CIVILIAN OFFICE OF POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY

INTEGRITY @ TRANSPARENCY @ INDEPENDENCE ® TIMELINESS

Log # 2024-0006364

FINAL SUMMARY REPORT!
I EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On July 30, 2024, the Civilian Office of Police Accountability (COPA) received a CPIC
notification regarding a lock-up incident.? The notification stated that a male prisoner attempted
suicide in the 2™ district lock-up. COPA also received an extraordinary or unusual occurrences
report with attachments which listed the involved department members names as well as
statements from them.’ | S 2s the detainee who attempted suicide. The involved
department members are Sergeant Matthew Purches, Officer Peter Chiu, Officer Raphael Montes,
Officer Kamaal Najieb, Detention Aide Mark Knox and Detention Aide Lloyd Huddleston. Upon
review of the evidence, COPA served allegations against Sergeant Purches for walking past the
holding cell without intervening and failing to render immediate life-saving assistance to ||l
Following its investigation, COPA reached not sustained findings regarding both allegations.

IL. SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE’®

I 25 arrested on July 30, 2024, for domestic battery and subsequently transported
to the 2" district police station.® While in the holding cell at the district, Sgt. Purches and |
had a brief conversation before Sgt. Purches walked away down the hall.” [Jjjillis then observed
removing his pants.® Jlillwalked to the other side of the holding cell and tied his pants to the
cell bars, while Sgt. Purches walked past the holding cell again.’ |Jjjilfithen tied the pants around
his neck and dropped to the ground, as Sgt. Purches continued to walk past the holding cell.'® Sgt.
Purches noticed that |Jjjjiilifhad attempted to hang himself and he called for help.!!

! 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 Att. 9.

S Att. 11,

4 One or more of these allegations fall within COPA’s jurisdiction pursuant to Chicago Municipal Code § 2-78-120.
Therefore, COPA determined it would be the primary investigative agency in this matter.

5 The following is a summary of what COPA finds most likely occurred during this incident. This summary utilized
information from several different sources, including BWC footage, lock-up video, police reports, and department
members interviews.

o Att. 1.

7 Att. 19 at 4:18:50 to 4:21:00.

8 Att. 19 at 4:21:17 to 4:21:25.

 Att. 19 at 4:21:26 to 4:22:10.

10 Att. 19 at 4:21:50 to 4:22:20.

11 Att. 19 at 4:22:26 to 4:22:32.
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Sgt. Purches approached the holding cell and looked at [Jjjjiilfwhile DA Knox ran to the
cell and held [l up.'> Sgt. Purches exited the holding cell area to obtain keys to open the cell
door.'? Sgt. Purches returned back to the holding cell with some keys and he attempted to open the
door but he could not get it open so he left the area; DA Huddleston entered the holding cell area
and opened the door to the cell and entered the cell.!* DA Huddleston attempted to get the pants
from around | lllncck; Sgt. Purches returned back to the holding cell along with several other
officers.!® Sgt. Purches along with the other officers untied |jjjillllpants from around his neck
and Officer Najieb started doing chest compressions.!® [ llllsubsequently regained
consciousness and was transported to the hospital by ambulance.

COPA interviewed all members involved. All department members’ statements were
consistent with the holding cell video footage. This incident was the first attempt at suicide in lock-
up that Sgt. Purches has dealt with.!” Sgt. Purches also stated that he has no life-saving training
except for LEMART training.'® On the date of the incident, Sgt. Purches entered the holding cell
area and heard |JJillyclling obscenities about not getting a phone call.!® Sgt. Purches assured
I L2t he would get his phone call and then proceeded to go check on another prisoner around
the corner from |JF® After Sgt. Purches checked on the other prisoner, he went back past
I o!ding cell; Sgt. Purches noticed | llllsilhouette but he did not notice anything
else.?! According to Sgt. Purches, he was also looking for other things while going through the
lock-up area.?? One of the things he mentioned he looks for was the cameras being operational.”?
Once Sgt. Purches noticed that [ W as attempting to commit suicide, he called for the lock-
up personnel to help.?* Sgt. Purches stated that he did not hold up [Jjjililithe way the lock-up
keeper did because he was not familiar with how the process worked but that the lock-up keeper
ran in immediately behind him to assist.?®

12 Att. 19 at 4:22:40 to 4:22:51.
3 Att. 19 at 4:22:46 to 4:22:59.
4 Att. 19 at 4:22:58 to 4:23:26.
15 Att. 19 at 4:23:30 to 4:24:00.
16 Att. 19 at 4:24:06 to 4:25:24.
17 Att. 27, pg. 19, Ins. 2 - 5.

18 Att. 27, pg. 19, Ins. 6 — 24.

9 Att. 27, pg. 9, Ins. 12 — 14.
20 Att. 27, pg. 9, Ins. 14 — 20.

2 Att. 27, pg. 15, Ins. 1 - 8.

22 Att. 27, pg. 15, Ins. 9 - 10.
2 Att. 27, pg. 13, Ins. 19 — 23,
24 Att. 27, pg. 15, Ins. 11 - 23,
25 Att. 27, pg. 18, Ins. 20 — 24.
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III. ALLEGATIONS

Sergeant Matthew Purches:
1. Walked past the holding cell of | Sl thout intervening, when || N
appeared to be trying to hang himself on the cell bars using his pants.
- Not Sustained
2. Failed to reasonably render immediate life-saving assistance to |- (tcr
observing that [Jilillappeared to have hung himself on the cell bars using his pants.
- Not Sustained

IV.  CREDIBILITY ASSESSMENT

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 recall the event from memory. COPA does not find any untruthfulness in the answers
provided by any of the department members interviewed. As noted, department members’
statements were consistent with the holding cell video footage.

V. ANALYSIS?®

COPA finds the allegations that Sgt. Purches walked past the holding cell of |
I ithout intervening and that he failed to reasonably render immediate life-saving
assistance to | illlnot sustained. In this situation, |Jilwas attempting to hang himself by
wrapping his pants around his neck. Sgt. Purches noticed | lillwith his pants around his neck,
and he yelled for help. DA Knox ran to the holding cell area, and he held || jjjllilup while other
department members came to assist. DA Huddleston ran into the holding cell area with the keys to
open the holding cell door so that other department members could enter. Several other department
members entered the cell and provided chest compressions to | lluntil he regained
consciousness. Sgt. Purches assisted with this whole process by calling for help and helping untie
the jeans from | llncck. Sgt. Purches denied committing any misconduct and the other
involved department members also stated that they did not observe Sgt. Purches commit any type
of misconduct. While Sgt. Purches did walk past ||jjilillinitially, he stated that he was not looking
at what |l as doing in the holding cell because he was focused on other things in the lock-
up area, but as soon as he noticed what [JJillwas doing, he called for help immediately. Further,
Sgt. Purches was not the one who initially held || jjlllup, DA Knox did so immediately, while
Sgt. Purches assisted in other ways like attempting to open the cell door and assisting with untying

the jeans from || neck.

26 For a definition of COPA’s findings and standards of proof, see Appendix B.
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COPA’s investigation showed that the actions taken by Sgt. Purches and Detention Aides
contributed to saving the life of ||| | |  llICOPA finds the allegations against Sgt. Purches
Not Sustained.

Approved:

8-31-2025

Angela Hearts-Glass Date
Deputy Chief Administrator — Chief Investigator
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Appendix A

Case Details

Date/Time/Location of Incident: July 30, 2024/ 4:21 am/ 5101 S. Wentworth Avenue
Date/Time of COPA Notification: | July 30, 2024/ 9:57 am
Involved Member #1: Matthew Purches, star# 2610, emp.# |l Date of

Appointment: August 31, 1998, 376, Male, Black

Involved Member #2: Peter Chiu, star# 4387, emp.# [ Datc of

Appointment: October 29, 2018, 002, Male, Asian Pacific
Islander

Involved Member #3: Raphael Montes, star# 4875, emp.# |l Date of

Appointment: November 16, 2017, 002, Male, White
Hispanic

Involved Member #4 Kamaal Najieb, star# 18413, emp.# |l Date of

Appointment: June 17, 2019, 002, Male, Black

Involved Member #5 Mark Knox, emp.# il Date of Appointment: August

1,2017, 002, Male, Black

Involved Member #6 Lloyd Huddleston, emp.# |l Date of Appointment:

May 1, 1992, 002, Male, Black

Involved Individual #1: I :lc, Black

Applicable Rules

N [ I W

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 10: Inattention to duty.

Rule 14: Making a false report, written or oral.

Rule 38: Unlawful or unnecessary use or display of a weapon.
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Applicable Policies and Laws

e (G03-02 - De-escalation, Response to Resistance, and Use of Force, effective June 28, 2023
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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 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 a proposition is proved.?’ 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.”?

2 See Avery v. State Farm Mutual Automobile Insurance Co., 216 111. 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).

8 People v. Coan, 2016 IL App (2d) 151036, 9 28 (quoting Illinois Pattern Jury Instructions, Criminal, No. 4.19 (4%
ed. 2000)).
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Appendix C

Transparency and Publication Categories

Check all that apply:

Do x oo dodood

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
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