
Log # 2022-0003054 

FINAL SUMMARY REPORT1 
 

I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

On July 22, 2022, the Chicago Police Department Crime Prevention and Information 

Center (CPIC) notified the Civilian Office of Police Accountability (COPA), via telephone and 

email, of an officer-involved shooting at approximately 6:53 am at 1004 West 18th Street. COPA 

was notified that shots were fired at and by Beat 5780. The information available and reviewed 

indicated Sergeant Christopher Liakopoulos, #2681, and Officer Ruben Reynoso, #5621, 

discharged their respective firearms while en route to teach a class at the Chicago Police Academy. 

Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso discharged their firearms at approximately four (4) male 

individuals, one of whom returned fire. During the firearms discharges, an innocent bystander was 

struck and wounded.  

Upon review of the evidence, COPA served allegations that Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer 

Reynoso committed misconduct by discharging their firearm without justification, failing to render 

aid, and failing to secure the scene. Following its investigation, COPA reached Sustained findings 

regarding all of the allegations. 

 

II.  SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE2 

 

On August 31, 2022, COPA personnel interviewed Sgt. Christopher Liakopoulos at COPA 

offices.3 Following is a summary of the information provided: 

 

On July 22, 2022, at approximately 6:53 am, Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso drove 

an unmarked Chicago Police Department (CPD) vehicle west on 18th Street en route to the CPD 

Academy.4 On the north sidewalk at 1004 W. 18th Street, Sgt. Liakopoulos observed a group of 

individuals wearing masks when he told Officer Reynoso that it was very early for gangbangers to 

be outside.5 As they drove further down 18th street, Officer Reynoso pointed out another set of 

individuals; one was wearing a dark blue hoodie and standing close to a shoe repair shop.6 Officer 

 
1 Appendix A includes case identifiers such as the date, time, and location of the incident, the involved parties and 

their demographics, and the applicable rules and policies. 
2 The following is a summary of what COPA finds most likely occurred during this incident. This summary utilized 

information from several different sources, including 3rd-party surveillance footage, 911 calls and radio transmissions, 

and Chicago Police Department (CPD) reports including Sgt. Liakopoulos’ and Officer Reynoso’s tactical response 

reports (TRR), firearm registration records, and firearm qualification history. 
3 Atts. 247, 250. 
4 Att. 250, pg. 11, lns. 8 to 11. Sgt. Liakopoulos was the driver and Officer Reynoso was the front seat passenger. See 

Att. 250, pg. 12, Lines 12; and see Att. 249, pg. Page 7, lns.1 to 2. 
5 Att. 250, pg. 11, lns.14 to 17. 
6 Att. 250, pg. 11, lns.18 to 22. 
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Reynoso said he thought the individuals were doing graffiti.7 Sgt. Liakopoulos stated that they 

were not going to let them do that. "That's just not happening."8 The officers reversed their vehicle 

back toward the group and Officer Reynoso rolled down the window, displayed his badge, and 

both officers inquired what they were doing.9  and  approached the officers, who 

were still in their vehicle.  displayed a weapon. Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso 

discharged their weapons in the direction of  10 then begin firing towards 

the officers.  An exchange of gunfire ensued between and the officers. made 

good on his escape, and suffered multiple gunshot wounds.  Sgt. Liakopoulos said he did 

not touch and learned in LEMART11 training that if the color of blood is bright red, it is 

not an internal organ injury. There was an individual with a medical background who asked if he 

could render aid to Both Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso agreed.12 

 

Sgt. Liakopoulos stated that he reviewed his Tactical Response Report (TRR) from the day 

of the incident. After reviewing security video footage with his lawyer, he wanted to amend his 

TRR13 to state that he fired his weapon first, and his weapon was a sixteen-capacity magazine and 

not fifteen, which is stated on the TRR.14 

 

On September 13, 2022, COPA personnel interviewed Police Officer Ruben Reynoso at 

COPA offices.15 Following is a summary of the information provided: 

 While driving at approximately Morgan and 18th, Officer Reynoso and Sgt. Liakopoulos 

saw a group of gang members who were wearing masks and hoods that they assumed were doing 

graffiti in the area. The officers approached the group in their car with Officer Reynoso’s passenger 

window down. Officer Reynoso displayed his police badge to and who had 

approached the police vehicle. As approached, Officer Reynoso saw him take out a 

silver-colored handgun from a bag he was wearing. Officer Reynoso stated that at this point he 

took out his firearm, extended his arm outside the window and there was an exchange of gunfire. 

After firing his weapon at least one time from inside the police vehicle Officer Reynoso exited the 

police vehicle and stated that he was approximately 15 feet away from when he 

continued to fire his weapon.16 Officer Reynoso stated that Sgt. Liakopoulos got on the radio, 

called it in, and then went after the shooter, 17  

was struck by gunfire, sustaining four bullet wounds, two to his back and two to 

the back of his leg.18 Officer Reynoso corroborated Sgt. Liakopoulos’ statement that an individual 

 
7 Att. 250, pg. 11, lns. 23 to 24. Att. 249, pg. 11, lns.14 to 16. 
8 Att. 250, pg. 12, lns. 2 to 3. 
9 Att. 250, pg. 12, lns. 12-24. 
10 Att. 250, pg. 11, lns. 2 to 3. 
11 LEMART (Law Enforcement Medical and Rescue Training). 
12 Att. 250, pg. 20, lns. 12 to 16. 
13 Att. 250, pg. 9, lns. 2 to 19. 
14 Att. 98. TRR. 
15 Atts. 242, 249. 
16 Att. 249, pg. 28, lns. 16 to 21. 
17 Att. 249, pgs. 10 to 11, lns. 24, 1 to 3. 
18 Att. 261, pg. 4. 
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with a medical background asked if he could render aid to and both officers agreed.19 

Seconds later, ran north on Morgan Street and then doubled west through the north alley 

of 18th Street. Sgt. Liakopoulos pursued on foot but did not turn the blind corner to continue to 

pursue No weapon was recovered. was apprehended and received treatment at 

Stroger Hospital.20 Officer Reynoso stated he reviewed his TRR from the day of the incident. 

Officer Reynoso stated that he did not need to amend his TRR.21  

A bystander, Richard 22 was shot in his left lower quadriceps. described his 

wound as a “deep graze,” approximately ½ inch in diameter around his outer quadriceps.  

said he attended a 6:00 am workout class at Vive Healthy Sport and Nutrition at 965 W 18th Street 

with his friend,   and  left Vive at approximately 6:55 am when 

the incident occurred. observed three Hispanic teenagers wearing what he believed were 

bandanas, so he and  walked north across 18th Street to get away. observed a car 

pull up to the teenagers and heard what he believed were firecrackers. and  walked 

east along 18th Street until realized he had been shot.  

The third-party security video footage at 974 W. 18th Street facing southwest on 18th 

Street23 depicted multiple individuals standing on the sidewalk. The officers’ police vehicle was 

driving westbound on 18th Street.24 The officers’ vehicle is observed driving in reverse toward the 

individuals standing on the sidewalk.25 The police vehicle stopped in the middle of the street once 

it reached the area where the group was gathered.26 A male wearing a black t-shirt, came into view, 

and walked westbound on 18th Street toward the group of individuals.27 Seconds later, an 

individual, now known as wearing a white hoodie and dark-colored shorts and carrying 

items in his right hand walked westbound on 18th Street toward the group . wearing a 

black t-shirt, black cap, and khaki pants, and carrying a white bag across his body, was not far 

behind 28  

turned around, walked toward and appeared to hand him something.29 

The officers in their vehicle reversed further past that initial group on the sidewalk toward where 

and were.30 As the officers were reversing, and walked 

toward the officer’s vehicle.31 The officer’s vehicle stopped, and the officers appeared to converse 

with and for a moment. immediately turned and ran back on the 

sidewalk while appeared to have his left arm raised and his hand out toward the officers.32                                                                                                                                                                                     

 
19 Att. 249, pg. 31, lns. 5 to 14. 
20 Att. 248 Stroger Hospital denied the request for medical records. 
21 Att. 249, pg. 7, lns. 13 to 18. 
22 Att. 261, pg. 3. 
23 Att. 260, Third-party security video footage located at 974 W. 18th Street. (southwest) At 1:40.  
24 Att. 260 at 17:28.  
25 Att. 260 at 17:51.  
26 Att. 260 at 17:58.  
27 Att. 260 at 18:02.  
28 Att. 260 at 18:13. 
29 Att. 260 at 18:24. 
30 Att. 260 at 18:27.  
31 Att. 260 at 18:38. 
32 Att. 260 at 18:41.  
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Officer Reynoso's arm was sticking out the window while holding his gun. The officers 

fired their weapons, and fell to the ground.33 Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso exited 

the vehicle. Officer Reynoso appeared to duck and fired toward Sgt. Liakopoulos took 

cover, kneeling by the rear of the police vehicle and continued to fire. Officer Reynoso was 

standing in the Street in a shooting stance, firing his weapon toward who was east of 

him.34  

The officers stopped firing their weapons. Officer Reynoso walked around the front of the 

police vehicle and toward the driver’s side door, where Sgt. Liakopoulos entered the police vehicle, 

grabbed something, then pursued on foot.35 was on the ground, and Officer 

Reynoso was standing near the police vehicle, pointing at Officer Reynoso walked toward 

the passenger side door, opened it, and grabbed something from the police vehicle. Several cars 

and a truck drove through the crime scene as Officer Reynoso stood in the street toward the rear 

of the police vehicle. One of the individuals standing on the sidewalk was observed kneeling by 

Officer Reynoso appeared to say something to the individual, and then the individual 

walked away from onto the sidewalk.36  

Sgt. Liakopoulos ran westbound on 18th Street toward Officer Reynoso and Sgt. 

Liakopoulos gave Officer Reynoso something, then stuck his head into the driver’s side of the 

police vehicle, opened the trunk, and retrieved his police vest. Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer 

Reynoso appeared to have a conversation, and then Officer Reynoso walked over to still 

on the ground while Sgt. Liakopoulos went back to searching for something in the trunk.37  

An unknown male wearing dark clothing ran from the southeast corner into the street 

toward the officers and while holding something in his hand. The unknown male rendered 

aid to when multiple assist units arrived on the scene.38 The fire department personnel 

arrived on the scene and rendered aid to 39  

The ambulance arrived, placed on a gurney, and transported him to Stroger 

Hospital.40 Officer Reynoso held red police tape and talked with a supervisor and other officers, 

pointing in path of flight. Other officers secured the scene by cordoning off the area 

with yellow police tape. Sgt. Liakopoulos was no longer in view of the camera. 

In the third-party security video footage at 974 W. 18th Street41 facing northeast on 

18th Street, was holding a gun in his right hand, turning around, facing westbound, 

firing at the officers, and then turning around and running eastbound on 18th Street while Sgt. 

Liakopoulos was in pursuit.42 

 
33 Att. 260 at 18:47.  
34 Att. 260 at 18:51.  
35 Att. 260 at 19:00.  
36 Att. 260 at 19:11 to 20:15.  
37 Att. 260 at 21:13 to 21:54.  
38 Att. 260 at 22:04.  
39 Att. 260 at 23:30.  
40 Att. 260 at 24:35. 
41 Att. 259, Third-party security video footage located at 974 W. 18th Street (northeast). 
42 Att. 259 at 16:00.  
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Evidence was collected at the scene and documented: twelve Win (Winchester) .40 caliber 

S&W were found and belonged to Reynoso, and fifteen Win 9mm Luger were from Sgt. 

Liakopoulos; four S&B 20 9x19 9mm, and one 9mm casing with Cyrillic markings were from 

  

Sgt. Liakopoulos’ weapon was a Glock 19 9mm Gen 5 pistol, Serial #  equipped 

with a flashlight under the barrel and brand name “OLIGHT.” One round was found in the 

chamber, a Win 9mm Luger (not +P); sixteen rounds in the magazine of a seventeen-round 

capacity firearm; fifteen of the rounds in the magazine were Win 9mm Luger +P, and one was Win 

9mm Luger (not +P), for a total of seventeen live rounds, two of which were not +P. Sgt. 

Liakopoulos did a tactical reload on the scene, which accounts for seventeen live rounds. 

Officer Reynoso’s weapon was a Springfield Armory Model XD 40-cal. Pistol, Serial 

#  No rounds were found in the twelve-capacity magazine or the chamber.43 

III. ALLEGATIONS 

Sgt Christopher Liakopoulos.: 

1. Discharging your firearm at or in the direction of in violation of G03-02.  

2. Discharging your firearm at or in the direction of in violation of G03-02.  

3. Failing to render aid to in violation of G03-06. 

4. Failing to secure the scene in violation of G03-06(VI)(B)(2). 

 

Officer Ruben Reynoso.: 

1. Discharging your firearm at or in the direction of in violation of G03-02.  

2. Discharging your firearm at or in the direction of in violation of G03-02.  

3. Failing to render aid to in violation of G03-06. 

4. Failing to secure the scene in violation of G03-06(VI)(B)(2). 

 

 

IV. CREDIBILITY ASSESSMENT 

 

Initially, COPA finds that although Sgt. Liakopoulos’ and Officer Reynoso’s statements 

corroborated each other, they were generally not supported by objective evidence. The credibility 

of an individual relies primarily on two factors: 1) the individual’s truthfulness and 2) the reliability 

of the individual’s account. The first factor addresses the honesty of the individual making the 

statement, while the second factor speaks to the individual’s ability to accurately perceive the event 

at the time of the incident and then accurately recall the event from memory. In making its findings, 

COPA reviewed the statements of Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso, and evaluated their 

credibility in light of objective evidence.   

 

COPA finds that portions of the officers’ accounts are directly contradicted by and/or 

significantly undermined by the video footage of the incident. Although Sgt. Liakopoulos and 

Officer Reynoso claimed that they solely targeted during their first volley of shots, the 

 
43 Att. 261, pg. 5 to 6. 
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evidence shows that they targeted At the time the officers fired at him, was 

unarmed, alone, and located at an increasing distance from   

 

 
Figure 1. Screenshot44 depicting the moment immediately prior to Officer Reynoso’s and Sgt. 

Liakopoulos’ first volley. (circled in yellow) began to run east on the north sidewalk 

of 18th Street, while (circled in green) stood facing the officers’ car as Officer Reynoso 

extended his arm while holding and pointing a firearm north through the lowered front passenger 

side window. 

 

 

 
44 Att. 260 at 18:46. 
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Figure 2. Screenshot45 depicting falling to the ground after being shot by Officer Reynoso 

and Sgt. Liakopoulos. The person directly north of appears to duck as the officers fired. 

is seen farther east on the north sidewalk of 18th Street. 

 

The evidence shows that both officers fired through the lowered front passenger side 

window at not at COPA finds by a preponderance of the evidence that to target 

from within their car, the officers would have had to angle their weapons northeast and 

then east, which would have likely required at least Sgt. Liakopoulos to fire through the back 

passenger window of their car. This, however, is not what happened. Officer Reynoso aimed his 

weapon north towards throughout the first volley of shots, and Sgt. Liakopoulos likewise 

fired through the front passenger window straight across Officer Reynoso’s body, causing injuries 

to Officer Reynoso’s face.46 Additionally, the evidence shows that immediately prior to the first 

volley of shots, had turned away from the officers and fled. Thus, the preponderance of 

the evidence shows that Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso targeted not  

during their first volley.  

 

 

V. ANALYSIS47 

a. Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso discharged their firearms at  

and without justification. 

COPA finds by a preponderance of the evidence that Allegations #1 and #2 against Sgt. 

Liakopoulos and Allegations #1 and #2 against Officer Reynoso, are Sustained. CPD’s stated 

highest priority is the sanctity of human life. In all aspects of their conduct, CPD expects its 

members to act with the foremost regard for the preservation of human life and the safety of all 

persons involved.48 The use of deadly force is permitted only as a “last resort” when “necessary to 

protect against an imminent threat to life or to prevent great bodily harm to the member or another 

person.”49 A CPD member may use deadly force “only when such force is necessary to prevent: 

(1) death or great bodily harm from an imminent threat posed to the sworn member or to another 

person; (2) an arrest from being defeated by resistance or escape, where the person to be arrested 

poses an imminent threat of death or great bodily harm to a sworn member or another person unless 

arrested without delay.”50 

 

A threat is imminent “when it is objectively reasonable to believe that: (1) the person’s 

actions are immediately likely to cause death or great bodily harm to the member or others unless 

action is taken; and (2) the person has the means or instruments to cause death or great bodily 

harm; and (3) the person has the opportunity and ability to cause death or great bodily harm.”51 

 
45 Att. 260 at 18:48. 
46 Att. 249, pg. 22, lns. 18 to 23. 
47 For a definition of COPA’s findings and standards of proof, see Appendix B. 
48 General Order G03-02(II)(A). 
49 G03-02(IV)(C). 
50 G03-02(IV)(C). 
51 G03-02(IV)(B)(emphasis added). 
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Members are expected to modify the use of force as circumstances change and in ways that are 

consistent with officer safety, including stopping the use of force when it is no longer necessary.52  

 

COPA finds by a preponderance of the evidence that Sgt. Liakopoulos’ and Officer 

Reynoso’s use of deadly force towards was objectively unreasonable, disproportionate, 

and unnecessary. As previously discussed, COPA finds Sgt. Liakopoulos’ and Officer Reynoso’s 

claims that they did not target incredible. Specifically, it is undisputed that was 

not armed. Thus, he had neither the means and instruments, nor the opportunity and ability, to 

cause death or great bodily harm to either officer. As such, Allegation #1 as to Sgt. Liakopoulos 

and Allegation #1 as to Officer Reynoso, that the officers discharged their firearms at  

without justification in violation of CPD policy, is Sustained.53 

COPA further finds that both Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso violated CPD policy 

when they fired at Although COPA understands that the officers fired in response 

to one shot in their direction, their response in firing more than a combined 20 rounds 

at as he fled was objectively unreasonable, unnecessary, and disproportionate. COPA 

finds by a preponderance of the evidence that Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso failed to 

modify their use of force as circumstances changed and the threat from had diminished. 

COPA finds that by the time each officer fired numerous rounds at he was in headlong 

flight and no longer posed an imminent threat. The officers had sufficient time to modify their use 

of force during the approximately seven seconds of their second volley. They failed to do so. 

COPA further finds that the officers failed to take precautions to ensure the safety of the public 

and reduce the possibility that persons other than would be hit, with one innocent 

bystander located on the opposite side of the street from ultimately hit by the exchange. 

The totality of the circumstances thus indicates that Sgt. Liakopoulos’ and Officer Reynoso’s use 

of deadly force targeting violated CPD policy. Therefore, Allegation #2, that Sgt. 

Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso discharged their firearms at without 

justification, is Sustained. 

b. Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso failed to render aid to  

in violation of G03-06. 

CPD policy provides that any member involved in a firearm discharge incident “will 

immediately request medical attention for the injured and, as soon as it is safe and feasible to do 

so, provide lifesaving aid consistent with their Department training, including the Law 

Enforcement Medical and Rescue Training (LEMART), to persons injured by a Department 

member’s use of force until medical professionals arrive on scene.”54 Here, neither officer 

 
52 G03-02(III)(C)(2). 
53 In the alternative, if there is a determination that CPD’s use of deadly force policy does not apply under these 

circumstances, COPA finds by a preponderance of the evidence that the officers’ conduct also violated State law. The 

officers were charged, inter alia, with Aggravated Battery, a Class X felony, and Aggravated Discharge of a Firearm, 

a Class 1 felony. People v. Liakopoulos, 22CR1230401; People v. Reynoso, 22CR1230501. Thus, it is more likely 

than not the officers’ conduct contravened Rule 1 of CPD Rules and Regulations, which prohibits the violation of any 

law or ordinance. See Clark v. Bd. of Fire & Police Comm’rs, 245 Ill. App. 3d 385, 392 (3d Dist. Ill. 1993) (holding 

preponderance of evidence standard applies to allegations of violations of criminal law against police officer). 
54 G03-06(VI)(B)(1). 
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provided medical attention to although COPA finds by a preponderance of the evidence 

that it was safe and feasible to do so.  

Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso both claimed that it was unsafe to provide aid to 

after the shooting because they feared that would circle back and attempt to fire 

at them again. Although the officers may have subjectively held this belief, it was objectively 

unreasonable based on the totality of the circumstances. had only fired at the officers 

once after they had repeatedly shot his unarmed friend and thereafter fled while the officers 

continued to discharge their firearms in his direction. COPA finds by a preponderance of the 

evidence that nothing about conduct indicated that he planned to return.  

Moreover, COPA finds Sgt. Liakopoulos’ claim that he did not feel it was urgent to provide 

aid to because the color of the blood from his gunshot wound indicated that he did not 

have internal injuries, perplexing. The officers had shot and thus had a duty to provide 

medical aid to him, whether it was for a minor or a major injury. COPA thus finds Allegation #3 

against Sgt. Liakopoulos and Allegation #3 against Officer Reynoso Sustained. 

c. Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso failed to secure the scene in violation of 

G03-06(VI)(B)(2). 

Pursuant to CPD policy, Sgt. Liakopoulos and Officer Reynoso had a duty to secure the 

scene following the incident. CPD policy specifically provides that “[e]vidence will NOT be 

disturbed prior to processing, unless it is absolutely necessary to preserve life or to protect the 

evidence from loss or damage.”55 Neither officer protected the scene nor took care that any 

evidence would not be disturbed. Rather, they permitted numerous cars to drive through the scene 

in direct violation of CPD policy. Allegation #4 against Sgt. Liakopoulos and Allegation #4 

against Officer Reynoso are therefore Sustained. 

 

VI. DISCIPLINARY RECOMMENDATION 

 

a. Sgt. Christopher Liakopoulos 

 

i. Complimentary and Disciplinary History56 

 

Sgt. Liakopoulos has received 14 awards, including eight complimentary letters, eight 

emblems of recognition- physical fitness, and 78 honorable mentions. He has no sustained 

disciplinary history in the past five years. 

 

ii. Recommended Discipline 

 

COPA has found that Sgt. Liakopoulos violated Rules 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, and 

38 by discharging his firearm in the direction of and  

 
55 G04-02(III)(D) (emphasis in original). 
56 Att. 262. 
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COPA has further found that Sgt. Liakopoulos violated Rules 1, 2, 

3, 5, 6, and 8, by failing to render aid to Finally, COPA has 

found that Sgt. Liakopoulos violated Rules 1, 2, 3, 5, and 6 by failing to secure 

the scene. Based on this information, COPA recommends Separation. 

 

b. Officer Ruben Reynoso 

 

i. Complimentary and Disciplinary History57 

 

Officer Reynoso has received eight awards, including four complimentary letters, six 

department commendations, and 58 honorable mentions. He has no sustained disciplinary history 

in the past five years. 

 

ii. Recommended Discipline 

 

COPA has found that Officer Reynoso violated Rules 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, and 38 

by discharging his firearm in the direction of and  

COPA has further found that Officer Reynoso violated Rules 1, 2, 

3, 5, 6, and 8 by failing to render aid to Finally, COPA has 

found that Officer Reynoso violated Rules 1, 2, 3, 5, and 6 by failing to secure 

the scene.  Based on this information, COPA recommends Separation. 

 

 

 

Approved: 

 

           September 25, 2023 

__________________________________  _____________________________ 

Angela Hearts-Glass     Date 

Deputy Chief Investigator  

 

 

      September 25, 2023 

___________________________________  _______________________________ 

Andrea Kersten     Date 

Chief Administrator 

 
57 Att. 263. 
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Appendix A 

 

Case Details 

Date/Time/Location of Incident: July 22, 2022 / 6:53 am / 1004 W. 18th Street, Chicago, 

Illinois 

 

Date/Time of COPA Notification: July 22, 2022, 7:35 am 

Involved Sergeant #1: 

 

 

 

Involved Officer #1 

Christopher Liakopoulos, Star #2681, Employee ID 

#  Date of Appointment: September 24, 2001, Unit 

222, male, White 

 

Ruben Reynoso, Star #5621, Employee ID #  Date 

of Appointment: February 24, 2003, Unit 222, male, 

Hispanic 

 

Applicable Rules             

     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. 

     Rule 38: Unlawful or unnecessary use or display of a weapon. 

 

Applicable Policies and Laws          

• General Order G03-02, De-escalation, Response To Resistance, And Use Of Force (effective 

April 15, 2021 to June 27, 2023). 

• General Order 03-02-01, Response to Resistance and Force Options (effective April 15, 2021 

to June 27, 2023).  

• General Order G03-02-03, Firearm Discharge Incidents - Authorized Use And Post-Discharge 

Administrative Procedures (effective April 15, 2021 to June 27, 2023). 

• General Order G03-06, Firearm Discharge And Officer-Involved Death Incident Response 

And Investigation (effective April 15, 2021 to present). 

• General Order G04-02, Preliminary Investigations (effective January 14, 2019 to present). 

• Uniform and Property U04-02(II)(F), Department Approved Weapons And Ammunition 

(effective May 7, 2021 to present). 
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Appendix B 

 

Definition of COPA's Findings and Standards of Proof 

 

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;  

 

2. Not Sustained – where it is determined there is insufficient evidence to prove the allegation 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 a proposition is proved.58 For example, if the evidence gathered in an 

investigation establishes that it is more likely that the conduct complied with CPD policy than that 

it did not, 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. 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."59 

 

  

 
58 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 is found to be more probably true than not). 
59 People v. Coan, 2016 IL App (2d) 151036, ¶ 28 (quoting Illinois Pattern Jury Instructions, Criminal, No. 4.19 (4 th 

ed. 2000)). 
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Appendix C 

 

Transparency and Publication Information 

 

Check all that apply: 

 Abuse of Authority 

 Body Worn Camera Violation 

 Coercion 

 Death or Serious Bodily Injury in Custody 

 Domestic Violence 

 Excessive Force 

 Failure to Report Misconduct 

 False Statement 

 Firearm Discharge 

 Firearm Discharge – Animal 

 Firearm Discharge – Suicide 

 Firearm Discharge – Unintentional  

 First Amendment 

 Improper Search and Seizure – Fourth Amendment Violation 

 Incidents in Lockup 

 Motor Vehicle Incidents 

 OC Spray Discharge 

 Search Warrants 

 Sexual Misconduct 

 Taser Discharge 

 Unlawful Denial of Access to Counsel 

 Unnecessary Display of a Weapon 

 Use of Deadly Force – other  

 Verbal Abuse 

 Other Investigation  

 


