Brandon Johnson Department of Police - City of Chicago Larry B. Snelling
Mayor 3510 S. Michigan Avenue - Chicago, Illinois 60653 Superintendent

October 25, 2024

Andrea Kersten

Chief Administrator

Civilian Office of Police Accountability (COPA)
1615 West Chicago Avenue, 4th Floor
Chicago, lllinois 60622

Re: Superintendent's Non-Concurrence with Finding and with Penalty Recommendation
Complaint Log No. 2023-0000802
Officer Gregory Rueda, Star No. 12403

Dear Chief Administrator Kersten:

After a careful review of the above referenced complaint log number investigation, the Chicago Police
Department (Department) does not concur with the recommended sustained finding nor with the
penalty recommendation as they pertain to Officer Gregory Rueda, Star No. 12403. Pursuant to the
Municipal Code of Chicago, the Department provides the following comments.

The COPA investigation recommended a penalty of a suspension of 3 to-5-days after concluding that
he:
1. Used his foot to push down |l Bllllon the ground without justification.

The Department does not concur with the sustained finding for the single Allegation and the
Department recommends the alternative finding of Not Sustained. Officer Rueda's actions were
objectively reasonable, necessary, and proportionate to ensure [JJjflsafety and that of his fellow
officers. Further, Officer Rueda's actions were less intrusive than the alternative as the BWC videos
show another officer standing guard over [JJjwith a Taser in case Jflrefused and resisted
again. Initially, |JJJfllleve! of resistance was that of an assailant when he lunged at and raised his
arms and hands toward Officer Rueda's neck area. After Officer Rueda properly performed an
emergency takedown, -turned into a cooperative subject because he complied without any
additional need for physical force. Although [Jllwas not handcuffed, he was under arrest because
Il 2d instructed the officers that [Jillhad attacked his girlfriend in the elevator. [Jliremained
cooperative until he began getting up, refusing the officers' orders to remain on the ground. At this
point, [ Jlflfoecame an active resister: he was attempting to create distance between himself and the
officers' reach with the intent of avoiding physical control and defeating the arrest. In addition to the
options for Cooperative Persons and Passive Resisters (presence and verbal response), officers on
scene were permitted to use stunning. Stunning is a diffused-pressure striking or slapping of an active
resister to increase control by disorienting the active resister and interfering with his or her ability to
resist. Officer Rueda's push of [JJwith his foot to keep Jllon the ground is consistent with a
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diffused-pressure strike and is permissible under Department orders. General Order G03-02 permits
officers in situations that require an immediate response to employ alternatives, including the use of
de-escalation techniques, other response options and other available resources. Officer Rueda
deemed the level of force he used as necessary based on his evaluation of the situation in light of the
totality of the circumstances known to him at the time. A proper evaluation of the level of force used
must be based on a determination of what a reasonably prudent officer would do when faced with
similar circumstances. Further, another officer using a Taser on [JJJljwould not have been a better
use of force option. COPA noted that several officers were on the scene, and "Officer Lopez had her
Taser displayed in case the incident escalated". But it was more appropriate and effective for Officer
Rueda to use his leg as a force mitigation concept to de-escalate the situation without the use of a
Taser. Not only was Officer Rueda's use of his foot justified in dealing with an active resister under
the circumstances, it was also a minimal use of force. Therefore, his force was objectively
reasonable, necessary, and proportional under the totality of the circumstances to ensure the safety
of a member and other officers and to safely maintain [JJflunder control and prevent his escape.

On behalf of Superintendent Larry B. Snelling, the Department looks forward to discussing this matter
with you pursuant to MCC 2-78-130(a)(iii).

Sincerely,

Lieutenant Robert A. Flores
Department Advocate
Bureau of Internal Affairs
Chicago Police Department



