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INTRODUCTION

On October 25, 20185, at approximately 10:00 PM, at . -

accused, ten unidentified officers allegedly used excessive force while detaining | N R R <
her brother ]Il COPA is investigating this allegation’.

ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that on October 25, 2015, at approximately 10:00 PM, at [ N RN

. < accused, unidentified officers:

1. Cursed at NG
2. Pushed |GG ito = 2ate;
3. Spit on I NNEG——

It is afleged that on October 25, 2015, at approximately 10:00 PM, at | R RN

. (.c 2ccused, unidentified officers:

{. Were unprofessional and used excessive while temporarily detaining [ NEGENGTGTGNG

and I

APPLICABLE RULES AND LAWS

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

Rule 9: Engaging in an unjustified verbal or physical altercation with any person, while on or off
duty.

G03-62 Use of Force Guidelines

G03-02-01 The Use of Force Model

G03-02-02 Force Options

G03-02-04 CLEAR Automated Tactical Response Report

G03-02-05 Incidents Requiring the Completion of a Tactical Response

INVESTIGATION

On October 25, 2015, at approximately 10:00 PM, at [ N INNININININGNGEGEGEGEGEGEGEGE
approximately 10 unidentified officers allegedly used excessive force while detaining [ INEEEN.
I stated that on the night of October 25, 2015, she and her brother, . 2nd her sister
B < outside getting into the car when her brother had to run back into the house for

1 On September 15, 2017, the Civilian Office of Police Accountability (COPA) replaced the Independent Police Review
Authority (IPRA) as the civilian oversight agency of the Chicago Police Department. Thus, this investigation, which began under
IPRA, was transferred 10 COPA on September 15, 2017, and the recommendation(s) set forth herein are the recommendation(s)
of COPA.
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something he forgot. At this time, approximately 6-10 police officers approached | Gz and

B 2 one of the officers asked || NN it Bl as 2 boy or a girl. | 20swered that

B is = boy and when [l came back outside, officers questioned him regarding a robbery. Officers
reported ] matched a description of man wanted for the commission of a robbery in the neighborhood.
I cportcd that she inquired as to why her brother was being detained and was allegedly pushed
into a fence, placed in handcuffs, and cursed at. [Nl vas also placed in handcuffs. The officers
finished their field interview with ] and released all of them. The three of them went to the hospital
reporting handeuffs had been placed too tightly on their wrists.

COPA attempted to contact | EIIEIEEEEEE I BN
I -« B o dditional information but was unable to reach them for this

investigation. pain IPRA attempted to determine the officers involved in this incident but were unable to
do so. |GGG ovid<d a video of this incident which shows a woman being detained by police
but no misconduct occurs on the video. The PODs pulled for the location do not show any misconduct
occurring. There is no dash cam footage of this incident. There is no independent evidence available to
prove or disprove whether misconduct occurred.

The medical records for || GTGGEEEEEE: o that they went to St. Bernard Hospital

with pain complaints and were seen by Doctor ||| | | EIIEEEEE. I - < minations report states that
the skin, muscular and skeletal systems examination of all three patients were normal and the radiology

results for all individuals were negative. The individuals received diagnosis of wrist contusions and || ll]
received a secondary diagnosis of back strain. The individuals received aftercare paperwork relative to their
diagnosis and were discharged. The individuals also refused to file police reports.

The original complaint from [l reports “Officer Martin™ as the officer who cursed at, pushed,
and spit on [l Afier reviewing the Assignment and Attendance sheets, COPA was unable to find out
any more information about “Officer Martin,” and therefore this officer remains an unknown accused
officer.

A contact card was completed by PO Daryl Hardy, Star # 16834 regarding this incident. It does not
name any other officers involved. At this time, COPA does not believe that additional investigation into the
other alleged involved officers will elicit proof of misconduct. Additionally, PO Daryl Hardy was never
alleged to have committed misconduct.

As such, COPA recommends that Allegation #1, that unidentified officers, pushed || | | | N
B i:to 2 fence, be Not Sustained. COPA recommends that Allegation # 2 that unidentified officers,
put handcuffs on || oo tight, be Not Sustained. COPA recommends that Allegation # 3
that unidentified officers, spit on | | | }bNENEEEE. b< Not Sustained.

COPA’s burden of proof is based on the preponderance of evidence standard. As such, regarding
the allegation against unidentified officers Allegation # 1, that unidentified officers were unprofessional

and used excessive force while temporarily detaining || | | |} I, 2nd . bc Not Sustained.



