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Nla\or 3510 S. Michigan Avenue • Chicago, Illinois 60653 Superintendent 

June 24, 2024 

Andrea Kersten 
Chief Administrator 
Civilian Office of Police Accountability (COPA) 
1615 West Chicago Avenue, 4th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60622 

Re: Superintendent's Non-Concurrence with Findings and Penalty Recommendation 
Complaint Log No. 2022-0004335 

Dear Chief Administrator Kersten: 

After a careful review of the above referenced complaint log number, the Chicago Police Department 
(Department) does not concur with all of the recommended findings and does not concur with the 
penalty recommendation as they pertain to Officer Hassan Baag, Star No. 19686, and to Officer 
Markus Briseno, Star No. 16296. Pursuant to the Municipal Code of Chicago, the Department 
provides the following comments. 

The COPA investigation recommended that Officer Baag receive a 15-day suspension and retraining 
on BWC usage and Investigative Stops after concluding that he: 

1. Verbally abused a citizen based on the citizen's national origin; 
2. Verbally disrespected the citizen because the citizen had a license plate that read "IRAQ;" 
3. Failed to activate his Body Worn Camera; 
4. Failed to complete an Investigatory Stop Report documenting the interaction with the citizen. 

The COPA investigation also recommended that Officer Briseno receive a 10-day suspension after 
concluding that he: 

1 Failed to activate his Body Worn Camera; 
2. Failed to complete an Investigatory Stop Report documenting the interaction with the citizen. 

Officer Baaq 
The Department does not agree with the sustained finding for Allegation #1, #2 and #4 and 
recommends an alternate finding of Not Sustained for these three allegations. However, for reasons 
explained below, the Department concurs with Allegation # 3 regarding the failure to activate his Body 
Worn Camera and, for that violation, the Department recommends a penalty of a Reprimand. 

The allegations sustained by COPA have not been the burden of proof required for a sustained 
allegation. There is insufficient verifiable evidence to support the allegation that the citizen was 
verbally abused by Officer Baag or that Officer Baag was disrespectful to the citizen (Allegation #1 
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and Allegation #2). There is no evidence to show what was the content of the interaction between the 
officers and the citizen. Even if there was a verbal exchange between the officers and the citizen, 
there is no evidence that any statements were made based on the citizen's national origin or that it 
was disrespectful in any way. COPA's basis for sustaining these allegations is that the citizen 
reported the alleged misconduct immediately, his version of events is corroborated by the other 
evidence and that he is biased in favor of the police. Whether the allegation is reported immediately 
or delayed means nothing to whether the allegation should be sustained. And the other evidence 
does not support the finding that anything said was based on the citizen's national origin and was 
disrespectful. Finally, simply having a license plate that supports the police profession should never 
be an indicator of whether a person is credible or not. 

Regarding Allegation # 4, the Department has seen no evidence that the interaction between the 
officers and the citizen was an investigatory stop or that the complainant was ever detained or 
searched by the officers. 

Regarding Allegation # 3 for failure to active his Body Worn Camera, the Department believes the 
burden of proof has been met. It is verified that the license plate "IRAQ" was queried in the CPD 
database at the date and time alleged and by the accused officers. Further, the vehicle GPS shows 
them in the vicinity of the location alleged by the citizen. However, this only supports the fact that 
there was some type of interaction between the citizen and the officers. But because the Department 
believes that there was some type of contact between the officers and this citizen, then the officer's 
Body Worn Cameras should have been activated. 

Officer Briseno 
The Department does not agree with the sustained finding for Allegation #2 and recommends an 
alternate finding of Not Sustained for this allegation. However the Department concurs with 
Allegation # 1 regarding the failure to activate his Body Worn Camera and, for that violation, the 
Department recommends a penalty of a Reprimand. 

Regarding Allegation # 2, the Department has seen no evidence that the interaction between the 
officers and the citizen was an investigatory stop or that the complainant was ever detained or 
searched by the officers. 

Regarding Allegation # 1 for failure to active his Body Worn Camera, the Department believes the 
burden of proof has been met and for the same reasons as discuss above regarding Officer Baag. 

The Department looks forward to discussing this matter with you pursuant to MCC 2-78-130(a)(iii). 

Sincerely, 

Larry B. Snelling 
Superintendent 
Chicago Police Department 


