CIVILIAN OFFICE OF POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY LOG# 2020-3176

SUMMARY REPORT OF INVESTIGATION

l. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Date of Incident: July 8, 2020

Time of Incident: 19:21:00

Location of Incident: ]
Date of COPA Notification: July 14, 2020

Time of COPA Notification: 09:34

On July 8, 2020, members of the Chicago Police Department responded to numerous calls and
complaints of gang members selling narcotics on the block of 6214 South Eberhart Avenue. The
complainant, | IE:!c0ed officers of the Chicago Police Department (CPD) used
excessive force, causing injury while she was being improperly detained and handcuffed in front
of her residence located at | NN I (ctcd a Sergeant with
CPD attempted to arrest her outside of her residence, twisting her arm in the process and slamming
her head into a gate on the outside of her building. The Sergeant then ordered other officers to
arrest her. [JJlilla!so claimed she was denied medical attention by CPD members while in their
custody and was forced to seek medical treatment on her own. [Jiiillstated that at the 003" District
Police Station, the Sergeant who arrested her also used racial slurs to refer to the members of the
public.

1. INVOLVED PARTIES

Involved Officer #1: Cornelius Brown, star # 2235, employee ID# i}, Date of
Appointment Aug 1, 1994, Sergeant, Unit 003, Aged 51
years, Male, Black

Involved Officer #2: Angelica Patino, star # 18713, employee I1D# ], Date
of Appointment March 16, 2018, aged 28 years, female,
Hispanic

Involved Officer #3 Kadesha Speights, star # 16260, employee 1D# ], Date

of Appointment June 25, 2018, aged 39 years, female, black

Involved Officer #4 Mark Sharks, star # 18687, emp loyee ID# ], Date of
Appointment March 16, 2018, aged 26 years, male, black

Involved Individual #1: O CC: EE, 1977, Address: [
I
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I11.  ALLEGATIONS

Officer Allegation Finding /
Recommendation?!

Sergeant Cornelius It is alleged that on or about July 8, 2020, at
Brown approximately 7:30 PM, at or near |

I . ccused

Sergeant Cornelius Brown:

1. Detained | "ithout Not Sustained

justification.

2. Handcuffed | ithout Not Sustained
justification.

3. Caused physical injury to the head of Not Sustained
I i thout justification.
4. Caused physical injury to the wrist of Not Sustained
I ithout justification.

5. Used racial slurs in front of members of | Not Sustained
the public at the 003" District Police
Station.

6. Denied medical attention to | N Not Sustained
Il fter she complained of injury.

7. Used profanity and derogatory terms Sustained
towards members of the public, stating
words to the effect of: you got rights; you
got the right to go to mother fucking jail;
get your fucking bitch ass in the wagon.

8. Failed to complete an investigatory stop | Not Sustained
report as required.

9. Failed to complete a tactical response Not Sustained
report after a use of force incident as

required.

10. Failed to activate your body-worn Sustained

camera, as required.

1 Only include recommendations if there are one or more sustained findings.
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Officer Angelica
Patino

11. Failed to comply with the Trespass
Affidavit Program (S02-03-09) as required.

LOG# 2020-3176

Unfounded

It is alleged that on or about July 8, 2020, at
approximately 7:30 PM, at or near | N

I ccused

officer Angelica Patino:

1. Handcuffed | ithout

justification

2. Detaining I " ithout

justification.

3. Failing to complete the investigatory stop
report as required.

4. Failing to activate your body-worn
camera as required.

Exonerated

Exonerated

Exonerated

Sustained

Officer Kadesha
Speights

It is alleged that on or about July 8, 2020, at
approximately 7:30 PM, at or near |

I . cccuised
officer Kadesha Speights:

1. Engaged in an unnecessary verbal
altercation with a civilian and used words to
the effect of, including but not limited to,
“come out, come out, come out, come out,
come out, I ain’t even gotta take it off,
come whoop my ass now, because your
bitch ass ran in the fucking house that’s
why.”

Sustained
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Officer Mark Sharks | It is alleged that on or about July 8, 2020, at
approximately 7:30 PM, at or near |

I - the accused
officer, Mark Sharks:

1. Failed to timely activate your body-worn | Sustained
camera as required.

2. Failed to complete a tactical response Not Sustained
report after a use of force incident as

required.

3. Engaged in an unnecessary verbal Sustained

altercation with a civilian and stated words
to the effect of, including but not limited to,
“That’s why you’re in the house, step out,
step out.

IV.  APPLICABLE RULES AND LAWS

Rules

Rule 2: Any action 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 9: Engaging in any unjustified verbal or physical altercation with any person, while on or
off duty.

Rule 10: Inattention to duty.

General Orders
1. G03-02-01, Protection of Human Rights

2. G03-02, De-escalation, response to resistance, and use of force

3. G06-01-01, Field Arrest Procedures.

Special Orders
1. S03-14 Body Worn Cameras

2. S02-03-09 Trespass Affidavit Program

3. S04-13-09. Investigatory Stop System
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V. V. INVESTIGATION?2
a. Interviews

In her phone interview with COPA on October 15, 2020, | Complainant?,
stated she resides at the address where the alleged incident occurred (I N
) B 25 outside her residence because a neighbor was dropping off food for her.
When lllwalked outside, there were a few squad cars outside arresting people on her block.
Ilsaid she was trying to get back into her residence, but three or four Chicago Police Officers
were arresting someone on her porch. Chicago Police Officers ordered |Jjjilito go into her house.
I xplained she couldn’t get into the house because the arrest occurred on her front steps. A
white/female Police Officer* told [Jiillshe understood she couldn’t get into her house and told
her to stand next to her.

According to llllshe was standing next to the white/female officer when a black officer
in a white shirt, now identified as Sergeant Cornelius Brown (Sgt. Brown), walked up, grabbed
I nd put her hands behind her back. Sgt. Brown then told other officers to arrest |
because she was disobeying the officers. Sgt. Brown handcuffed |Jjjililand pushed her head into
a black gate in front of the residence. |Jjjillsaid she became lightheaded and was transported to
the police station. At the police station, |Jjjilifheard Brown say, “I hate them niggers” “I’ll be back
tomorrow to lock up them niggers.” Sgt. Brown gave 2 ticket and let JJllexit the police
station, which she says was out the back door. Sgt. Brown informed |JJilfif she wanted medical
attention, she would have to seek her own. JJlfwent to the hospital herself, and doctors sent her
home with a cast. Jilfwent back to the hospital a few days to make sure everything was okay
with her pregnancy. [Jlllwent to the University of Chicago for medical treatment and learned
that she had a sprained wrist.

Ifurther indicated that she observed | I \valking near her residence, and
officers came up and pushed him through the gate in front of her residence while attempting to
arrest him. Jlifinformed officers she was eight months pregnant. |Jjillsaid after her head hit
the gate in front of her residence, she became dizzy but did not remember if she informed officers
or not. [Jllldescribed the ticket she received was for violating a trespass or something similar.
Isaid she appeared in court for the ticket, and it was continued. [JJlfwas never told she was
trespassing before being given the ticket.

In his statement to COPA on August 30, 2021, Sergeant Cornelius Brown® confirmed he
was on duty on July 8, 2020, and explained his involvement in the incident involving the
complainant, | S ot. Brown stated that on July 8, 2020, he was on full duty status
assigned to the 003" District. Brown stated he was assigned a body-worn camera, which was
working, and he activated the camera. Sgt. Brown said he did not know why he never activated his

2 COPA conducted a thorough and complete investigation. The following is a summary of the material evidence
gathered and relied upon in our analysis.

3 Att. 16 Audio Interview of

4 Unidentified - 5°6”, with long black hair.

5 Att. 47 — Sgt. Brown’s audio interview.
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BWC device. Sgt. Brown maintained that he was unaware that his BWC was not activated during
the incident. Sgt. Brown was dispatched to South Eberhart, a known gang and narcotics hotspot,
and they were made aware of several people trespassing on the block.

Upon arrival, Sgt. Brown observed “lots of people on the block and, um, a large
disturbance.” Sgt. Brown further indicated that several people were loitering on the block and in
the courtyard where the trespass occurred. After reviewing the officers' BWC, Sgt. Brown could
not recall who the woman (Jjllloeing handcuffed was. Sgt. Brown recognizes himself in the
BWC footage he reviewed before the interview. Sgt. Brown did not observe himself placing
handcuffs on the complainant, | oM the BWC video. Sgt. Brown said he was not
familiar with Jilland had never had any contact with the complainant before the incident was
discussed. Sgt. Brown relayed he saw himself in the video holding handcuffs and assisting other
officers in handcuffing [JllSgt. Brown did not recall any conversation before the detainment
of IS at. Brown did not observe [Jllsustain any injuries during her detainment. Sgt. Brown
did not recall the reason for |Jlldetainment.

Sgt. Brown described his knowledge of the Trespass Affidavit Program® as when a
landowner signs an affidavit which is then notarized and placed on file for one year. Sgt. Brown
was unsure if any of the detainees were asked any questions or given any police orders prior to
being detained. When referencing the BWC footage shown to Sgt. Brown, he could hear the
language being used on camera and said it was not the language he typically employs. Sgt. Brown
stated he observed himself on the BWC footage but did not know who made the statement directing
the detainee into the police wagon.

Sgt. Brown did not recall having any contact with JJjiiillat the 003" District Police Station
after the incident. Sgt. Brown did not recall any officers informing him |Jjjillrequested medical
assistance, nor did he recall |Jjilillasking him for medical assistance. When questioned if he made
the statements heard in the BWC footage in reference to the allegations of profane language,
Brown denied making the statements. Sgt. Brown acknowledged he is required to sign off on ISR
and TRR paperwork filled out by police officers under his command, Sgt. Brown did not recall
independently if he did during this event. Sgt. Brown denied using the word “nigger” at the police
station during this event.

Sgt. Brown denied giving orders to arrest anyone. When asked if he made the statement,
“Arrest all these swinging dicks out here,” Brown said he did not make that statement but did recall
hearing the statement on the BWC. Brown stated he did not know who made the statement. When
asked how many other Sergeants were at the scene, Brown could recall one other. In reference to
the statements made on BWC footage of, “Get your bitch ass in the wagon,” Sgt. Brown said he
heard the statements on the BWC footage but denied making the comments. Sgt. Brown said it
was not his voice that was heard in the BWC footage and he did not know whose voice it was. Sgt.
Brown denied all allegations against him by COPA and the complainant, |

In his statement to COPA on September 28, 2021, Officer Mark Sharks’ confirmed being
on-duty July 8, 2020. Sharks stated when he arrived at | S hc observed

6 Attachment No. 65
7 Att. 15 — Audio Interview of Officer Sharks.
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numerous people outside of a building. Officer Sharks said he recalled activating his BWC on the
date in question. Officer Sharks indicated that he did not immediately activate his BWC because
he was attempting to assist other officers. Officer Sharks denied failing to complete a Tactical
Response Report, stating |Jllfe!! during his apprehension and he did not execute a take down.
Officer Sharks did not recall that nature of [Jjjjiilfidetainment or if she complained of any injuries.

Officer Sharks reviewed the BWC of Officer Schafer® and he acknowledge that he made
to comments to “Step out.” According to Officer Sharks, he said, “to step out and have a
conversation with us, if you’re so concerned about what was going on.*” When asked what would
have happened if the person had followed Officer Sharks’ commands, Officer Sharks said they
would have had a conversation. Officer Sharks affirmed he made the statements that were alleged,
but he did want to escalate the situation.

In her statement with COPA on October 12, 2021, Officer Kadesha Speights*® confirmed
being on duty July 8, 2020. Officer Speights relayed she was at | S in uniform,
driving a marked CPD vehicle. Officer Speights and the other officers responded to a call to
disperse a crowd at | 7he owners of the buildings on the block of South Eberhart
were a part of the Trespass Affidavit Program. Officer Speights described the scene as a lot of
people outside, some people running, and some people who were “known to be there, they were
arrested.”

Officer Speights reviewed the BWC footage!! during the interview and identified Sgt.
Brown. Officer Speights did not recall observing the interaction between Sgt. Brown and the

complainant, |

Officer Speights was asked her intentions when using the language'? heard on her BWC
footage'®. Officer Speights said her comments were directed at the woman in the video with the
black clothing on, who pushed her and ran into the building*. Officer Speights said she did not
know the woman’s identity. Officer Speights said she was going to arrest the unknown woman her
for battery of a police officer for pushing her. Officer Speights denied she was given any orders
to arrest anyone that day. Officer Speights affirmed the allegation of verbal abuse for the use of
the language referenced in the allegation.

In her statement with COPA given on September 28, 2021, Officer Angelica Patino®®
confirmed being on duty July 8, 2020. Patino confirmed being on duty on the date of the incident
and responding to the scene at |l Officer Patino relayed that there was a signed
affidavit for criminal trespass and a call for units to assist at the address of the incident. When
Officer Patino arrived on the scene, there were people gathered outside, but she did not recall what

8 Attachment No. 29, BWC of Officer Schafer, Timestamp 2:37-2:45

¥ Attachment No. 55, Officer Sharks’ Statement to COPA, Timestamp 19:42-19:50

10 Attachment No. 56, Officer Speight’s Statement to COPA.

11 Attachment No. 25, Officer Speights’ BWC.

12 Att. 56 “come out, come out, come out, come out, come out, I ain’t even gotta take it off, come whoop my ass
now, because your bitch ass ran in the fucking house that’s why.”

13 Attachment No. 25, Officer Speights” BWC, Timestamp 8:45-9:15

14 Attachment No. 25, Officer Speights’ BWC, Timestamp, 5:35-5:50

15 Attachment No. 54, Officer Patino’s Statement to COPA.
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they were doing. Officer Patino could not recall whether she activated her BWC on the day of the
incident.

Officer Patino acknowledged that she assisted Sgt. Brown in the detainment of |
Officer Patino stated that |Jjjilfwas detained due to the signed affidavit for criminal trespass.
Patino said she was not given any specific orders on what arrests to make on the day of the incident,
just anyone who was trespassing. Officer Patino did not recall if Sgt. Brown gave her any orders
to arrest JJllOfficer Patino did not recall who handcuffed |JllOfficer Patino stated she did
not recall |Jilllalleging she sustained any injuries or complaining of any injury to her or other
officers. Officer Patino did not recall observing any injuries to |l

b. Digital Evidence

The Body Worn Camera (BWC) of Officer Mark Sharks®®, recorded on July 8, 2020,
captures a part of the event involving [JlfThe BWC recording is activated during a takedown
of a fleeing arrestee, | N M T he two minutes prior to the activation of the BWC camera
shows the incident involving Jllwith no audio. The BWC footage shows Officer Sharks and
other CPD members on the sidewalk outside of |l . Sot. Brown can be seen standing
next to Jllland then attempting to place Jllin handcuffs.!” Jlland Sgt. Brown then move
towards Officer Sharks, and Officer Sharks closes the distance and holds |Jjjilifor a few seconds
before Officer Patino and Sgt. Brown restrain |

Sgt. Brown, Patino, and [JjilJlare out of view but reappear into frame and |Jiilican be
seen in handcuffs screaming and crying. A black male subject (now identified as | N
can be seen speaking with Officer Dimar Vasquez. | llllthen attempted to flee from officers
and Officer Sharks pursued on foot.'® Jjjiiillcan then be observed falling to the ground, followed
by Officer Sharks.® While Illllwas on the ground, Officer Sharks appeared to be on top of
I 'hile multiple officers attempted to restrain and place handcuffs on | R

Officer Sharks then escorted | lillildown the street. | lllican then be seen making a
movement away from Sharks and a struggle ensued but cannot be seen on camera due to Officer
Sharks” BWC being so close to the body of | lillDuring the struggle Officer Sharks’ BWC is
then activated and audio can be heard. | llllis then seen on the ground with multiple officers
assisting Officer Sharks in regaining control of [ lllOfficers Sharks then escorted |t
a CPD police squadrol parked on Eberhart. Officer Sharks then walked towards one of the
buildings on Eberhart. An unknown person from inside the building can be heard shouting at the
officers. Officer Sharks is heard shouting, “That’s why you in the house, that’s why you in the
house; Step Out, step out.”?? Sergeant Brown can then be heard telling Officer Sharks, “Let it go,
search the garbage.”?* Numerous CPD officers can be seen in the courtyard and the street in front
of the building. Officer Sharks searched through an exterior garbage can and walks through the

16 Attachment No. 31, BWC of Officer Mark Sharks
17 Att. 31, 00:33 mark

18 Att. 31, 01:02 mark

19 Att. 31, 01:05 mark

20 Aftt. 31, Officer Sharks’ BWC, At the 2:40 mark.
2L Att. 31, Officer Sharks’ BWC, At the 2:48 mark.
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building at 6218 S Eberhart Avenue. Officer Sharks then walks to his squad car and the BWC
footage ends.

The BWC of Officer Phillip Khuu??, recorded on July 8, 2020, captures the incident
involving I I The BWC is activated from the passenger seat of the
CPD squad vehicle. Officer Khuu exits the CPD vehicle on Eberhart Avenue along with Officer
Sharks. Both officers are informing multiple civilians to, “Get off the block.” BWC depicts Officer
Khuu running towards a crowd of people outside of | . 2d he assists in the

arrest of a black male (now identified as |} ] IE) on the steps in front of |G

The crowd observing the arrest can be heard yelling at the officers. One female civilian can
be heard yelling, “Let my sister go.” The BWC then shows Sgt. Brown and Officer Patino
handcuffing the complainant, | c:n be heard screaming, “I’'m pregnant.”?3
During the time |Jlllis in the frame, JJlllcan be seen in front of a black gate in front of the
building. Sgt. Brown can then be heard yelling, “Go in the house or get locked up”?* and “Every
swinging dick, lock em’ up.”%

As the video footage continues, Sgt. Brown is partially in frame of the BWC. Sgt. Brown’s
voice can be heard stating, “You were given a lawful order to disperse.”?® Sgt. Brown then
interrupts the subject out of view from the BWC and states, “You got rights, you got rights to
motherfuckin’ go to jail, get your fuckin’ bitch ass in the wagon.”?’ Numerous officers are seen
standing in the middle of Eberhart avenue. Sgt. Brown can then be seen and heard giving an order
over the radio for officers to get in their vehicles and leave the scene. Officer Sharks is then seen
entering the CPD squad vehicle and the BWC shuts off.

The BWC footage of Officer Speights?® recorded on July 8, 2020, captures the incident
involving I I 'hc BWC is activated while Speights is still in the
CPD squad car prior to arrival at the scene. Numerous civilians can be seen on the sidewalk
walking away from a large crowd of CPD officers and civilians arguing. Speights approaches the
crowd of CPD officers and civilians.

A black female can be seen and heard arguing with CPD officers. Speights can be seen
holding a pair of handcuffs towards the female. The female then states, “Don’t touch me.”2° Officer
Speights appears to have locked her left hand with the female’s right hand in an attempt to control
her. The locking of their hands was not shown on BWC as it was slightly out of view. The female
then pushes her hand as well as Officer Speights’ hand towards Speights and says, “Don’t touch
me.”*° The female can then be seen fleeing on foot from Officer Speights in the direction of another
female subject. Officer Speights does not give chase. Officer Speights turns around and assists a

22 Att. 26, Officer Phillip Khuu’s BWC footage.

2 Att. 26, 04:47 mark.

2 Att. 26, 05:16 mark.

2 Att. 26, 05:44 mark.

% Att. 26, 09:49 mark.

27 Att. 26, 09:53 mark.

28 Att. 25, Officer Kadeisha Speights’ BWC footage.
2 Att. 25, 05:38 mark.

30 Att. 25, 05:45 mark.
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male CPD officer in the handcuffing of a black male subject. Multiple officers are on the sidewalk,
and they, along with Speights, start running down the sidewalk toward another group of CPD
officers. The CPD officers then assist a handcuffed black male to his feet. A person inside one of
the buildings on Eberhart can be heard yelling to the officers words to the effect of, “Ya’ll some
bitches.”! Sgt. Brown can be seen standing on the sidewalk with his head facing towards the
building the person is yelling from and saying, “Come here and say it.” Officer Speights informs
Sgt. Brown the subject will not come out, because she (Officer Speights) was previously going to
put her in handcuffs.

The subject inside of the building continues to yell things to the officers, including what
sounds like a threat to throw a brick at them. A male officer can be heard stating words to the effect
of, “That’s why you’re in the house, step out.”*? Speights can then be heard talking to other officers
about the individual in the building. A black female subject can be seen looking out of a window
in the building. It is unclear what the black female subject is saying. Officer Speights starts walking
towards the black female in the window and states, “Come out, come out, come out, come out,
come out. I ain’t even gotta take it off, come whoop my ass now. Cause yo’ bitch ass ran in the
fuckin’ house, that’s why.”3® Officer Speights again repeatedly tells the subject to come out and
loudly explains to the other officers that the female subject was, “That’s the same bitch who was
out here yesterday.”** Officer Speights then walks down Eberhart away from the building the
female subject was in, along with Officer Slaughter. Officer Speights informs two female subjects
to, “go in the house.” Speights then walks to her CPD squad vehicle, states the event number and
the BWC is shut off.

c. Documentary Evidence

COPA obtained and reviewed the Department reports®®. The reports details the Chicago
Police Department response to numerous reports of gang member selling narcotics on the block of
6214- 6226 Eberhart Ave. The reports indicated that responding officers were dispatched by
Captain Wines #92 and Lieutenant Butler #926 due to the number of complaints received from
concerned residents. The reports document the numerous arrest that were conducted in the area.
There were no other reports located in relation to [Jililldetainment. The only documentation
located was an Administrative Notice of Violation (ANOV)®*. jlllreceived the ANOV for
failing to follow a lawful order to disperse.

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;

3L Att. 25, 07:36 mark.

32 Att. 25, 07:47 mark.

33 Att. 25, 08:50 mark.

34 Att. 25, 09:16 mark.

35 Atts. 44, 43, 42, 23 Arrest Reports, Att. 39 Original case report, Att. 36 — Case Supplementary Report, Att. 48 —
ANOV for AL 62 — 72 — Event Query Reports.

 Att. 48, INOV

10
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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 reviewed complied with 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 conduct complied with Department 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. 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. CREDIBILTY ASSESSMENT

COPA finds that Sergeant Cornelius Brown was not credible in his statements to COPA.
Sergeant Brown indicated in his statement to COPA, that he did not make the statements referenced
in allegation # 7. By a preponderance of the evidence, COPA found that Sergeant Brown did in
fact state the words he was alleged to have said. Although he is not in frame on the BWC
recording®’ to start the statement, he comes into frame of the BWC, and can be heard and seen
stating the words outlined in allegation #7. In his statement to COPA® Brown denies giving any
orders to arrest anyone. Per BWC footage®®, Brown can be seen and heard giving an order to “lock
him up.” On additional BWC footage®°, Sergeant Brown can be heard stating, “Lock her up,” while
struggling with [JJlliOn additional BWC footage Sgt. Brown can be observed pointing to an
individual out of the view of BWC, stating “Lock him up.”

This investigation did not reveal any evidence that caused COPA to question the credibility of
any of the other individuals who provided statements.

37 Attachment No. 29, Officer Shafer’s BWC, Timestamp 8:18-8:24

38 Attachment No. 47, Sergeant Brown’s statement to COPA, Timestamp 38:12-38:21
39 Attachment No. 29, Officer Shafer’s BWC, timestamp 8:07-8:09

40 Attachment No. 24, Officer Slaughter’s BWC, timestamp, 3:38-3:41

11
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VIIl. ANALYSIS

Sergeant Cornelius Brown #2235

COPA finds Allegation #1 and Allegation #2, that Sergeant Brown detained and
handcuffed | vithout justification, Not sustained. In BWC footage*!, Sgt. Brown
can be seen and heard stating, “Lock her up.” Sgt. Brown can also be observed restraining |l
by her arm. The initial interaction between |Jjjlilfand the officers can be observed on Officer
Sharks” BWC footage,* where [Jjjiillican be observed standing on the parkway, agitated, and
pointing at officers. Sgt. Brown can also be observed having a conversation with [Jjjilijand then
attempted to go hands-on. |Jjilloulled away from Sgt. Brown and a struggle can be observed
between Sgt. Brown and [JlliSot. Brown made the decision to handcuff and detain [Jjiiljland
gave the subsequent order to “Lock her up.” The ANOV indicated that [Jjjilildid not follow a
lawful order to disperse the area. [Jjjillstated that she was only trying to enter her home, but she
was unable to because someone was being arrested on her stairs. Due to the lack of objective
verifiable evidence, along with Sgt. Brown’s diminished credibility, COPA cannot determine
whether or not Sgt. Brown’s actions were justified. Therefore, Allegation #1 and Allegation #2 are
Not sustained.

COPA finds Allegations #3 and 4, that Sergeant Cornelius Brown, caused injury to the
head and wrist of |JliNot Sustained. COPA could not confirm if |Jlfwas treated by medical
professionals because of her interaction with Sgt. Brown. The handcuffing and detention of |l
by Sgt. Brown, that can be observed on BWC, but the detainment never reached the level of
misconduct or excessive force. There is no objective verifiable evidence to corroborate the injuries
s alleged to have sustained. Further, if there were injuries sustained by |Jllithere is no
objective verifiable evidence to support that Sgt. Brown willfully, or intentionally caused injury to
< BWC* Jllcan be observed pulling away from officers Sgt. Brown towards the black
gate referenced in her statement to COPA. It would appear Sgt. Brown and Officer Patino were
pulling |Ilaway from the gate, and the footage does not show either Sgt. Brown, or Officer
Patino take any actions to intentionally push [Jilfinto the gate. Per the third-party footage**
acquired, it also shows an unidentified, male, Caucasian officer, wearing a black baseball cap,
attempting to keep [Jlllaway from the gate by putting himself between [Jjjililand the gate. Sgt.
Brown did not use any force during the course of handcuffing that would reach the level of
misconduct, or that would indicate he intentionally or willfully attempted to cause harm to |l
Therefore, the allegation is Not Sustained.

COPA finds Allegation #5 that Sergeant Cornelius Brown used racial slurs in front of
members of the public, Not Sustained. Due to the lack of objective, verifiable evidence to support
the allegation, COPA cannot determine whether Sergeant Brown used any racial slurs at the 003
District Police Station. There is no additional evidence to aide in the determination if the allegation
ever occurred. Sgt. Brown denied the allegation. Therefore, the allegation is Not Sustained.

41 Attachment No. 25, Officer Slaughter’s BWC footage, timestamp 3:38.

42 Attachment No. 31, Officer Mark Shark’s BWC footage, Timestamp 0:20.
43 Attachment 28, BWC of Officer Dunn, Timestamp.

4 Attachment No. 74, Third-Party footage Timestamp 0:13 to 0:17.
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COPA finds Allegation #6, that Sergeant Cornelius Brown denied medical attention to
I ot Sustained. Although |Jlllinformed COPA that she sustained injuries, there
is no objective verifiable evidence to support [Jjjiiliiclaim that she reported her injury to Sgt.
Brown, or any other officers. In [Jjlllstatement to COPA, she alleged she informed an
unidentified officer at the 003" District Police Station. Without any further information about the
officer [Jiliclaimed to have made the complaint to, COPA was unable to corroborate |l
claim. The BWC video footage did not depict [Jjjilite!ling any Department member that she
required medical treatment. Therefore, the allegation is Not Sustained

COPA finds Allegation #7, that Sgt. Cornelius Brown used profanity and derogatory terms
towards members of the public, Sustained. Per BWC*, Sergeant Brown can be observed stating
words to the effect of, “You got rights; you got the right to go to mother fucking jail; get your
fucking bitch ass in the wagon.” Sgt. Brown’s demeaner and behavior throughout the encounter
with people at the said location was disrespectful and abusive. Sgt. Brown was never scene using
any type of de-escalation techniques. Sgt. Brown’s behavior was a clear violation of G02-01.4
The language used by Sergeant Brown was not courteous, respectful, or used in a respectful
manner. Sgt. Brown also directed derogatory language at the arrestees. Based on the evidence
provided, the allegation is Sustained.

COPA finds Allegation #8, that Sergeant Cornelius Brown failed to complete an
investigatory stop as required, Unfounded. Although there was not an ISR completed in this case,
per SO4-13-09, one was not required. The reasons for completing the Investigatory Stop Report is
to ensure sworn members document the facts and circumstances of: a Probable Cause stop when
no other document captures the reason for the detention. The (ANOV)*” documented the violation
of Disorderly Conduct, Failure to Obey Police Order, and that, “Above Subject Disobeyed A
Lawful Order To Disperse.” The ANOV documented the reason for the detention as well as the
violation Jllwas cited for, therefore satisfying the requirement for documentation outlined in
the order. Thus, the allegation is Unfounded.

COPA finds Allegation #9, failed to complete a tactical response report (TRR) after a use
of force incident as required, Not Sustained. COPA found that the handcuffing and detainment
used by Sgt. Brown alone, would not meet the standard of use of force that would require a TRR
to be completed. A TRR would be required based on the allegation |Jilicomplained of injuries
and requested treatment. Although [Jillinformed COPA that she sustained injuries, there is no
objective verifiable evidence to support [ lliclaim that she reported her injury to Sergeant
brown, or any other officers. In her statement to COPA, |Jlillstated she informed an unidentified
Officers at the 003" District Police Station. Without any further information about the officer
Ilc!2imed to have made the complaint to, COPA was unable to corroborate [Jjjiiliiclaim. The
BWC did not capture [Jlilmake a complaint related to her being injured. Without knowledge of
a complaint of injury, Sgt. Brown would have been obligated to complete a TRR. Therefore, the
allegation is Not Sustained.

4 Attachment No. 29, Officer Shafer’s BWC, Timestamp 8:18-8:24
46 Attachment No. 83, GO2-01, Protection of Human Rights Section 111( A) and (B).
47 Attachment No. 48, ANOV issued to [N
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COPA finds Allegation #10, that Sgt. Cornelius Brown failed to activate his body worn
camera, Sustained. In his statement to COPA*, Sergeant Brown stated he was wearing a working
BW(C the date of the incident and that he had activated the BWC. COPA conducted a search for
BWC recorded by Sgt. Brown, with negative results. Sgt. Brown was either untruthful with COPA
regarding the activation of his BWC during the incident, or he was negligent in knowing the
operation of the BWC. Therefore, COPA finds the allegation Sustained.

COPA finds Allegation #11, that Sgt. Brown failed to comply with the Trespass Affidavit
Program (S02-03-09) as required, Unfounded. Based on COPA’s preliminary investigation,
COPA found that Sgt. Brown could have failed to comply with the order. After obtaining
additional evidence through interviews and the ANOV citation issued to JJliCOPA determined
that there was no basis for the allegation. Per the ANOV, |lllwas cited for Disorderly conduct
by disobeying a direct order to disperse. Thus, COPA finds the allegation, Unfounded.

Angelica Patino

COPA finds Allegation #1 and Allegation #2, that Officer Patino handcuffed and detained
I i thout justification, Exonerated. It is clear from BWC footage that Officer Patino
at least assisted in the handcuffing of [Jilifout it cannot be determined if she initiated the arrest.
Based on her statement to COPA, Officer Patino did not recall the reasoning for the handcuffing,
and did not recall if she received any orders to handcuff [JiillPer BWC footage,*® Sgt. Brown
was observed giving an order to “Lock her up,” as he was attempting to handcuff | lAS seen
from any of the BWC footage obtained by COPA, the situation was chaotic. There were several
arrest being executed in the area. The initial interaction between |Jlland the officers was
captured on Officer Sharks’ BWC footage,>® but the audio was unavailable. As previously stated,
a5 observed standing on the parkway, agitated, and pointing at officers. Sgt. Brown can be
observed having a conversation with [JJilifand then attempted to go hands-on with |
pulled away from Sergeant Brown, and Officer Patino assisted in the handcuffing and detainment.
Although Officer Patino could not recall a direct order being given to her, it is clear from the BWC
footage of the incident, there was an order given by Sgt. Brown, who also initiated that
handcuffing. Based on the evidence provided, Allegation #1 and Allegation #2, are Exonerated.

COPA finds Allegation #3, that Officer Patino failed to complete an investigatory stop
report, Unfounded. COPA finds that even if an Investigative Stop Report was Required, it was
not the responsibility of Officer Patino. Per SO-13-09°! The reasons for completing the
Investigatory Stop Report is to ensure sworn members document the facts and circumstances of:
a Probable Cause stop when no other document captures the reason for the detention. The
(ANOV)*? documented the violation of Disorderly Conduct, Failure to Obey Police Order, and
that, “Above Subject Disobeyed A Lawful Order To Disperse.” The ANOV documented the reason
for the detention as well as the violation [Jjjillwas cited for. Therefore, the allegation is
Unfounded.

8 Attachment No. 46, Sergeant Brown’s statement to COPA, Timestamp 11:35 to 12:10.
49 Attachment No. 25, Officer Slaughter’s BWC footage, Timestamp 3:38

50 Attachment No. 31, Officer Mark Sharks’ BWC footage, Timestamp 0:20

51 Attachment No. 82, SO-14-09, Investigatory Stop System I11 (D) (1)(b).

52 Attachment No. 48, ANOV issued to [
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COPA finds Allegation #4, that Officer Patino failed to activate her body worn camera,
Sustained. COPA conducted a thorough search for all BWC footage recorded during the incident
with negative results for Officer Patino. In her statement to COPA, Officer Patino did not recall if
she activated her BWC for this incident. Non activation a BWC by an officer is in clear violation
of Per S03-14.% The allegation is Sustained.

Officer Kadesha Speights

COPA finds the allegation #1, that Officer Kadesha Speights, engaged in an unnecessary
verbal altercation with a civilian, and used words to the effect of, including but not limited to,
“come out, come out, come out, come out, come out, [ ain’t even gotta take it off, come whoop my
ass now, because your bitch ass ran in the fucking house that’s why,” Sustained. On Officer
Speights> BWC®*, Officer Speights can be heard stating the words quoted in the allegation in
violation of Rule 9 of the Chicago Police Rules and Regulations, as well as GO-06-02. In her
statement to COPA®, Officer Speights affirmed the allegation, and said that it was on the
recording. Therefore, the allegation is Sustained.

Officer Mark Sharks # 18687

COPA finds that Allegation #1, that Officer Mark Sharks failed to timely activate his Body
Worn Camera, Sustained. Officer Sharks” BWC footage shows that Officer Sharks was already
on the scene during the two-minute buffer period, prior to activation. It is unclear how long Officer
Sharks had been on-scene prior to the two-minute buffer period. At the time of activation of his
BWC, he is escorting | » handcuffs. Although COPA cannot determine if the
activation was intentional or not, the period of time it took for Officer Sharks to activate his BWC
was clearly in violation of S03-14, Body Worn Cameras. Officer Sharks should have activated his
BWC in order to capture all police activity when arriving on-scene. Therefore, Allegation #1 is
Sustained.

COPA finds Allegation #2, that Officer Mark Sharks failed to complete a Tactical
Response Report (TRR), Not sustained. In his statement to COPA, Officer Sharks stated that he
did not complete a TRR because he did not use force when he placed |Jlllin custody. Officer
Sharks stated he did not perform an emergency takedown to apprehend | land that he
believed M ay have tripped. Based on the available evidence, COPA could not make a
determination on whether or not an emergency takedown was performed. |Jlllldid not make
COPA regarding his arrest and there’s no video evidence of | lilicomplaining of injuries,
which would require the completion of the TRR. Therefore, COPA finds the allegation, Not
Sustained.

COPA finds Allegation #3, that Officer Mark Sharks engaged in an unnecessary verbal
altercation, Sustained. Officer Sharks can be heard on his BWC®, stating “That’s why you’re in

%3 Attachment No. 83, Body Worn Cameras (V)(A)(1)

5 Attachment No. 25, Officer Speights’ BWC footage, Timestamp: 8:45-9:00.

55 Attachment No. 56, Officer Speights’ Statement to COPA, Timestamp, 19:23-20:00.
% Attachment No. 31, Officer Sharks’ BWC footage, Timestamp 2:38- 2:45.
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the house, step out, step out.” In his statement to COPA, Officer Sharks stated he did make the
statements alleged but did not intend to escalate the situation. The context in which Officer Sharks
addressed the civilian in the window was unprofessional. Per the BWC,*>" Officer Sharks was
responding to the civilian in the window after she stated words to the effect of, and not verbatim,
“I’ll throw a brick at you.” Instead of responding professionally, Officer Sharks chose wording
that is more indicative of a taunt. When asked by COPA what he had intended by that statement,
Officer Sharks stated that he planned to have a conversation with the individual. If that was Officer
Sharks’ intention, he should not have used the wording in the context he did and stated his
intentions with more professionalism. COPA finds the allegation Sustained.

IX. RECOMMENDED DISCIPLINE FOR SUSTAINED ALLEGATIONS

a. Sergeant Cornelius Brown
i. Complimentary and Disciplinary History®8

Sgt. Brown has received a total of 123 awards and two sustained complaints. Log #2020-
2833 for a violation for conduct unbecoming, resulting in a reprimand, Log #2021-2492 for
verbal abuse and profanity, which resulted in a 1-day suspension.

ii. Recommended Penalty

Sgt. Brown violated CPD Department rules and regulations and several General Orders.
His behavior was unprofessional and unjustified. Sgt. Brown failed to de-escalate the situation
and at certain points of the incident he made it worse. He also failed to activate his BWC. As a
Sgt., he set a poor example for other officers. COPA recommends that Sgt. Brown receive a
suspension of up to 30 days.

b. Officer Angelica Patino
i. Complimentary and Disciplinary History®°

Officer Patino has received a total of 16 awards and 2 SPARs. The first SPAR under
#568258 was for an improper search, leading to no disciplinary action. The second, under
#564224, for a preventable accident, resulted in a reprimand.

ii. Recommended Penalty

Officer Patino violated CPD Department rules and regulations and General Orders in that she
failed to activate her BWC. COPA recommends that Officer Patino receive suspension of up to
10 days.

57 Attachment No. 31, officer Sharks BWC footage, Timestamp 2:38 -2:40
58 Att. 80, Sergeant Brown Complimentary and Disciplinary History.
5 Attachment No. 79, Officer Patino’s Complimentary and Disciplinary History
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c. Officer Kadesha Speights
i. Complimentary and Disciplinary History
Officer Speights received a total of ten rewards and no sustained disciplinary history.
ii. Recommended Penalty

Officer Speights violated CPD Department rules and regulations and several General
Orders. Her behavior was unprofessional and unjustified. COPA recommends that
Officer Speights receive a suspension of up to 30 days.

d. Officer Mark Sharks
i. Complimentary and Disciplinary History®

Officer Sharks received a total of 29 awards and one SPAR. SPAR #567258, was for a
preventable accident, which resulted in a reprimand.

ii. Recommended Penalty

Officer Sharks violated CPD Department rules and regulations and General Orders in that he

failed to activate his BWC in a timely manner. Officer Sharks violated CPD Department rules
and regulations and several General Orders. His behavior was unprofessional and unjustified.
COPA recommends that Officer Sharks receive a suspension of up to 30 days.

Approved:

January 27, 2024

rday Jackson Date
Deputy Chief Administrator

80 Attachment 81, Officer Sharks’ Complimentary and Disciplinary History
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