BEFORE A MEMBER OF THE POLICE BOARD

OF THE CITY OF CHICAGO
IN THE MATTER OF THE )
RECOMMENDATION FOR DISCIPLINE OF )
POLICE OFFICER LAWRENCE MALANG, ) Case No. 26 RR 20
STAR No. 7369, DEPARTMENT OF POLICE, )
CITY OF CHICAGO. ) (CR No. 2024-5739)

REQUEST FOR REVIEW

On April 1, 2026, the Executive Director of the Police Board of the City of
Chicago received from the Chief Administrator of the Civilian Office of Police
Accountability (COPA) a request for review of the Chief Administrator’s
recommendation for discipline of Police Officer Lawrence Malang, Star No. 7369,
arising out of the investigation of Complaint Register No. 2024-5739 (“Request for
Review”). The Request for Review included the following material: the Final Summary
Report of COPA’s investigation that sets forth the Chief Administrator’s original
recommendation for discipline, the Superintendent of Police’s written response to this
recommendation, the Chief Administrator’s final recommendation for discipline and
written objections to the Superintendent’s response, and a Certificate of Meeting and
Service.

The investigation stems from an incident on June 17, 2024. According to COPA’s
Final Summary Report, multiple officers were involved in the arrest and apprehension
of three juveniles (Josiah |jjjjilillanother male juvenile, and a female juvenile).

I s arrested on charges of attempting a carjacking with what turned out to
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be a toy airsoft rifle.

Officer Malang was not involved in the arrest and apprehension of || lor
the other juveniles. Officer Malang’s role was to receive ||jjjjjiliJat the police station
and bring him into the holding cell for processing. From the moment Officer Malang
encountered | illlloutside the station, || lllhands were handcuffed behind
B << B - ained handcuffed throughout the entire interaction
with Officer Malang.

When Officer Malang met him at the CPD vehicle ||jjjjjillcalled Officer
Malang a “Bitch-ass nigger.” Officer Malang and another officer brought ||| |
from the marked CPD patrol car parked outside the station into the building. A third
officer assisted and numerous other officers were present.

The male juvenile who was arrested at the same time as ||l as heard
yelling from another room in the lockup. || jjjillirepeatedly cried out |} be
cool!” | =ppears to attempt to get up from the bench in lockup. Officer Malang
then placed his hand near ||jjjjjlithroat. At the same time as he was placing his
hands in the area of || lllthroat, Officer Malang also drove his left knee into the
side of [l ody and/ or leg. Officer Malang grabbed || lstomach with
his open hand, pulling him further back on the bench in order to allow his handcuffs to
be affixed to the wall. In response, |jjllthreatened Officer Malang with later

retribution (“I'll catch your bitch ass on the street”). ||l as seated on the bench

inside the holding cell at the time. Thereafter, the handcuffs which secured ||| N
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hands together behind || lloack were themselves affixed to a fixed point
attached to the wall inside the cell with another set of handcuffs by Officer Murillo.

I d not appear to have suffered any discernable injury from the
interaction. ||l as calm, awake, and aware in the immediate aftermath of the
incident. In his statement to COPA, |JJllindicated that he requested medical
attention at the time, but that it was not provided. |Jjjjjjillstated that his neck had
red marks on it after the incident; this does not appear to have been documented
anywhere and is not apparent from BWC footage. By the time ||jjjjjllvas assessed
by the lockup keeper at 025th District, ||jjjjjiilildid not appear to be injured, and the
arrest report indicates that he did not request medical attention at 025th District.
I 2s subsequently assessed when he was in-processed at the juvenile
detention facility; he did not request additional medical attention at that time.
According to |t was early in the morning, and he had not had the opportunity
to sleep all night.

Following the conclusion of COPA’s investigation, Chief Administrator issued a
recommendation for discipline of Officer Malang. The Superintendent did not agree
with this recommendation and proposed no discipline for Officer Malang. The Chief
Administrator objected to the Superintendent’s response and made a final
recommendation that the following allegation be Sustained:

1. Officer Malang used excessive force by placing his hands on Josiah ||| | I
neck and pushing him into a wall.
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The Chief Administrator recommended that Officer Malang be suspended without pay
for 30 - 90 days.

The Superintendent disagreed with the Chief Administrator’s recommendation
in that he proposed a finding of Unfounded for Allegation No. 1 and no discipline for
Officer Malang.

According to the Certificate submitted by the Chief Administrator: (1) the Chief
Administrator issued the recommendation for discipline on November 26, 2024; (2) the
Chief Administrator received the Superintendent’s written response on February 5,
2025; (3) the Chief Administrator’s designees met with the Superintendent’s designees
and concluded their discussion of this matter on March 27, 2026; and (4) the Request for
Review was sent via email to the Executive Director of the Police Board on April 1, 2026.

The Executive Director of the Police Board forwarded the Request for Review
material to Andreas Safakas, the member of the Police Board who was selected on a
random basis, pursuant to Article VI of the Police Board’s Rules of Procedure
(“Reviewing Member”). The Reviewing Member reviewed the Request for Review
pursuant to Section 2-78-130(a)(iii) of the Municipal Code of Chicago and Article VI of
the Police Board’s Rules of Procedure. Following his initial review of this matter on
April 8, 2026, the Reviewing Member requested, received and reviewed the following

items from the investigation file: BWC video footage and transcripts and audio

recordings of all COPA interviews with CPD members and Josiah ||| | | IR
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OPINION

Following a thorough review of the Request for Review material and the
additional items noted above, it is my opinion that the Superintendent met his burden
to overcome the Chief Administrator’s recommendation for discipline.

First, I want to emphasize that in no way do I condone the use of chokeholds as a
valid technique. That said, it is my opinion that based on the video evidence and
interviews, there is not sufficient evidence to prove that the officer’s use of force was an
intentional act of aggression on the part of the officer toward the suspect, but rather was
an attempt to subdue an unruly suspect who was violent from their initial contact.
Furthermore, at no point did Mr. [jjjiililsustain any injuries or request medical
attention following this alleged chokehold. Thus, it is my opinion that Officer Malang
did not seek to harm Mr. | iiliBased on the body-worn camera footage of both
officers and the recordings and transcripts of the interviews, it is my conclusion that
this officer did not act with malicious intent and that the Superintendent met his burden
to overcome the Chief Administrator’s recommendation for discipline.

Therefore, pursuant to Section 2-78-130(a)(iii) of the Municipal Code of Chicago,
the Superintendent’s response to the Chief Administrator’s recommendation for
discipline of Police Officer Lawrence Malang, Star No. 7369, shall be implemented.

DATED AT CHICAGO, COUNTY OF COOK, STATE OF ILLINOIS, THIS 19t
DAY OF MAY 2026.
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ANDREAS G. SAFAKAS
Member
Police Board

Attested by:

MAX A. CAPRONI
Executive Director
Police Board



