Officer | llldischarged her OC spray in the direction of
IR ight before she did, Officer |llls2id Jhad been defeating his attempts to
arrest/place her into custody by stiffening her body, moving back and moving her body away from
him as he instructed |Jlllito stop resisting. Officer |Jjlicharacterized | lllas an active
resister due to her repeatedly moving away from him and her refused to stop moving. Officer
I clated that the ICC video showed him holding onto | lllright arm at 9:18:55.% It is
not clear at what moment Officer et go of I The IPRA Investigator asked Officer
I:bout his facial expressions that occur at approximately 9:19:17 on the ICC video as Officer
I ischarged OC spray. The IPRA Investigator related that it appeared as if Officer | N
was smiling and asked him to explain. Officer |Jjjiillcxplained, “I’m actually bracing myself and
I turn my face away from the frontal point to over my shoulder, as I’'m bracing, as I’m reacting to
the agent also getting in my eyes.”®” Officer JJjillldenied smiling or laughing.

At 9:19:48 in the video, Officer |Jlliumped onto the parked car that | llvchicle
contacted. lhad begun compiling with his order to exit her car. He noted that the video
showed |l putting her hands up. Officer |Jjilithen moved to place |Jllinto custody. Next,
Officer IIEESot. I:nd another civilian dressed officer (self-identified during this
investigation as Officer | crabbed and held by her arms and her upper back area.
Neither Officer |JJlinor the other officers intentionally threw |Jilifto the ground. | then
was placed into handcuffs and taken into custody. Officer |Jilldid not recall who handcuffed
IShe did not resist being placed into handcuffs.

Officer Jldid not recall who provided Officer |Jljwith the information to author
I cst report. As of the statement date, Officer |JJilidid not recall to whom he spoke
with regarding the incident. Officer |Jlllexplained that he was at the hospital when the

observation that he remembered is her body was situated below the car’s undercarriage going in various direction at a high rate of
speed. He could not say or recall if |Jjiilijhe!d onto Officer |V st the entire time she had been dragged. (See Attachment
257, pg. 78).

85 See Attachment 257, pgs. 29-30.

6 See Attachment 257, pg. 39.

67 See Attachment 257, pg. 44.

34



CIVILIAN OFFICE OF POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY LOG #1062377

paperwork was being done. When asked how the interaction with |Jjiilistarted, Officer |
stated he and Officer |l xited their car to initiate a traffic stop and give her a citation for
illegal use of high beams after she used them at one point towards them. He did not recall if he or
Officer |l xited the car first. Before exiting their vehicle, Officer | llto!d It
move back, and together both officers gestured with their hands outside their windows for |l
to move back.

Next, the officers exited their car to speak to |Jjjililabout her high beam use and her failure
to reverse her car. Officer | lll2sked Il for her driver’s license and to move her car back.
Later, Officer |Jliladded that he remembered Officer | llllasking for a supervisor. Officer
Hdid not hear Officer [ llllstate to I ‘bitch, move the fucking car back.” From
where he was standing on the passenger side of |JJjjilicar, Officer |Jllicould not hear the
conversation |JJllwas having on her cell phone, nor did he know that |Jjjilifhad called 911.
The officers called for a supervisor due to [ ilinon-compliance. Officer |Jlldid not observe
Officer |t ying to cover her nameplate while | lllispoke with 911. He considered |
to be as irate, angry and loud from the onset of the interaction. He did not recall if |Jjjiilijasked
them to back up, added that it would have been easier for |Jilfito reverse out of the alley than
for him to reverse. He did not recall if [|Jjjillever told them that she was attempting to enter her
driveway. He did not recall if Officer | lllattempted to unlock or open | llldoor.

Officer JJdid not remember pointing his firearm at | ilillcar in the alley. However,
he did remembered |Jllloeing on her phone and making a swift movement towards the bottom
of her seat without communicating to the officers.

Once Officer |had been dragged in the alley, Officer |Jlldid not see Officer
I 0ain until she exited their police car on Kerfoot Ave. At that time, Officer N
observed Officer | face to be almost unrecognizable as her face was covered with what
appeared to be dirt. At | ospital, Officer |Jllobserved some swelling and
abrasions to Officer | face. Officer | c!othing was covered in dirt. She also
appeared to be in shock at the hospital. Officer |Jjlllspeculated that Officer |EEvas
concussed and added that she could not process what had occurred or recognize him. On scene
prior to Officer | lbeing taken to the hospital, Officer | llsingular focus was placing
I to custody and not on Officer |l cactions to what had taken place.

13. Officer | 2" |PRA Statement
Statement Date: June 12, 2017%8

Officer | llllsccond statement concerned allegations #22-39. Officer |Jjjiliistood by
his first statement to IPRA, answering nearly all questions to that effect. The officer confirmed he
reviewed any CPD associated reports prior to his statement. To his recollection, none of the
information in the reports was inaccurate. He affirmed that anything documented in a report and
attributed to him was a true statement that he made.

6 See Attachments 312 (audio) and 314 (transcript).
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When asked if he observed Officer |Jilldischarge a chemical agent upon | Ehe
responded, “as depicted in the video, yes.”®® He responded no when asked if he provided a false
statement when he stated he did not observe Officer |JJjilldischarge her OC spray upon |

14. Officer T estimony in Criminal Case
Date: October 15, 2015

The following summary highlights additional, clarifying or differing statements made by
Officer IR

Officer |llitestified at various points that both officers signaled with their hands from
inside their car for |Jjjiliitc move her car back, because it was impossible for both cars to pass
one another in the alley. Instead, [Jlllllcontinued to drive forward, honk her horn, and flash her
high-beam lights. On cross examination, Officer |Jjjillrecalled Officer | llloudly asking

I move her car.

Officer [ initially testified that Officer | lllrequested driver’s license
and insurance. On cross examination, Officer |Jjlitestified that both he and Officer | R
repeatedly asked |Jlifor the information, but |Jllifailed to comply. Also, on cross
examination, Officer |Jjilltestified that Officer | lllsked Ifor her driver’s license
because |llhad committed traffic violations of improper use of a horn and improper use of
headlights.

Officer Jllllcstimated maybe two to three minutes passed from the time that the officers
asked for |l driver’s license and insurance to when Officer [Jllwitnessed |reach
underneath the seat with both of her hands. Officer |Jlldescribed |lhands as flailing
under the seat. He drew his firearm and instructed |Jjjilito show her hands. After |Jllllstopped
moving in her seat, Officer |Jilicould see her hands, so he re-holstered his weapon. On direct
examination, Officer [Jjllisaid he observed Officer | ore” A iver’s side door.
When questioned during cross examination about | ililldoor being opened, Officer I
answered as follows:

Q. But then your partner decided to open the door, is that right?
A. The door was open is all | was able to see.

Q. You don’t know who opened the door?

A.ldonot.™

According to Officer | lll:ter I driver’s side door opened, entered
the front seat, near or on |l 2p. and struck Officer [ lllabout her face and body with

closed fists. This altercation occurred while Officer |Jjjlllistood inside of | lllldriver’s door
in a crouched position. Meanwhile, Officer |Jjjillstood on the outside of [ llldriver’s side
door.

69 See Attachment 314, pg. 12.

70 See Attachment 130, beginning on page 129 of the overall PDF; subsequent page numbers should be read as the page number
of the pertinent transcript.

1 See Attachment 130, pg. 51; pg. 177 of the overall PDF.
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Officer |lltestified that [Jlllorabbed Officer Y the upper area of her vest
with her left hand. With | lllldriver’s side door open, and with Officer | llpositioned
between JJlllcar the driver’s side door, JJilithen reversed at a very high rate of speed out
of the alley while dragging Officer | lllOn cross examination, Officer |Jjjilistated that when
. initially traveled in reverse, he saw i the back seat. He further did not
know how | cturned to the back seat; however, he was certain that she had been in

I 2 Wwhen initially grabbed Officer | N

When questioned further on cross examination about Officer |Jillloeing dragged by
I Officer Jltestified that:

| observed that car [ llllicar] traveling in a very high rate of
speed in reverse as my partner’s body was being dragged by the car,
as she was being held | could see her feet being dragged initially,
and her body eventually started going in all kinds of positions where
her legs, feet, and head were underneath the car at times, and at other
times they were outside of that door.”

Furthermore, on cross examination Officer |Jjlitestified that he observed | iho!d
onto Officer | for the initial five feet of dragging. As Officer |JJlllvas being dragged,
Officer | lsaw her feet and that he “just know[s] that it was her legs that were being dragged,
it was a cloud of dust that was following the vehicle and my partner.”’”® Officer | ran
approximately fifty feet before Officer |Jlloecame loose from |car. At the time, he
observed Officer | llying face down on the ground, motionless. Soon thereafter Officer
I itnessed [strike the parked car on Kerfoot Ave. just before Officer | struck

I o

15. Officer JCivil Deposition
October 27, 20177

The following summary highlights additional, clarifying or differing material statements
made by Officer | IR

Once stopped in the alley, |lshined her high beam lights and beeped her horn
continuously and numerous times. After [Jlllldid not move her car, he and Officer | R
exited their car to conduct a field interview about her improper usage of a horn and high
beams/headlights. He estimated [ lllcar to be between five to seven feet from the chain-link
fence in the alley. After re-holstering his weapon, having drawn it when he could not sce | N
hands and prior to her reversing out of the alley, Officer | llllicontinued asking for |
driver’s license. He estimated Officer | illrequested the information between five and ten
times. JJldid not comply, and her driver’s side door had opened. He first said he did not know
if Officer | opened the door and later said Officer | llldid so using the door handle
When Officer | lllllopened the door there was probable cause to arrest |Jjjiliifor obstruction

72 See Attachment 130, pg. 54; pg. 180 of the overall PDF.
73 See Attachment 130, pg. 55; pg. 181 of the overall PDF.
74 See Attachment 345.
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of justice with the obstruction being that she did not comply with their orders to provide a driver’s
license.

He denied that |2t in I 2p. [nstead, he said she was slouched over to
where her upper body was on the driver’s side of the car. |Jjjjililorabbed the front of Officer
B st almost simultaneous to | st iking Officer | lHe did not recall if
Istruck his partner.

Regarding how Officer |Jjjilicould see Officer |Jjillocing dragged if | lldoor is
open, he answered:

As | stated, when this first took place, | saw that |l Officer
I vest, it was being grabbed by |\ hen
the car starts going in reverse, | still have a clear, unobstructed view
of what’s going on. I could still see her holding onto my partner’s —
Officer [ Officer I cst. As | stated previously,
within the first five to ten feet I could see this action as I’'m running
towards this car that’s going in reverse because eventually it starts
distancing away from me because it’s going at such a high rate of
speed, I can’t keep up with it on foot; but the first five feet I could
see what’s going on, that being my partner is being dragged.”

Officer | llllcstimated Officer | lhad been dragged anywhere between five to
twenty feet, maybe more. He then stated that said distance is what he could see and that
approximately fifty feet is where he passed her on foot, lying flat on the ground.

To his recollection, a police car struck | llicar towards the side rather than a head-on
collision due to him standing in front of or in the vicinity facing the car. At some point, he found
out that it had been Officer | llllHe observed Officer | llldischarge her mace. He released
his grip on | lllarm in reaction to the discharge of mace.

B. Documentary Evidence
a. CPD Reports

1. Original Case Incident Report (“OCIR”), RD# S
Personnel Dated May 13, 201376.77.78

The narrative details that the reporting officers (“R/Os”) responded to 83™ St. and Kerfoot
Ave. where they discovered Officer | ililland Officer JJilifhad conducted a traffic stop in the

alley of N A ¢ Per the report, as Officer |2 d IIlproceeded southbound
in the west alley of Kerfoot Ave., |Jllldrove northbound, not permitting the officers to pass.

5 See Attachment 345, pg. 62.

6 Additional related RD# . (See Attachment 13).

7 See Attachment 11.

8 In the section, titled “Suspects” — “Suspect #1,” the R/O indicated no visible injury for | R
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I onked her horn and shined her high beams at the officers. After the officers exited their
car, Officer | lllrcpeatedly asked for | ldriver’s license and insurance information,
which she repeatedly refused to comply, as well as continually made movements under her driver’s
seat. | lthen eight-year old daughter |EEEE-d Istruck Officer |Erom
inside their car. Subsequently, | llllorabbed hold of Officer |V <st and held onto it,
followed by placing her car in reverse while she continued to hold onto Officer | lresulting
in Officer | llbcing dragged along | lcar for approximately fifty feet. Officer | N
ultimately broke free, sustaining injuries. Officer [Jjjjilifollowed | car on foot. As Officer
I C:lled for assistance, she got back into her car and similarly, followed | ililicar, which
remained in a reverse direction driving from the alley onto the street side of Kerfoot Ave.

2. HEEEArest Report, RD# R °

The report details that | illarrest occurred following a traffic stop in the alley of Il
I A vc. Per the report, Il repeatedly refused to provide her driver’s license to the
R/Os (Officers | A s the R/Os attempted to take |Jlifrom inside her car, she
struck Officer |Jin the face with a closed fist and then grabbed hold of Officer | R
vest. JJlthen placed her car in reverse, while continuing to hold onto Officer | lllwhereby
dragging her along with the car approximately fifty feet. Officer |Jjjiillcalled for assisting units
as he pursued on foot. Officer | lllithen returned to her police car and pursued [ llvwho
continued driving in reverse on the street side of Kerfoot Ave. |JJllsubsequently struck a parked
car and tried to flee the scene. Officer | lllldrove forward, blocking |Jllifrom leaving the
scene.

3. Overview of JCriminal Trial

CPD charged with six offenses:! four traffic offenses, attempted murder in the first
degree (720 ILCS 5/8-4), and aggravated battery on a peace officer (720 ILCS 5.0/12-3.05-D-4)
upon Officer | ON!y the traffic offenses and the attempted murder charge continued to
court. [Jlllcase, captioned 13 CR . was superseded by direct indictment. At her felony
bench trial, the State’s Attorney’s Office (“SAO”) charged Jllwith eight counts.®? During trial,
the judge granted [ llmotion for a directed verdict on Counts 1-3 and 6, finding of not
guilty.® Ultimately, the judge found [Jllllouilty of one misdemeanor count of reckless conduct
— finding not guilty for Count 8 and merging Counts 5 and 7 into Count 4 (reckless conduct), and
sentenced her to two years of probation, $50 monthly probation fee, fifty hours of community

79 See Attachment 6.

80 Under the section, “Lockup Keeper Processing,” a visual check of JJillshowed no obvious sign of injury and no signs of being
under the influence of alcohol and drugs.

81 CPD additionally charged |lwith violating Municipal Code of Chicago (“MCC”) 9-40-090 (“dimming headlights
required”), 625 ILCS 5.0/6-112 (failure to carry/display driver’s license), MCC 9-40-110 (“drive in reverse only when safe”), and
MCC 9-20-010(B) (“one-way street/alley signs posted”). (See Attachment 6).

82 The SAO charged |llwith two felony counts of 720-5/9-1(A)(1) - attempted murder, Counts 1 and 2; one felony count of
720-5/12-3.05(A)(3) - aggravated battery with great bodily harm to a known peace officer, Count 3; one misdemeanor count of
720-5/12-5(A) - reckless conduct, Count 4; one felony count of 720-5/12-3.05(F)(1) — aggravated battery using a deadly weapon,
Count 5; one felony count of 720-5/12-3.05(A)(1) - aggravated battery causing great bodily harm or permanent disability or
disfigurement, Count 6; one felony count of 720-5/12-3.05(C) — aggravated battery in a public place, Count 7; and one felony count
of 720-5/31-1(A-7) — resisting or obstructing a peace officer, Count 8. (See Attachment 80 and
http://www.ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs.asp).

83 See Attachments 80 and 130.
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service, and five days in the Cook County Department of Corrections (“CCDOC”) with credit for
time served for three days.®* During the sentencing hearing, the State read into the record a letter
from Officer | llin which she wrote that Jjilldragged her down the alley and left her to
die, and not once did |Jllitry to converse with or state to either her or Officer |Jjjilithat she
resided alongside the alley.®®

4. Officer J T actical Response Report (“TRR”) and Officer’s
Battery Report (“OBR”) 86, 87, 88

Officer T RR documented that |Jlldid not follow verbal direction, fled, pulled
away, attacked with and without a weapon, and used force likely to cause death or great bodily
harm. Officer | lllresponded to [actions with her presence, verbal commands, escort
holds, OC chemical, and kicks. The TRR checked that |Jililflwvas not armed but listed hands/fists
and car as weapons, writing that Officer | lllwas struck with a car. Finally, the TRR indicated
that JJlvas not injured but alleged injury, and that her condition was apparently normal.

Officer JOBR detailed that the incident occurred during a traffic stop/pursuit
during which she sustained non-fatal major injury, such as broken bones, serious lacerations, and
internal injuries. The OBR documented the manner of attack as being struck by hands/fists and a
vehicle.

5. Detective Supplementary Reports, RD# IR *°

A Detective Supplementary Report®® detailed that Officer | lllsustained multiple
bruises from being dragged by | lllcar. The report documented that [Jlllreversed her car
at a high rate of speed while |Jjilillorabbed Officer | lllland dragged her alongside the car as
I:ttempted to flee the police. On scene the reporting detectives observed Officer | N
sitting in a CPD SUV with an unknown supervisor who checked injuries to Officer | N
lower extremities. The officer appeared to be in shock.

After the incident, Det. |l and Det. I ntcrviewed both Officer [

and IO <t. Il interviewed Officer N IEHospital. On May 14, 2013,
ASA - ong with the reporting detectives, interviewed Officer | O fficer N

- A summary of these interviews now follows.

84 See Attachments 80 and 289.

8 See Attachment 289, pg. 8.

8 See Attachment 9.

87 Due to the ongoing investigation, then Lieutenant (“Lt.”) now Captain (“Cpt.”) | N EIIEEEEEEdid not interview ESHe
concluded that based on the facts and information available at the time, Officer |IEElll-ctions complied with then Department
procedures and directives. (See Attachment 9).

8 Officer |is not the listed reporting member of the TRR or OBR. (See Attachments 9 and 10).

8 Det. s listed as the reporting officer and Det. |EENis |isted as the primary detective assigned for the Detective
Case Supplementary Reports. (See Attachments 14-18).

9 Of the personnel assigned, Officers |Illland Iare listed as the paper car, Officers [Jlllanc I:c marked as
guard front scene and Officers |Jlij and e marked guard rear scene. |Jllis notated as a witness. An earlier submitted
supplementary report identified him from canvass conducted.

%1 See Attachment 17.
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On May 13, 2013, Officer |Jli™ told Det. | Eand Det. [t at he and
Officer |had been driving northeast in the alley when a white Lexus approached them

“head-on.” Officer [Jjillsaid he looked to see if he could drive around the Lexus but could not
for lack of room. Both officers then gestured to |Jjjliito back up. Instead, | lldrove towards
them and flashed her high beams and honked her horn. |Jillrefused to move backwards. Officer
- <ited the car and approached |Jlito determine why |Jllwas refusing to back her
car up. Officer |JJlllaIso exited the car going first to | llllpassenger side and then walking
towards the front of [ lllcar on the driver’s side.

Officer | cquested ldriver’s license to which she refused. Officer |
could hear that Jjllifhad called 911. Although [l indows were closed, the officer could
hear portions of [ iilllconversation. Officer [Jjilldescribed [Jlas yelling at them. Officer
I cC:lled for a supervisor to join them. At some point, |Jilllreached for something. In
response, Officer |JJllun-holstered his firearm and yelled at [Jjilito show her hands. By now,
Officer 2 d IIIh2d moved to the front of the car and sat on |l ap. It appeared
I 2d hit the unlock button by accident. Officer | lllthcn opened the driver’s door

and bent down into | ce. I unched Officer EE{2cc. IS0 struck

Officer e grabbed Officer | cst and drove in reverse. Officer || R
was then dragged along the side of | llcar for approximately fifty feet before being able to

break free.

Officer [lllithen pursued [ car on foot. Jultimately struck a parked car on
Kerfoot Ave. After which, Officer | illhaving returned to their police car drove out of the
alley and struck | lllcar pinning it so that it could not move. ll— now trapped between
her car, the parked car on Kerfoot Ave. and her driver’s side door — could not flee. | llithen
repeatedly entered and exited her car as well as calling for her neighbors to assist her. Officer
I structed the neighbors to stay back. Sgt. |Jillarrived on scene and together they placed

I nder arrest.

On May 14, 2013, Officer |Jli® added that he observed Jllout her car in reverse
and have her hand on Officer | lllwhile she was being dragged. He also stated Officer |
had been dragged under the driver’s side door of | jiillcar. He did not observe Officer | R
discharge her OC spray while on Kerfoot Ave.

Also, on the incident night, CPD removed |IIIIEElfrom her car seat and | EEvent
to a home on the block of 8300 S. Kerfoot Ave. Det. | ound and described [N
as hysterical and yelling that she hated the police and all police were bad. Det. |
interviewed i} ™ in the presence of | -t cousin. |
asked Det. I she was the lady that tried to kill her mom to which she responded now.
I so asked, “Is that lady dead that got run over? The lady my mom rolled over? | hope
she’s dead!”%®

92 See Attachments 17 and 337, pgs. 13-14, FCRL 000093-000094, GPR of Officer |Istatement.
9 See Attachments 18 and 337, pg. 22 and FCRL 000102 (GPR).

9 See Attachments 17 and 337, pg. 20 and FCRL 000100 (GPR).

% See Attachment 17.
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On May 13, 2013, Det. R interviewed Officer [Nt
Hospital.?® The reports relate that Officer | lllllapproached |lcar and asked for her

driver’s license and insurance. The associated Detective Supplementary Report added that
I <fusal to move prompted Officer | tc ask for this information. N
refused to provide any of the requested information and locked her car doors. Jjjilicalled 911
and told the officers she was calling for a lieutenant. Officer | jlllreported that |talked
to her through a small opening in her driver’s side window. The officer described [Jas
screaming, stating that police were scary. |JJillreached for something behind the front passenger
seat. In response, Officer [JJilldrew his weapon and ask [JJilifto let him see her hands. One of
Ichildren unlocked the car doors and Officer |lllllopened it. Jllllland one of N
children then hit Officer | illon the head and face. |Jjilicontinued to scream and yell. | N
then put her car in reverse while holding onto Officer | lliBoth officers screamed at [N
to stop the car. Officer | loecame trapped beneath |Jllpassenger car door. |
ignored the officers’ screams to stop; instead, | lldragged Officer | lifacedown for
approximately fifty feet. |JJlithen struck parked cars along Kerfoot Ave and eventually stopped
when her car became wedged between cars. Assisting units arrived on scene and removed [l
from her car.

In the May 14, 2013 interview®’, Officer |Jlllstated the back of her head and the
back of her upper arms were sore with the latter bruised. Regarding the incident, she additionally
stated that | lliflashed her high beams and honked her horn. When Officer | e xited her
car and approached | ! ocked her doors and closed her windows, which occurred prior
to any conversation between [ lilland the officers. | llllresponded no to Officer |
request for [ lldriver’s license and insurance. Officer |Jjjilicontinued to ask |JEfor
her license and proof of insurance. |JJilithen stated she would call her neighbors and take the
officer’s photograph. Officer | lllrequested a sergeant. At some point, [|Jiillreached in either
her console or the back of her car for something, whereby obscuring view of her hands. Officer
I -holstered her firearm and told |Jlito show her hands. Officer |JjilJa!so took out
his firearm. [ llthen jumped into [ 2p. Officer |Estated I ust have
unlocked the door when she moved to | lllap. Officer | lre-holstered her firearm,
opened the door and bent down. At this point, | lllstruck Officer |t wice in the face.
Officer | then attempted to gain control of [ illarms and remove her from the car.
Istruck Officer N the face. Jthen put her car in reverse gear. Officer | N
attempted to step back but could not because |Jjilillorabbed her vest. Officer | vas then
dragged along the ground through the dirt between a chain-link fence and | lllicar, which
continued until [llllreleased her grip on Officer v cst. The officer related that she had
been dragged on the ground face first. After being dragged, Officer | llldrove her and Officer
I olice car out of the alley and struck [Jllllllcar, which then struck a parked car along
Kerfoot Ave. |Jlllllexited her car then proceeded to go in and out of her car to where Officer
I id not know if JJlmay have been reaching for a weapon. Officer | lllinstructed
o cxit the passenger side of her car or climb out over the hood. |Jilldid not comply.

Officer | lthen discharged her OC spray at [JJlllwith no effect. JJllremained non-
compliant to verbal commands.

9% See Attachment 17.
97 See Attachments 18 and 337, pgs. 29 and 30, FCRL 0000109-000110 (GPR).
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On the incident night, |Jllllitold the detectives he had been in a parked car along
Kerfoot Ave. when he observed | lllcar driving in reverse with the driver’s side door open.
Ithen drove onto the sidewalk to avoid getting hit by | lllca . Jllsaid the police
yelled at |Jlto get out of her car, but she kept trying to put her car into gear. |Jjjililadded that

the police pepper-sprayed [N

On May 14, 2013 with ASA I present®, Jladded that when [Jlllreversed
out of the alley with her door open, the door appeared dented. He estimated the car’s speed to be
fifteen to twenty miles an hour, though possibly faster. Initially, | EElllcar struck the front part
of a car parked along Kerfoot Ave followed by a police car then striking | lEEEc2- I
believed that Jllwas attempting to drive away because he observed the front tires of |
car still moving.®

The reporting detectives viewed video footage from Look Up and Live Full Gospel
Ministries. Despite the video footage being very grainy, it showed | lllcar traveling in reverse
down the alley and onto Kerfoot Ave.1t

b. Chicago Fire Department (“CFD”) Ambulance Reports!®

1

I "formed the paramedics that she had been pulled from her car and was in a fight
with the police. There were no exterior signs of trauma to |l The report described RS
very combative toward the responding paramedics telling them that she intended to file a complaint
against them. |lllcomplained of face pain and headache.

2. Officer I

Officer | to!d paramedics that she had been dragged alongside a car, under the door,
for half the length of an alley. The responding paramedics reported Officer RS appearing
anxious and dazed, as well as complaining of pain to her left leg and face. Abrasions to the officer’s
face and left leg were noted.

9% See Attachments 17 and 337, pg. 21, FCRL 000101 (GPR).

9 See Attachments 18 and 337, pg. 27, FCRL 000107—000108 (GPR).

100 In her civil deposition, |llllstated she did not speak about the incident with [JlliShe was aware that he provided a signed
statement to the SAO. If JlllIhad given a statement saying he saw |IIIlllllcar hit the parked car before Officer NIt her
car, JJllllanswered it would be a lie. JJillldenied attempting to move her car or accelerate her tires once she had come to a stop
out of the alley. (See Attachment 338).

101 See Attachment 17.

102 See Attachments 37.
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c. Medical Records

1. I
I ospitall,
Admitted May 13, 2013 at approximately 10:50 p.m.1%

Per the medical records, |Jiilicame to the Emergency Department (“ED”) after resisting
arrest and an altercation. |Jjllitc!d medical personnel she had been punched multiple times.
Icomplained of generalized upper extremity pains and a headache, rating the pain as a ten
out of ten. |Jlistated she had been punched once to the forehead. During the physical
examination, medical personnel noted a small abrasion on | illright forearm, but no swelling
or mild tenderness to her right and left forearm. | lllifinal diagnosis was documented as acute
musculoskeletal pain and acute abrasions.%

2. Officer I
I ospital,
Admitted May 13, 2013 at approximately 10:11 p.m. and discharged
May 14, 2013, at approximately 12:29 a.m.%®

Officer I resented to the ED as a Level Il Trauma patient after being hit by a car
and dragged for approximately twenty feet through an alley. Officer |Jjliftold hospital staff
that the incident occurred during a routine traffic stop. During the stop, she was punched in the
face. When the stopped car went into reverse, she fell on her face and was then dragged along the
ground. Officer | lldenied any loss of consciousness and had no specific complaints
regarding pain. During the primary assessment/exam, Officer | llldenied multiple symptoms
and pain, including headache, neck pain, abdominal pain and chest pain. The physical examination
noted that dirt covered the officer’s face. Furthermore, Officer | JIlllrange of neck motion as
not restricted by pain nor was there swelling of her lower extremities, musculoskeletal region,
abrasions, contusions or lacerations. Medical personnel ordered x-rays of the pelvis and chest. The
X-rays were unremarkable and showed no acute fractures or dislocation. The final diagnosis was
blunt trauma resulting from a motor car collision with a pedestrian.

C. Digital Evidence

a. In-Car Camera (“ICC”) Footage, Beat il Officers | lllEE2nd I

The footage depicts the officers’ car meeting | llllcar head-on. car has its
headlights on. Prior to the officers meeting || lllcar head-on, an apparent road or driveway is
observable on the driver’s side of the officers’ car. At approximately 9:11:10 p.m., the interior of
I C:r is illuminated. Immediately prior, a circular light shape is observed on the background

103 See Attachment 58.

104 See Attachment 58.

105 See Attachment 78.

106 Att. 43

107The ICC video footage’s timestamps flash intermittently. As a result, the times listed here are approximations and should be read
as such.
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wall moving into her car — possibly the officers’ car spotlight. At approximately 9:11:16 p.m.,
I cadlights illuminate/activate, after which the officers’ car drives slightly forward. At
approximately 9:11:31 p.m., |llllhcadlights reduce brightness. Only the empty passenger side
of JIcar is presently observable.

At approximately 9:11:56 p.m., Officer |Jlllapproaches from the driver’s side of his car
and advances towards the passenger side of | llcar. He walks to the back-seat window and
waves. He then returns his gaze to the front passenger side of the car and shines a flashlight inside
IC:r, Which appears to be focused on the front of the car. He then walks toward the front
passenger headlight, continuing to shine his flashlight towards | llicar. then to the front
passenger’s side of the car. At approximately 9:12:46 p.m., Officer |Jjjililtries to open one of the
passenger’s side doors — appears to be the front passenger door but the door does not open. He
returns to shining his flashlight into |Jjlicar.

At approximately 9:12:56 p.m., Officer |Jllwalks towards and then around the front of
ICar and then continues towards the driver’s side of the car. Officer [JJiliinow is out of
view of the ICC. A right hand is observed moving in the interior of | ilicar at approximately
9:13:24 p.m. The right hand appears to move from the front driver’s seat. On the wall adjacent to
the passenger side of [ lllcar, a light moving from left to right or the front to back of |
car, is observed at approximately 9:13:42 p.m. At approximately 9:14:32 p.m., the right hand is
again observed moving from the same position. At approximately 9:15:22 p.m., the interior of
I C: is briefly illuminated. The illumination appears to come from the exterior of her car.

At approximately 9:16:50 p.m., |lllicar moves slightly forward and abruptly stops.
An apparent light is observed quickly moving from the driver’s side of the car. Movement is
observed from the driver’s side and a person’s face, wearing a headband, is seen facing the driver’s
side window. The same person is observed moving about, almost shaking back and forth, in and
out of view of the camera. |JJJJJlcar rocks side-to-side, which continues for approximately 7
seconds. At approximately 9:17:10 p.m., |l indshield wipers turn on. Immediately prior,
a flash of light is observed in the area above |Jlcar- At approximately 9:17:17p.m., |
car begins to reverse through the alley.

At approximately 9:17:24 p.m., a light from an apparent flashlight is briefly seen on the
concrete wall moving erratically before Officer | lllis observed jogging/running towards the
direction of her police car. At approximately 9:17:34 p.m., the police car begins moving forward
out of the alley. At approximately 9:17:46 p.m., |lllcar is seen moving in reverse on S.
Kerfoot Ave. with the driver’s side door open. Officer |JJillis then observed running towards
I Officer s positioned on the curbside of the street adjacent the driver’s side of
I C: and the passenger’s side of the police car. Several cars are on the street including a
black car on the passenger’s side of | llcar. A car with its lights on is observed parked on the
grass on the same side of the street as the parked car.

Officer Il drives into the front of | ca as Icar is slowly rolling in
reverse away from Officer | lllcar, making contact at approximately 9:17:49 p.m. |

car then hits a parked car. Specifically, | lillldriver’s side door hits the passenger’s side of the
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parked car. Both cars appear to come to a stop at approximately 9:17:52 p.m. | ldriver’s
side remains open and impacted against the parked black car.

At approximately 9:17:59 p.m., Officer | lllllapproaches the passenger side of | N
car with her flashlight in her left hand and opens the front passenger door. Prior to this, | Nis
seen apparently yelling or screaming. About the time Officer | lllopens the front passenger
side door, Officer |JJllis observed walking around the rear of the parked car that [ jllllcar is
wedged against and then walking back towards the front of the same car. | IS seen moving
from the back seat on the passenger side of | licar into the front passenger seat and then exits
the car. It appears that |l llis earing a headband like the one observed earlier in the footage
at approximately 9:16:59 p.m.

At approximately 9:18:05 p.m., [Jlis seen exiting her car and standing in the area
between her driver’s side door and the parked car and waving her hands in the air and appearing
to yell. |lre-enters her car and Officer | lllis again observed walking behind the parked
car and [Jlcar to back passenger side door. [Jlllla0ain exits her car, briefly raising her
right arm then re-enters her car a second-time. At approximately 9:18:30 p.m., Officer |
briefly walks away from the passenger side door, though returns. Officer | lllis seen walking
around the parked car with a flashlight in hand before walking around the rear of | car,
ultimately stopping at | llldriver side. s still shown to be waving her hands in the air
such that she is waving towards herself as if calling someone over. |JJJjjiilldriver’s side window
appears closed.

At approximately 9:18:52 p.m., Officer |JJllis seen positioned next to the outside of
I o cn driver’s side door. It is not obvious what he is doing. Shortly after, he is seen
apparently speaking to Officer At one point, he turns around towards the police car and
a police radio and handcuffs are observed in his hand. At approximately 9:19:05 p.m. Officer
I oins Officer |llon A iver’s side of her car, again on the outside of the driver’s
side door and begins removing her OC spray from her duty belt. | llllback is facing the officers
now, and it appears she is partially outside the car and partially inside towards the driver’s side
back seat.1%8

At approximately 9:19:11 p.m., Officer |lllldischarges her OC spray in the direction
of ¢t arm is raised up above the driver’s side door. | lllback is still towards the
officers. Officer | is observed discharging her spray in the direction of |Euntil
approximately 9:19:14 p.m. Once Officer |llllhas stopped discharging the OC spray and her
arm comes down, Officer |Jlllis seen turning his head towards his left side in view of the ICC
with an apparent smile.

s now entirely in her car. The officers walk out of view of the camera. At
approximately 9:19:23 p.m. Officer |Jlllis observed standing atop the hood of the parked car
with her flashlight is in her left hand. Officer | llllooints her firearm down at the car. |
is in the front seat and appears to be turned and facing the back seat. | lllllface is not visible.

108 This is where | lllstated [ car scat is located.
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At approximately 9:19:11 p.m. police emergency lights become visible south of ||
car’s trunk. At approximately 9:19:29 p.m., an officer wearing a police hat, blue shirt and vest is
seen striking the driver’s side door with an object resembling a baton. A second officer is observed
at the rear of the parked car. A civilian is briefly observed on the passenger side of | car
before walking away. After striking the door three times, the officer faces the camera and is
observed to be wearing glasses. At approximately 9:19:36 p.m., the same officer climbs over

H:nd Officers |and I olice car. Officer |l appears to remain on the

hood of the parked black car. At this point, additional officers are on scene.

At approximately 9:19:39 p.m., | lllihas turned back around in the front seat and is
facing her front window. At approximately 9:19:45 p.m., |JJlillhas her left hand extended up in
the air and out of the driver’s side of the car. She then exits the car with both her hands up in the
air and faces in the direction of the rear of her car. Officer |Jjjjililenters the view of the ICC. He
jumps upon the parked car, reaches over |JJiilldriver’s door and grabs |JJllby the upper part
of the back of her clothing. When Officer | lllllorabs JJllllshe is still facing the rear of her car.
Officer JMoves out of view of the ICC and appears to leave the hood of the parked car. An
officer in a white long sleeve shirt is similarly seen jumping upon the hood of the parked car.
Another officer in apparently khaki colored pants holding a cylindrical object, possibly wooden,
resembling a baton also jumps upon the parked black car.

The three officers appear to lift | lillup and onto the hood of the parked black car. | R
is face down on the hood of the car. At approximately 9:20:01 p.m., |lllllappears to slide off
the hood of the parked car to the ground. At the time |Jlifalls off the car Sgt o longer
has control of her, the officer wearing khakis still has hands on her, and Officer |Jjjlilfis no longer
visible. It is unclear if anyone out of view still has hands on |Jillas she falls off the car hood.
s now out of view of the ICC and is no longer shown on camera. At approximately 9:20:10
p.m., an officer is seen removing |Efrom the car and handing her to a female officer.1%°

b. POD Video ‘"

The POD in this case rotates in a circular manner. | llllland the officers’ cars are first
observed in the alley at approximately 9:07:34 p.m. At approximately 9:09-9:10 p.m., apparent
flashes or brightness of light (possible flashlights) are seen from the area where the cars are parked.
At approximately 9:10:02 p.m., a person is seen walking behind [Jllllllicar. At approximately
9:13:34 p.m., the camera pans around and [ llllicar is seen driving in reverse out of the alley
with her left door open. At this point, |Jllllis near the end of the alley where it merges with S.
Kerfoot Ave. An officer, identified as Officer |Jlillis scen chasing after [ illcar. A second
officer, identified as Officer | IS seen standing up in the alley near the light pole. | N
car continues in reverse with her driver’s door open and her headlights on, eventually going out of
frame. At approximately 9:13:50 p.m. Officer |Jllicontinues to run after her car. At
approximately 9:13:53 p.m., Officer |llloegins driving the police car out of the alley. The
POD video does not capture Officers | car striking |ca.

109 See Attachments 43.
110 pOD stands for police observation device.
111 See Attachment 39.
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c. OEMC Audio Evidence: 11 Call, Radio Transmissions and
Event Queries'??

HcCalled 911 at approximately 9:09 p.m. Portions of her call are indecipherable. In
summary, JJJllllstated the police are threatening to mace her. Crying and screaming (not from
s heard in the background. |llllprovided the dispatcher with her location of |
I :dding that she is at her home trying to go into her driveway. | lllicontinued to
explain that the police are threatening her and her children. |Jjjlllis heard telling |t be
quiet. | asks for a lieutenant. [Jlllagain provides her name and the police car’s number.
I ovided Officer | lstar number and said an officer covered up her badge. IR
then read an officer’s star number to the dispatcher.

Icalled 911 again at approximately 9:11 p.m., stating she needs the police and a
lieutenant to come. She said she is calling her neighbors out and the police are harassing her and
her little children. llllsaid she asked the officers to back up and let her in her driveway, but
they put their high beams on and threatened to mace her for no reason. A female voice, other than
I heard in the background screaming what sounds to be “please help me.” After
providing her cell phone number, | lllasks the dispatcher to hold on one moment stating she is
calling her neighbors.

Ihen returns and informs the dispatcher that the officer is banging on her door and
threatening her daughter. iilican be overheard stating “let me take your picture too.” A female
voice, other than |Jlis heard crying and screaming “leave her alone.” |Jjlite!ls the
dispatcher to bring a lieutenant. |Jlllis heard saying, “don’t pull on my car door,” “don’t do
that.” | JJll2!so indicates that someone has a firearm out on her. Screaming and crying continues
for some time. During this time Jlllcontinues to state they pulled a firearm on her. Apparent
tires screeching, and horn honking is also heard.

s then heard yelling, “they trying to kill us” and “they pulled a firearm out on me
and my kids.” s also heard stating what sounds to be, “move | llland “move back
I Apparent tires screeching, and horn honking is heard again. Substantial screaming is
also heard. A male voice is heard at 3:15 saying “JJjij Kerfoot” with the rest indecipherable. At
approximately 3:34 an apparent car door is heard closing. During this time, | JJJillis heard stating,
among other statements, “come here y’all” and “they put a gun on me and my kids.” At
approximately 3:55-3:58 a male voice is heard yelling “get out” and “I’m not going to tell you
again.” At approximately 4:01-4:03 it sounds as if |Jjjjjilstates, “T’ll wait for the police” and “let
me go.” A male voice is again heard but the statements are incomprehensible. The call continues
for approximately two additional minutes with much of the captured audio indecipherable.

VI. LEGAL STANDARD
For each Allegation COPA must make one of the following findings:

1. Sustained - where it is determined the allegation is supported by a preponderance of the evidence;

112 See Attachments 19-29, 46-47, 87-90 and 145-149.
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2. Not Sustained - where it is determined there is insufficient evidence to prove the allegations by a
preponderance of the evidence;

3. Unfounded - where it is determined by clear and convincing evidence that an allegation is false or
not factual; or

4. Exonerated - where it is determined by clear and convincing evidence that the conduct described
in the allegation occurred, but it is lawful and proper.

A preponderance of evidence can be described as evidence indicating that it is more likely
than not that the conduct occurred and violated Department policy. See Avery v. State Farm Mutual
Automobile Insurance Co., 216 Ill. 2d 100, 191 (2005), (a proposition is proved by a preponderance of
the evidence when it has found to be more probably true than not). If the evidence gathered in an
investigation establishes that it is more likely that the misconduct occurred, even if by a narrow margin,
then the preponderance of the evidence standard is met.

Clear and convincing evidence is a higher standard than a preponderance of the evidence but
lower than the "beyond-a-reasonable doubt" standard required to convict a person of a criminal offense.
See e.g., People v. Coan, 2016 IL App (2d) 151036 (2016). Clear and Convincing can be defined as a
“degree of proof, which, considering all the evidence in the case, produces the firm and abiding belief
that it is highly probable that the proposition . . . is true.” Id. at ] 28.

VII.  ANALYSIS
a. Preponderance of the Evidence Standard

The standard of proof in administrative cases investigated by COPA is a preponderance of
the evidence. A preponderance of evidence can be described as evidence that makes it more likely
than not that the alleged misconduct took place. See Avery v. State Farm Mutual Automobile
Insurance Co., 216 Ill. 2d 100, 191 (2005) (a proposition is proved by a preponderance of the
evidence when it has found to be more probably true than not). If the evidence gathered in an
investigation establishes that it is more likely that the misconduct occurred than that it did not
occur, even if by a narrow margin, then the standard of proof has been met.3

b. Analysis of the Allegations

1. There is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer | lstated
words to the effect of, “Bitch move the fucking car back” to |Jjjiilifor that
Officer Jllllstated words to the effect of “What the fuck are you reaching

for” to I

- 1cges that Officer Jlldirected profanity at her after exiting her police vehicle
stating words to the effect of, “Bitch move the fucking car back.” Officers | " d I
deny that Officer | lllllstated words to the effect of “Bitch move the fucking car back.” There

113 1 criminal cases the standard of proof is beyond a reasonable doubt, which is a significantly higher evidentiary standard than
the preponderance of the evidence standard that applies to COPA’s administrative findings.
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is no independent evidence to prove or disprove that Officer |Jjjiillstated words to the effect of,
“Bitch move the fucking car back” in the alley. Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of Not

Sustained for Allegation #1 against Officers | 2] I

I cges that Officer Jjjillstated words to the effect of “What the fuck are you
reaching” to her in the alley. Officer |Jjjilildenied using profanity and Officer |Jjjilldenied
hearing Officer |JJjilldirect any profanity at il There is no independent to prove or disprove
that Officer [Jjjillstated words to the effect of, “What the fuck are you reaching” to |Jjjjjilifin the
alley. Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of Not Sustained for Allegation #3 against

Officer N

2. There is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer [N
intentionally covered her nameplate during the incident

! leges that Officer | lintentionally covered her nameplate after the 911
operator requested Officer | lliname. Officer |Jlllldenied observing Officer | N
intentionally covering her nameplate. Officer |Jililldenied intentionally covering her nameplate
but stated that she regularly places her hands in or on her vest during police encounters and that
she likely did this during her encounter with | BBlllA preponderance of the evidence
demonstrates that it is more likely than not that Officer | lllcovered her nameplate during at
least portion of the incident.

Nonetheless, there is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer [N
intentionally covered her nameplate and some circumstantial evidence supports Officer |
assertion that she covered the nameplate accidentally. First, it is undisputed that Officer |
did not cover her star number and [Jjjililin fact provided Officer | lllstar number to the
911 operator.!* Second, radio transmissions demonstrate that Officer |lllspecifically
requested that a sergeant respond to the incident, supporting an inference that she was not
attempting to hide her involvement in the incident.!*® Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of
Not Sustained for Allegation #2 against Officers | o] I

3. Officer I intentionally crashed her police vehicle into a vehicle
occupied by lllland her daughters in violation of Department policy.

Officer J2dmitted to IPRA investigators that she intentionally made “contact” with
B chicle.''® Officer | llstated that she made “contact” with [Jiillvehicle because
I ad used her vehicle as a deadly weapon and she wanted to stop |Jllifrom using her
vehicle as a weapon again.''’ The ICC footage conclusively demonstrates that Officer [
crashed her police vehicle into [ llllvchicle.

Officer I :ctions constituted excessive force and violated Department policy. An
officer’s use of force must be objectively reasonable under the totality of the circumstances
confronting them.!® Officer |l dccision to crash her police vehicle into | llllvehicle
was objectively unreasonable. Officer | lllvas required to modify her level of force in relation

114 See Att. 87.

115 See Att. 90.

116 See Att. 293 at 87-92.

117 |d

118 See General Order G03-02 (effective Oct. 1, 2002).
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to [l cve! of resistance.!'® Even assuming arguendo that [Jiiljhad used deadly force
against Officer |Illlby dragging her face down while reversing her vehicle at a high rate of
speed in the alley, |llllposed no realistic threat to Officer |JJilfor any other person at the
time Officer | lllicrashed into | llvchicle in the street at or near ||
By the time Officer |Jjlllturned out of the alley, | lllat most, was reversing the wrong way
down a one-way street at a very slow rate of speed towards a parked vehicle. A reasonable officer
with police training would have accounted for the risk that crashing into | lilfvehicle posed to
B children inside the vehicle.!”® A reasonable officer would have also recognized that
I ight could have been effectively stopped through other methods such as using her police
vehicle to “box-in” or block | llllvchicle. Even assuming arguendo that crashing into || |
vehicle was the only effective method to stop || jllight, Officer | illldid not need to crash
into |l vchicle at the rate of speed she used.

Alternatively, Department policy prohibits “forceful collisions” and “ramming” during a
motor vehicle pursuit.*? If Officer |l as not technically in a “motor vehicle pursuit” then
her actions violated General Order G03-03-02 (effective June 1, 2003), by not adhering to basic
traffic-safety practices. Forceful collisions and ramming clearly do not adhere to basic traffic-
safety practices.

For these reasons, COPA recommends a finding of Sustained for Allegation #3 against

Officer N

Officer Jladmitted that he observed Officer | llllcrash into | chicle and
the ICC footage demonstrates that Officer |Jjjjilfwas running directly towards | ilfvchicle
right before the crash.'?? Officer | lllactions constituted clear misconduct and Officer [l
had a duty to report the misconduct.*?® It is undisputed that Officer |Jjiilidid not report the
misconduct as required by General Order 08-01-02.1%* Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of
Sustained for Allegation #6 against Officer |

4. Officer IO d not violate Department policy by spraying |Ivith
OC spray while lllllllchildren were present

It is undisputed that Officer | lllsrrayed JVith OC spray at or near | N

I D<partment policy permits officers to use OC spray against active resisters.'?® An active
resister is defined as a subject “whose actions attempt to create distance between that person and
the member’s reach with the intent to avoid physical control and/or defeat the arrest.” The ICC
footage from Officer | llllland Officer | po!lice vehicle demonstrates that [Evwas
moving in and out of her vehicle, flailing her arms, creating distance between herself and the

119 See General Order G03-02-01 (effective May 16, 2012).

120 Officer u!timately admitted to IPRA investigators that she knew that |Jlllchildren were in the vehicle (see Att. 293
at 89) and any belief to the contrary would have been objectively unreasonable as Officer |llllhad observed the children in the
vehicle prior to |llllreversing out of the alley and there was no realistic opportunity for the children to exit the vehicle prior to
the crash.

121 See General Order G03-03-01 (effective June 1, 2003).

122 Att, 257 at 87.

123 See General Order G08-01-02 (effective as March 17, 2013).

124 Officer |lllasserted that he did not believe Officer |IlActions constituted misconduct. However, Officer [N
subjective belief is not controlling especially when Officer | llllccarly violated CPD directives.

125 See General Order G03-02-02 (effective May 16, 2012).
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officers, and otherwise actively resisting arrest.*?® Therefore, a reasonable officer would have
classified |Jlas an active resister at the time Officer | sprayed Ivith OC spray.

Nonetheless, Officer | lvse of the OC spray was excessive under the totality of the
circumstances. A reasonable officer with police training would recognize that OC spray is a force
option which is likely to pose a risk of injury to other individuals in the immediate proximity. In
this case, other officers were in the immediate proximity attempting to arrest [ jililland Gz
children were inside the vehicle.'?’ Indeed, Officer [Jjjiliinoted that the OC spray caused him to
“brace” as he reacts to the OC spray getting in his eyes. A reasonable officer would have
recognized that other force options were available to gain | jilllcompliance which would not
pose a risk to [ lllchildren or the other officers attempting to arrest |JliiTherefore, Officer
I sc of OC spray was objectively unreasonable under the totality of the circumstances.

Officer |Jllladmitted that he witnessed Officer | lllluse OC spray on [N
However, Officer |Jilifhad a different perspective of the encounter and Department policy does
not expressly prohibit the use of OC spray when children are present. Therefore, Officer | N
did not have sufficient information to determine that Officer | lllusc of the OC spray
constituted excessive force.

For these reasons, COPA recommends a finding of Sustained for Allegation #4 against
Officer JIland a finding of Unfounded for Allegation #7 against Officer |

5. There is insufficient evidence to prove or disprove that Officers | N
and llllpointed their firearms at JJllllwithout justification

The Chicago Police Department does not have an explicit policy governing when an officer
may point his or her firearm at a person. However, pointing a firearm at a person constitutes the
use of force and therefore must be objectively reasonable under the totality of the circumstances.
See Jacobs v. City of Chicago, 215 F.3d 758, 773-74 (7th Cir. 2000).

stated that Officer | llloointed his firearm at her in the alley. Officer | R
admitted that she pointed her firearm at | llin the alley. Officer Jilldid not recall pointing
his firearm at [Jllin the alley or at any other point during the incident in his interviews with
IPRA investigators but stated during | ililicriminal trial that he did pull his firearm in the
alley.2 Officer |land Officer lboth assert that [Jlllmade a quick movement toward
the floor of her vehicle while in the alley without any communication, and that they could not see
I onds. lCsserts that she reached for her purse immediately after Officer | N
requested her license and insurance. There is no independent evidence to corroborate what
occurred during this portion of the incident.*?® This portion of the incident was not captured by the

126 As explained below, the officers had probable cause to arrest JillRegardless, under llinois law it is unlawful to resist even
an unlawful arrest. See 720 ILCS 5/7-7.

127 The ICC footage demonstrates that | 20 already exited vehicle prior to Officer [Jillldischarging her OC
spray at |JllHowever, the ICC footage demonstrates that | NN 25 still inside the vehicle.

128 The May 21, 2013, case supplemental report also reflects that Officer [Jjiiilito!d Detectives NN I hat he
unholstered his firearm in the alley. Officer |Jjillerovided his first statement to IPRA investigators almost three and half years
after the incident.

129 Officer |G!so admitted that she pointed her firearm at [ lllin the street at or near | O ficer
Istated that she unholstered her firearm and pointed it at Jllllbecause Jkept moving in and out of the vehicle and
she did not know what |Jllllwas reaching for. As explained above, |JIlllwas an active resister during this portion of the incident
and in light of the totality of the circumstances, Officer | Mllllldccision to point her firearm at | llvas objectively reasonable.
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ICC footage. Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of Not Sustained for Allegation #5 against
Officer Jand Allegations, #5 and #8 against Officer | N

6. Officer ISt I-d Officer O d not violate policy by
pulling [l across the hood of a parked vehicle

The ICC footage demonstrates that only Officer | ESot. IIand Officer N
lifted [ up and pulled her across the hood of the parked vehicle during the incident. However,
Officer IS gt. I d Officer - ctions did not violate Department policy.
Although |Jlllllraised her hands in the air immediately prior to the officers lifting her up and
pulling her across the parked vehicle,**° the officers were permitted to take reasonable steps to
immediately apprehend and arrest | llThere is clear and convincing evidence which
demonstrates Officer | S st. I d Officer | :ctions were objectively
reasonable under the totality of the circumstances. |JJililfwas continuously moving in and out of
her vehicle while ignoring police orders, and the officers reasonably believed that |Jjilijwould
continue to do so to evade apprehension or possibly secure a weapon. The officer’s took actions
to prevent her from doing so by bringing |Jlllon to the hood of the car. Therefore, COPA
recommends a finding of Exonerated for Allegations #9 and #17 against Officer | llland
Allegations #1 and #9 against Sgt. |Jililand Officer |ICOPA further recommends a
finding of Unfounded for Allegations #6, #10, and #14 against Officer A !legation #13
against Officer | A legation #5 for Sgt. [Jllland Officer | aNd Allegations #1, #5,

and #9 against Officers NN - ¢
Detectives |- -0 Sots. I Il

7. IHS'd to the ground from the parked vehicle

There is no evidence that any officer took |Jjiliito the ground from the hood of the parked
vehicle. The ICC footage demonstrates that |Jillloegan to slide off the vehicle as Sgt. | I
stepped off the hood of the parked vehicle. At this point, Sgt. | lllloody weight no longer held
" place on the hood of the parked vehicle. There is no evidence that Officer | ESOt.
- d Officer Knew or had reason to know that Jillwould subsequently slide
to the ground on her own accord or that the officers acted in a reckless fashion. Therefore, COPA
recommends a finding of Unfounded for Allegations #7, #11, and #15 against Officer | N
Allegations #10, #14 and #18 against Officer |JJlIAlegations #2, #6, and #10 against Officers

I - 1 | I Detectives I
I d I Cnd Sgts. I - d I

8. There is insufficient evidence to prove or disprove that any officer kicked
and/or struck I

- 1eges that after she was thrown to the ground that officers kicked her and struck
her across the body. There is no independent evidence to corroborate this allegation. The available
video footage did not capture this portion of the incident!! and none of the civilian witnesses

observed any officer kick or punch | lllwhile I as on the ground.'*? Jmedical

130 The ICC footage demonstrates that |Jiilillraised her hands only after Officer | lllloointed her firearm at |

131 The portion of the ICC footage that captured the incident does not reflect any officer kicking or striking | N

132 However, many of the civilian witnesses were relatively far away from the relevant area and may not have been able to see the
alleged kicks and strikes.
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records also do not reflect that she suffered injuries consistent with the officers kicking or striking
her multiple times. All of the involved officers denied kicking and striking [ llillor witnessing
any officer kick or strike JJl*>® Nonetheless, there is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that
none of the officers kicked or struck |iilillat all. Officers |- - d Sot.
I cre all at least in the immediate vicinity at the time JJJiliis!id from the vehicle and
therefore could have possibly kicked and/or struck [Jllfor observed other officers kick and/or
strike .S 2! !coed. Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of Not Sustained for
Allegations #8, #9, #12, #13, #16, and #17 against Officer | A legations #11, #12, #15,
#16, #19, and #20 against Officer |JJllland Allegations #3, #4, #7, #8, #11, and #12 against Sgt.

I :nd Officer I

Officers | - | [ Dctectives
I B Sot. - .| deny being in the immediate vicinity of
I hen the alleged kicks and punches likely would have occurred (i.e. immediately after
IS id off the hood of the parked vehicle and Officers RSOt IIand Officer N
approached [Jlllito arrest her).*® There is clear and convincing evidence to demonstrate that
that these officers did not kick and/or strike | llor observe any officers kick and or strike
I >° Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of Unfounded for Allegations #3, #4, #7, #8,
#11, and #12 against Officers I - |

Detectives [INEE:"d IEEEE-d Sot. IEEEEE.nd I

9. All of the involved officers had probable cause to seize and arrest | N

An officer must have probable cause to arrest a subject. People v. Johnson, 408 Ill. App.
3d 107, 119 (1st Dist. 2010). “Probable cause to arrest exists when the totality of the facts and
circumstances known to a police officer would lead a person of reasonable caution to believe that
the person apprehended has committed a crime, and its existence depends on the totality of the
circumstances at the time of the arrest.” Id. The officer’s subjective belief is not determinative;
rather probable cause is an objective standard. Id. Where officers are investigating or are working
together, “the knowledge of each constitutes the knowledge of all, and probable cause can be
established from all the information collectively received by the officers.” People v. Long, 369 IlI.
App. 3d 860, 867 (2d Dist. 2007).

In the instant case, Officers | d IIboth personally observed |lreverse in
the alley at a high rate of speed when Officer |JJJJllwas in the immediate vicinity of | N
vehicle. Although |llllldisputes that she grabbed Officer | v cst and that Officer |
was dragged or struck by her vehicle, | illadmits that Officer | llvas in the immediate
vicinity of the driver side door when she began to reverse. The ICC footage demonstrates that

133 Officer I TRR listed “kicks” as one of the use of force options employed by Officer |Illllduring the incident.
However, Officer [IIdid not author the TRR. Officer | llllstated that she did not recall any physical interaction with
I fter Officer SOt II:d Officer |emoved her from the wedged-in area and this is when |lasserts
the kicks and strikes occurred. The ICC footage reflects that Officer |Illlllstepped off the parked vehicle and out of frame as
Officer IS ot. HI>d Officer e xtracted Jfrom the wedged-in area.

134 All of the remaining accused officers except Officer |Jjillassert they arrived at the scene after |Jillwas in custody. Officer
a5 on the scene, but the ICC footage corroborates her assertion that she was focused on securing | and taking |l
o safety when the alleged kicks and strikes would have occurred.

135 The corroborating evidence includes the OEMC event query and GPS data (when available) reflecting the officers’ approximate
arrival times. The remaining officers were also not identified as being in the immediate vicinity during the relevant time period on
the ICC footage from Officer |l I olice vehicle.
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I cVersed her vehicle in an abrupt and rapid fashion and that |JJiilldriver’s side front
door was open at least as the car continued to reverse down the alley.'® jjjiiiliihas provided
inconsistent accounts about what exactly occurred as the vehicle reversed, but admitted during her
civil deposition that Officer | lllllife!! as she began to reverse.’3” Officer | cdical
records and the ET photos corroborate that |JJjililfrcversal, at a minimum, caused her to fall to
the ground resulting in Officer | llllsustaining some injuries.®

The totality of the facts and circumstances that confronted Officer |Jjjiljland Officer
I ould lead an objectively reasonable officer to believe that |Jjjilifhad committed at least
the crime of reckless conduct (720 ILCS 5/12-5) . 1*° Indeed, Judge Sacks ultimately found [l
guilty of reckless conduct beyond a reasonable doubt—a much higher legal standard than probable
cause—at [ criminal trial.24°

Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of Exonerated for Allegations #18 and #19
against Officer A legation #21 against Officer A 1egation #13 against Sgt. N
and Officers |- ™ and a finding of Unfounded for Allegation #13
against Officers | I - ' B O <i<ctives - d
I Sots. I

10.  There is insufficient evidence to prove or disprove that Officer | o
Officer Made any willful false statements relating to this incident

COPA'’s predecessor agency, IPRA, served twenty Rule 14 allegations against Officer
I d eighteen Rule 14 allegations against Officer |l To sustain a Rule 14 allegation,
the evidence must prove that the officer willfully made a material false statement. In other words,
the evidence must demonstrate that the officer intentionally misrepresented a material fact and not
merely that the officer misperceived what occurred or inaccurately recalled what occurred. In the
instant case, there is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer | iiillcr Officer |
willfully made any material false statements relating to this incident.

11.  Officers lllland IJId not make any false statements about the
initial encounter being a traffic stop.

A traffic stop is a seizure under the Fourth Amendment. See Whren v. United States, 517
U.S. 806, 809-10 (1996). A lawful traffic stop requires “at least [an] articulable and reasonable
suspicion that the particular person stopped is breaking the law,” including traffic law. United

136 I Griver side front is not visible when she first begins to reverse. Jiiilldisputes Officer | Eand Officer N
contention that her driver’s side front door was open as she began to reverse.

137 Att. 338 at 174.

138 See Atts. 58, 78, 330.

139 A person commits reckless conduct when he or she, by any means lawful or unlawful, recklessly performs an act or acts that:
(1) cause bodily harm to or endanger the safety of another person; or (2) cause great bodily harm or permanent disability or
disfigurement to another person. 720 ILCS 5/12-5. Although Reckless Conduct is not listed as an offense in [ llllarrest report,
the relevant inquiry is whether the officers objectively had probable cause to seize and arrest | lllSee Long, 369 IIl. App. 3d at
867.

140 Officers | and Officer Jlalso had at least reasonable suspicion to conduct a traffic stop at the beginning of the
encounter because of [ llluse of her high beam lights in the alley. See Section(V1)(10)(i) below.

141 Officer |I-nd Officer I<nowledge may be imputed to all the other officers working with them to arrest [N
See Long, 369 Ill. App. 3d at 867. Moreover, responding officers could reasonably rely on Officer | llllllstatement over radio
which asserted that Officer |lllvas dragged.

142 There is no credible evidence that these officers participated in any substantive manner in [INEElorrest.
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States v. Rodriguez-Escalera, 884 F.3d 661, 667-68 (7th Cir. 2018). An officer’s subjective intent
is not controlling; even where officers hope to effectuate a goal unrelated to addressing a traffic
violation, intent alone does not invalidate a traffic stop that is otherwise objectively justified by
reasonable articulable suspicion. See Whren, 517 U.S. at 812.

The arrest and case incident report reflect that Officer |Jjjilfland Officer | initiated
a traffic stop in the alley near |- Officer asserts that the initial
encounter was not a traffic stop and that she exited their vehicle to request that [ iliflmove her
vehicle. Officer |Jjjjiilasserts that he intended to initiate a traffic stop for |Jjjjjjllillcgal use of
her high beams.

The arrest report and case incident report were authored by Officers [ ililland and
not Officer |Jllland/or Officer O fficer JICId not recall informing anyone that
the initial encounter was a traffic stop.'** Officers |Jjiilland [l could not recall if they spoke
to Officer Jlllabout the incident but attributed the information in the case incident report and
arrest report to Officer |l T here is no video or audio record of any interview Officers |
or IIlllconducted with Officer |l T here is insufficient evidence to determine whether
Officer I recifically described the initial encounter as a traffic stop to Officers |Jilijand
o if there was a misunderstanding between Officer |Jiililand Officers |l land
B Regardless, the ICC footage demonstrates that [Jjiililiturned on her high beam in the
alley near I A vcnue right after encountering Officers | llland I o!ice
vehicle, which objectively justified a traffic stop.1#® Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of
Unfounded for Allegation #20 against Officer | llland Allegation #22 against Officer | N

12.  There is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer JJjiliilmade any
false statements about the initial encounter with |Jlllin the alley

The May 21, 2013, case supplementary report reflects that Officer |Jilijinformed
Detectives IO IEEEEhat he and Officer | lllloestured to [Jto back up
her vehicle, but that instead, [ illdrove forward, flashed her lights, and honked her horn. The
ICC footage corroborates that |Jjiiliiturned on her high beams and [Jiililadmitted to honking
her horn in the alley. However, | lllasserts that neither Officer | ilinor Officer Jlimade
any gestures for her to back up. Both Officers |Jlllland cssert that they gestured for
I c back up. There is no independent evidence to prove or disprove that this occurred.
Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of Not Sustained for Allegation #27 against Officer

143 Att. 6 and Att. 11.

144 Att. 293 at 117-118.

145 Alternatively, it is possible that Officers |lilland Ispoke to Officer Jlllor another officer who described the initial
encounter as a traffic stop.

146 The Chicago Municipal Code provides that, “[o]n approaching another vehicle proceeding in an opposite direction and when
within not less than 350 feet of such vehicle, the operator of a motor vehicle equipped with electric headlight or headlights shall
dim such headlight or headlights.” Chicago Municipal Code § 09-40-90. | llasserts that she accidentally turned on her high
beams, but even if her assertion is true, |Illllstil! technically violated a traffic law.
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13.  There is insufficient evidence to prove or disprove that | lllcr IR
Hstruck Officer N

I:sserts that neither she nor IS ruck Officer I the alley or at
any other time. Officer |JJjililand Officer N:'ege that EE:truck Officer
i the alley. Officer G eges that !0 struck her in the alley.*” There is
insufficient independent evidence to determine what occurred. The ICC footage did not directly
capture this portion of the incident.}*® The ICC footage does appear to demonstrate that there was
some type confrontation involving [Jililand Officer [JJllduring this portion of the incident.
Specifically, | chicle clearly shakes, and |Jilican be seen flailing her arms and moving
her head. However, the ICC footage did not capture what exactly occurred during this portion of
the incident.}*® The ICC footage also does not clearly show whether | N oved into
the driver’s seat or by the front console during this portion of the incident as Officers |jjjjjilland
I:!lege. Because there is insufficient evidence to determine whether |l d N
Istruck Officer |Ethere is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer | N
and/or Officer |lfalsely stated that | I ruck Officer I
violation of Rule 14. Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of Not Sustained for Allegations
#22, #23, #25, #26, #29, #30, #33, and #34 against Officer |JJlllland Allegations #24, #25, #28,
#29, #34, and #39 for Officer | N

14.  There is insufficient evidence to prove or disprove that Officer | N
and Officer [Jlll2sked Jllfor her driver’s license and insurance

I sserts that Officer |Jonly asked for her license and insurance one time.
Officers >0 Ilossert that they asked for | llllllicense and insurance multiple
times. There is no independent evidence to prove or disprove that Officer | iilland Officer
I :sked for i cense multiple times. Therefore, COPA recommends a finding of Not
Sustained for Allegations #21 and #32 against Officer | llland Allegation #23 against Officer

15.  There is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer | Nor
Officer willfully misrepresented Officer | collision with

I chicle.

There are two main discrepancies between Officer | llland Officer N
purported accounts of the collision as memorialized in the case incident, arrest report, case
supplementary reports and | illaccount of the collision.

First, the reports reflect that | llllllvchicle struck a parked vehicle, but [asserts
that her vehicle struck the parked vehicle only after Officer | licrashed into her vehicle (i.e.

147 Officer IMProvided inconsistent accounts regarding whether he observed [Illllstrike Officer | the alley. During
the criminal trial, IPRA statements, and civil deposition, Officer |Jlllasserted that he observed [llllllorab Officer DY
the vest after | ruck Officer and did not reference observing lllllstrike Officer |However, the
May 21, 2013, case supplementary report reflects that Officer |Jjjilftold Detectives |- Ithat he also
observed Jstrike Officer I There is no audio or video record of this interview.

148 Specifically, the ICC footage does not show the driver’s side portion of | lllvehicle.

149 See Att. 42 at 8:24-8:48. A leges that she was attempting to prevent Officer |lllfrom opening her driver’s side door
and Officer | llllland Officer lllalcge that the driver’s side door was already open, and that Officer [l as partially
inside the vehicle during this portion of the incident.
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that the force of Officer || llpolice vehicle propelled | lllvchicle into the parked
vehicle). ™ st ated that Jlllcrashed into a parked vehicle in his statement to IPRA
investigators.®™! The ICC footage captured this portion of the incident. However, the ICC footage
does not conclusively demonstrate whether [ illvchicle struck the parked vehicle slightly
before or slightly after Officer |Jjjlllicrashed into |l vchicle. Nonetheless, at a minimum,
the ICC footage demonstrates that [JJiilfvchicle was extremely close to the parked vehicle
immediately prior to Officer | Bl police vehicle striking [ llllvehicle, so it was
reasonable that the officers could have perceived |JJlllvehicle as having struck another vehicle.
Under the circumstances, this discrepancy is an insufficient basis to sustain a Rule 14 violation

against Officers |l d/or

Second, the case incident report, arrest report, and the May 21, 2013, case supplementary
report summarizing Officer |l May 13, 2013, statement to Detective [JJJlido not
expressly state that Officer [ lillcrashed into [Jlvehicle.?® The case incident report and
arrest report reference Officer | lP!ocking |Ifrom fleeing, while the portion of the case
supplementary report summarizing Officer ||jjjjjjiillstatement to Detective |JJJillsimply states
that [l chicle became wedged between two cars.!®>® While the accounts of the collision in
the reports are technically accurate, they are incomplete. The ICC footage demonstrates that
Officer | llllvscd her police vehicle to strike | lllvchicle. Indeed, Officer | N
admitted to this conduct in her criminal court testimony, statements to IPRA investigators, and in
her civil deposition. Officer |Jilihas also consistently stated that Officer | lllused her police
vehicle to strike [ ilillvehicle.’> However, neither Officer [Jilllnor Officer Jllauthored
the relevant reports and there is no audio or video recording of any of the interviews that were
given to Detective |l T herefore, there is no record of the exact questions Officer |
and/or Officer |llvwere asked to answer or any way to determine whether a good-faith
miscommunication or misunderstanding occurred during these statements. There is insufficient
evidence to demonstrate that Officers | cr Ifailed to disclose that Officer |
crashed into | lllvehicle or willfully misrepresented the collision during their interviews.

Finally, there are additional discrepancies relating to the collision with Officer | I
and Officer | lllitestimony in M criminal case.’™

Officer Jlltestified in the criminal trial that she observed Officer |Jililtrying to enter
I chiclc and she observed [ lmoving in and out of her vehicle prior to Officer |

150 Officer lllasserted that [llstruck the parked vehicle in his statement to IPRA investigators. Officer | lllorovided
somewhat inconsistent statements on this issue and it is unclear whether she personally observed |V chicle strike the parked
vehicle or instead relied on what she learned after the fact from Officer |Jjjilifand/or her own review of the ICC footage.

151 Att. 163 at 7.

152 See Atts. 6, 10, and 17. Officer |llimade a second statement to ASA |Ethat is memorialized in the May 30, 2013,
case supplementary report. This summary notes that Officer |Illlllstated she struck the front of |lllllvehicle. See Att. 18.
158 Officer JCid not recall saying this to Detective | llAt. 331 at 8. The portion of the case supplementary report
summarizing Officer | lllstatement to Detectives 2o I o¢s reflect that Officer [llllstated that Officer
s trock I chicle with her police vehicle.

154 1t is unlikely that the information in the case incident report and arrest report came from Officer |iillbecause Officers [N
and Ido not recall interviewing Officer |l The relevant portion of the May 21, 2013, case supplementary report clearly
cannot be attributed to Officer |Illlllos Detective |Iid not interview Officer Il The summary of Officer N
interview with Detectives |2 I » the case supplementary report does reference Officer | Striking
I chicle.

155 |PRA also served a Rule 14 allegation against Officer | llfor testifying that | lllllvehicle struck a parked vehicle in
I criminal case. The analysis for that allegation is the same as above.
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crashing into [Jvchicle.’® The ICC footage demonstrates that the events Officer |
described in her criminal court testimony occurred after she crashed her police vehicle into
I chicle. However, there is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer [ R
intentionally misrepresented the timing of these events while testifying rather than mistakenly
conflated the timing of the events. Indeed, Officer | illlcriminal court testimony, if true,
would have made her decision to intentionally use her police vehicle to strike | jjiilililcven more
egregious.

Officer |Jllitestified in the criminal trial that he observed |Jlstrike a vehicle and
then observed “someone” crash in |Jjiillcar into a squad car. While Officer [Jjjjilicould have
specified that he observed Officer | lllicrash into JJllvchicle, his statement is accurate,
and it is unclear if he directly observed Officer | llldriving the squad car out of the alley at
the time of the incident or simply learned about this after the fact.

For these reasons, COPA recommends a finding of Not Sustained for Allegations #24,
#28, #37, #38, and #39 against Officer |Jlllland Allegations #26, #31, and #37 against Officer

16.  There is insufficient evidence Officer |Jllwillfully misrepresented not
observing Officer |lllldischarge her OC spray at |

The May 30, 2013, case supplementary report memorializes Officer [ lstatements
to ASA I:d Detectives IO - d notes that Officer |Jlistated
that he did not observe Officer |Jllldischarge OC spray at i’ The ICC footage
demonstrates that Officer |Jjllwas standing next to Officer | lllwhen she discharged her
OC spray at I his statements to IPRA investigators and in his civil deposition, Officer
Ilstated that he did recall Officer | lllldischarging her OC spray at | lllbut it is not
clear if Officer |Jlllrecalls this from his direct firsthand knowledge of the incident or from his
review of the ICC footage. Moreover, Officer |JJJilldid not author the May 30, 2013, case
supplementary report and there is no video or audio recording of his May 14, 2013, statement to
ASA - d Detectives N> I T herefore, there is no record of the exact
questions that ASA llond Detectives Y IEEE:skcd Officer |INor

way to determine whether there was a good-faith miscommunication or misunderstanding between

Officer lllland ASA I d Detectives Y o' these reasons,
there is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer |Jilijwillfully falsely reported not

observing Officer | lllldischarge her OC spray at <2 I " his May
14,2013, statement to ASA lad Detectives | I herefore, COPA
recommends a finding of Not Sustained for Allegation #33 against Officer |

17.  There is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that Officer |
Officer v illfully misrepresented that |Jlldragged Officer

I the alley

Officer O as consistently and repeatedly asserted that |Jililldragged her face down
in the alley while reversing her vehicle at a high rate of speed. Officer |Jjjilijhas also asserted that
IO rabbed Officer DY the vest and dragged her through the alley while reversing her

156 Att. 130 at 38-39.
157 See Att. 18.
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vehicle at a high rate of speed. In contrast, |Jjjililldenies dragging Officer | lor striking
I ith her vehicle. This portion of the incident is not captured by the ICC footage.

The ET photos and medical records are generally inconsistent with Officer | jlioeing
dragged in the manner Officers | and 2! ege. Specifically, Officer | lisuffered
relatively minor injuries and her uniform was relatively intact, which would be implausible if
Officer |Jhad been dragged for at least twenty feet in the manner described by Officers

g

Nonetheless, the ET photos and medical records do somewhat corroborate that Officer
I 25 dragged to some extent. Specifically, the ET photos and medical records reflect that
Officer |Jlsuffered some injuries, that her face was covered in dirt, and that her uniform had
some scuff marks and other markings consistent with her being dragged a short distance.
Moreover, other evidence corroborates that Officer [Jilillwas dragged at least to some extent.*®
First, as memorialized in the May 21, 2013, case supplementary report, | NN
conversation with Detective | <flects that at least on the date of the incident, |
B kcly believed that [Jlllhad “run over” Officer " Second, Officer
contemporaneously announced over the radio during the incident that Officer | Evas
dragged.t6°

For these reasons, there is insufficient evidence to determine exactly what occurred as
I cVversed her vehicle in the alley or to determine whether Officer | iillor Officer I
made any willful misrepresentations about the dragging in the alley. Therefore, COPA
recommends a finding of Not Sustained for Allegations #27, #31, #35, and #36 against Officer
I d for Allegations #30, #32, #35, #36 and #38 against Officer | I

VIIl. RECOMMENDED DISCIPLINE FOR SUSTAINED ALLEGATIONS
a. Officer GG

i. Complimentary and Disciplinary History: Emblem of Recognition —
Physical Fitness, 4; Presidential Election Deployment Award 2008, 1,
Honorable Mention, 64; Department Commendation, 1; Complimentary
Letter, 3; Honorable Mention Ribbon Award, 1; NATO Summit Service
Award, 1; Life Saving Award, 1; Joint Operations Award, 1; 2009 Crime
Reduction Award, 1; Unit Meritorious Performance Award, 1. Officer
I 25 no CR or Spar history for the last 7 years.

Allegation No. 3: Intentionally crashed the Department vehicle she was driving into a
vehicle occupied by |- d her two daughters, then ages one and eight. Penalty:
30-Day Suspension.

158 Indeed, Judge Sacks found in the criminal case that Officer |Illlvas dragged “to some extent or another.” Att. 327 at 52.
159 See Att. 17. NS bsequently provided a different account of this portion of the incident in her civil deposition.

There is no audio or video recording of | - 1cgcd statements to Detective | N RN
160 See Att. 147.
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Allegation No. 4: Sprayed a chemical agent upon |~ the immediate
vicinity of her two daughters, then ages one and eight, who were seated inside || N
vehicle. Penalty: 30-Day Suspension.

b. Officer G

Complementary and Disciplinary History: Emblem of Physical
Recognition, 2; Presidential Election Deployment Award 2008, 1;
Attendance Recognition Award, 1; Traffic Stop of the Month, 2;
Department Commendation, 7; Honorable Mention, 117; Complimentary
Letter, 4; Police Officer of the Month Award, 1; Life Saving Award, 2;
Honorable Mention Ribbon Award, 1; NATO Summit Service Award, 1;
2009 Crime Reduction, 1; Joint Operation Award, 1; Top Gun Arrest
Award, 1; Unit Meritorious Performance Award, 1. Officer |Jjjiifhas no

CR or Spar history for the last 7 years.

Allegation No. 6: Witnessed Officer ||l I ntentionally crash the Department
vehicle she was driving into a vehicle occupied by | E:d her two daughters, then
ages 1 and 8, and failed to report it as misconduct. Penalty: 10-Day Suspension.

Had COPA not faced time constraints and deficient investigative decisions and actions (i.e.
poor allegations and indifference towards the length of this investigation) by the Independent
Police Review Authority, this investigation would have likely resulted in a substantially firmer
disciplinary recommendation.

IX.

CONCLUSION

Based on the analysis set forth above, COPA makes the following findings:

Officer Allegation Finding/
Recommendation

Officer It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00

I p.m., at | A <., in the alley, Officer N

I

1. Directed profanity at [ ting

words to the effect, “Bitch move the fucking car
back”;

Not Sustained

Intentionally covered her nameplate while

B s on the phone with the “911”

requesting police assistance;

Not Sustained

Intentionally crashed the Department vehicle she

was driving into a vehicle occupied by |

-0 her two daughters, then ages one and
eight;

Sustained / 30-Day
Suspension

. Sprayed a chemical agent upon I

the immediate vicinity of her two daughters, then
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ages one and eight, who were seated inside

I  chicle:;

Sustained / 30-Day

Suspension

Pointed a firearm at | ithout

justification;

Not Sustained

Pulled IR oss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Unfounded

Took I 0 the ground;

Unfounded

Kicked - out the body;

S

Not Sustained

Struck I 2out the body;

Not Sustained

. Witnessed officers pul | | - oss the

hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
misconduct;

Unfounded

11.

Witnessed officers take |0 the

ground and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

12.

Witnessed officers kick |- out the

body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

13.

Witnessed officers strike |- out

the body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

14.

Violated Fourth  Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer | loulled

I c'0ss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Unfounded

15.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer | took

I, o (he ground;

16.

Unfounded

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer | Kicked
about the body;

17.

Not Sustained

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer | lstruck

I 0out the body;

18.

Not Sustained

Participated in the arrest of |

without legal justification to do so;

Exonerated

19.

Violated Fourth  Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer |

attempted to seize the person of |

from her personal car;

Exonerated

20.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely

reported to Officer |G-/ or
Officer IIIINIGEE'HEEE" it Ilthat the

incident was the result of a traffic stop, as
memorialized in the related Arrest and Case reports;

Unfounded

21.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely
reported to Officer |GG T d/or
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Officer I it IElthat she
repeatedly asked | or her Driver’s

License and Insurance, as memorialized in the
related Case report;

Not Sustained

22.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely

reported to Officer | EEEEGEGEGEE'TE:"d/or
Officer IIIINEGEGEE " it Ilthat she
was struck by | IIIINEEEEE:s memorialized in

the related Case report;

Not Sustained

23.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |falsely

reported to Officer |- J/or
Officer IIIININIEGEEE'TEE" it Ilthat she
was struck by |- nemorialized in

the related Arrest and Case reports; and

Not Sustained

24.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely

reported to Officer |- J/or
Officer NI it IElthe way

the collision occurred, as memorialized in the
related Arrest and Case reports.

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at an unknown time, at
I ospital, Officer N

25.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely

reported to then Det. | EEEEEGEETEE it
Ilthat she was struck by NN

memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

26.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely

reported to then Det. |G it
Ilthat she was struck by N

memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

217.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely

reported to then Det. NGV it
Ilthat she was dragged, face down, by a car

driven by - memorialized in the

related Case Supplementary report; and

Not Sustained

28.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely
reported to then Det. | EENNEEGEGE"TEEEV it
Ilthe manner in which the collision occurred, as
memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report.

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on May 14, 2013, at approximately 9:30
p.m., at Area South, Officer ||l
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29.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely

reported to Det. NGB <.
I I it [and/or
ASA"! It she was struck by
I mcemorialized in the related

Case Supplementary report;

Not Sustained

30.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer | Efalsely

reported to Det. NGB <
I I it Iand/or
ASA B2t she was struck by
I emorialized in the related

Case Supplementary report; and

Not Sustained

31.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely

reported to Det. N I e
I it Iand)/or

ASA I ot she was dragged, face
first, on the ground, by a car driven by | R

B memorialized in the related Case
Supplementary report.

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on October 13, 2015, at an unknown time,
at 2600 S. California, in the Circuit Court of Cook County,
Criminal Division, before the Honorable Judge I

I O ficer I
32.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely
testified that she asked for |

Driver’s License “quite a few times”;

Not Sustained

33.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely
testified that she was struck by | NG

34.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely
testified that she was struck by | EERNEGE

35.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely
testified that she was dragged down the alley, “face
down on the ground” by a car driven by || R
I Vviolation of Rule 14;

36.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely
testified, “My face, my torso. My entire body” were
dragged on the ground by a car driven by | NN

37.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely
testified that when she turned right onto Kerfoot,
she observed her “partner attempting to gain access

to the [opened] driver’s side of | ENENGEGEGEG

161 ASA is an abbreviation for Assistant State’s Attorney.
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car prior to Officer |Estriking EEE
B

38.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEfalsely
testified that when she turned right onto Kerfoot,

B s backed up against a car,
“apparently, she had struck a Honda Civic, which

was on that street parked’ prior to Officer |
striking |GGG 2 ; and

39.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |EEEfalsely
testified that when she turned right onto Kerfoot,
she “could see Ms. |JJlfw as still in and out of her
car” prior to Officer | Estriking N

Officer I
I

Not Sustained

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00
p.m., at |- < . in the alley, Officer |l

1.

Witnessed Officer | rcct
profanity at | s 2ting words to the

effect, “Bitch move the fucking car back,” and
failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Witnessed Officer | tentionally
cover her nameplate while | N 2s on

the phone with “911” requesting police assistance,
and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Directed profanity at |EEEEEEEEEE:t=ting

words to the effect, “What the fuck are you reaching
f0r7’.

Not Sustained

Pointed a firearm at || NN

Not Sustained

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer |Jillrointed

his firearm at [

Not Sustained

Witnessed Officer | tcntionally

crash the Department vehicle she was driving into a

vehicle occupied by - d her two

daughters, then ages 1 and 8, and failed to report it
as misconduct;

Sustained / 10-Day
Suspension

Witnessed Officer |GG 2y 2
chemical agent upon NN the

immediate vicinity of her two daughters, then ages

1 and 8, who were seated inside ||

vehicle and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

Witnessed Officer | oint a firearm
at I ithout justification and failed

to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained
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Pulled R oss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

10.

Took I 0 the ground;

11.

Unfounded

Kicked - out the body;

12.

Not Sustained

Struck about the body;

13.

Not Sustained

Witnessed officers pull | EEE:c'oss the

hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
misconduct;

Unfounded

14.

Witnessed officers take | c the

ground and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

15.

Witnessed officers kick |- out the

body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

16.

Witnessed officers strike |- out

the body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

17.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles, when,
without legal justification, Officer |Jljoulled

- c'0ss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

18.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles, when,
without legal justification, Officer | litook

I © the ground;

19.

Unfounded

Violated Fourth Amendment principles, when,
without legal justification, Officer |Jlikicked

20.

Not Sustained

Violated Fourth Amendment principles, when,
without legal justification, Officer [Jlstruck

21.

Not Sustained

Participated in the arrest of |

without legal justification to do so;

Exonerated

22.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |Efalsely

reported to Officer |- J/or
Officer HIIIIINIEGEE'HEEE" it Ilthat the

incident was the result of a traffic stop, as
memorialized in the related Arrest and Case reports;

Unfounded

23.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely

reported to Officer |- 0/or
Officer NG "it ItHat
Officer NG < catedly asked
I 0 her Driver’s License and

Insurance as memorialized in the related Case
report;

Not Sustained

24.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jfalsely

reported to Officer | EE-d/or
Officer it et
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Officer NN 25 struck by I
I:s memorialized in the related Case report;

25.

Not Sustained

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Efalsely

reported to Officer |G EE:d/or
Officer IS TNt Ehat

Officer I 25 struck by I
s memorialized in the related Case report;

and

Not Sustained

26.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |JEfalsely

reported to Officer |G EE:d/or
Officer NG TN it e
manner in which the collision occurred, as
memorialized in the related Arrest and Case reports.

Not Sustained

217.

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:14
p.m., at | O the street, Officer |

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely

reported to Det. NGB d Det.
I I it Ithat he
and Officer |GGG :stured to I

I c back up, I oVe toward
them, flashed her high beam lights and beeped her

horn, as memorialized in the related Case
Supplementary report;

Not Sustained

28.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely

reported to Det. | NN B Det.
I A it ot
I < uck Officer -

memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

29.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Efalsely

reported to Det. | B d Det.
I it ot
I, st uck Officer

as memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

30.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |JEfalsely

reported to Det. R B d Det.
I B it . hat
Officerr I B ooked like
“tumbleweed” as she flipped around while being
dragged by the car driven by IEEENEGEEE:
memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained
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31.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jfalsely

reported to Det. B d Det.
I I it Ithe
manner in which the collision occurred, as
memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report;

Not Sustained

32.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |JEfalsely

reported to Det. NGB <.
I I it Iand/or
ASA I ot Officer I
I 25 dragged underneath the driver’s side
door of the car driven by NN
memorialized in the related Case Supplementary
report; and

Not Sustained

33.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer |JEfalsely

reported to Det. NGO
I I it Iand/or
ASA B2t he did not observe
Officer | ischarge pepper-spray
while on Kerfoot, as memorialized in the related
Case Supplementary report.

Not Sustained

34.

It is alleged that on October 15, 2015, at an unknown time,
at 2600 S. California, in the Circuit Court of Cook County,
Criminal Division, before the Honorable Judge IR

I Officer I

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely
testified that Officer | " 25 struck

“with a closed fist and about her face and body

area” by I

Not Sustained

35.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely

testified that he observed |
“grabbed with her left hand my partner [Officer

Y her vest area” and travel in

reverse at a “‘very high rate of speed”;

Not Sustained

36.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [JEfalsely

testified that he observed Officer [N
being dragged by a car driven by | NN

and

Not Sustained

37.

Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Efalsely
testified that he observed |G

exit the alley and strike a parked car and then

observed “someone” crash into || G

car.

Not Sustained
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It is alleged that on December 9, 2016, at approximately
11:11 a.m., at 1615 W. Chicago Ave., at IPRA, during a
statement, Officer | IR

38. Violated Rule 14 when Officer [Jjjjiliifalsely stated

that Officer | " 25 dragged by a car
driven by | der the carriage,

“like a tumbleweed going down an open area”; and

Not Sustained

39. Violated Rule 14 when Officer [jjjilifalsely stated
that he observed Officer | <"y
punched about the face by |G

Officer It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00
I p.m., at | o the street, these accused
I Department members:
Officer 1. Pulled - c'oss the hood of a parked
] vehicle; Unfounded
I 2. Took I © the ground; Unfounded
. 3. _Kicked I out the body; Unfounded

Officer 4. Struck [ hout the body; Unfounded
I 5. Witnessed officers pull | EEEEE:c'oss the
L hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
Officer misconduct; Unfounded
. 6. Witnessed officers take [N c the

ground and failed to report it as misconduct; Unfounded
Officer 7. Witnessed officers kick | - out the
. body and failed to report it as misconduct; Unfounded
. 8. Witnessed officers strike |- out

the body and failed to report it as misconduct; Unfounded
Officer 9. Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
I without legal justification, Officer [insert name]
I pulled I cross the hood of a parked

vehicle; Unfounded
Det. 10. Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
] without legal justification, Officer [insert name]
] took to the ground; Unfounded
] 11. Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,

without legal justification, Officer [insert name]
Det. kicked ot the body; Unfounded
I 12. Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
I without legal justification, Officer [insert name]

struck | hout the body; and Unfounded
Sgt. 13. Participated in the arrest of | Sl | Exonerated
I without legal justification to do so. (Officer 1R
I and Officer | N

Not Sustained
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Unfounded
(remaining
officers)

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00

p.m., at I o the street, Sgt.
N

1.

Pulled |- oss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

Took I 0 the ground;

Unfounded

Kicked - out the body;,

Not Sustained

Struck about the body;

Not sustained

S0 Bl Bl I

Witnessed officers pull | EEEEE:c'oss the

hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
misconduct;

Unfounded

Witnessed officers take | c the

ground and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

Witnessed officers kick |- out the

body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Witnessed officers strike |- out

the body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Violated Fourth  Amendment principles when,

without legal justification, Sgt. | NI u!!ed
I c0ss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

10.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,

without legal justification, Sgt. | EEEEEtook
o0 the ground;

Unfounded

11.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Sgt. | K cked
about the body;

Not Sustained

12.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Sgt. | EEEEEEStruck

I 0ot the body; and

Not Sustained

13.

Participated in the arrest of |

without legal justification to do so.

Exonerated

Officer

It is alleged that on May 13, 2013, at approximately 9:00

p.m., at I o the street, Sgt. I
.
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=

Pulled R oss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

Took I 0 the ground;

Unfounded

Kicked - out the body;,

Not Sustained

Struck about the body;

Unfounded

530 Bl Bl I

Witnessed officers pull | EEE:c'oss the

hood of a parked vehicle and failed to report it as
misconduct;

Unfounded

Witnessed officers take | c the

ground and failed to report it as misconduct;

Unfounded

Witnessed officers kick |- out the

body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Witnessed officers strike |- out

the body and failed to report it as misconduct;

Not Sustained

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,

without legal justification, Officer |
pulled I ' oss the hood of a parked

vehicle;

Exonerated

10.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer |
took | the ground;

Unfounded

11.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer | N
Kicked I ot the body;

Not Sustained

12.

Violated Fourth Amendment principles when,
without legal justification, Officer |
struck | IEE: ~out the body; and

Not Sustained

13.

Participated in the arrest of |

without legal justification to do so.

Exonerated

Approved:

July 31, 2019

Andrea Kersten

Date

Deputy Chief Administrator — Chief Investigator
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