Force Review Board-Chief's Report

POLICE

CHIEF'S .
MARCH 26, 2020 ;'3"5&51 LSRR APD HEADQUARTERS - CHIEF'S
REPORT CONFERENCE ROOM
FRB CHAIR Chief of StafT John Ross

ncor

VOTING MEMBERS | DCOP
Commande

Lindsay Van Meter (City Legal)- via teleconference

Edward Harness (CPOA)- via teleconference
Lieutenan (FRB Admin Personnel/AQD)

| Julie Jaramillo (FRB Admin Personnel/AQD)- via teleconference

NON-VOTING
MEMBERS

REPRESENTATIVES | Scrgean (N A 7D)

Dctgtiv= (Presenter/IAFD)
i Delectiv (Presenter/]IAFD)

OBSERVERS ' DCOP

I (Compliance)- via teleconference

CommandcriAOD)— via teleconflerence

| Elizabeth Martinez (DOJ)- via teleconference
PREVIOUS MINUTES March 12, 2020 approved

UNFINISHED
BUSINESS

CASE #: 19-0051831
TYPE: SERIOUS

1 19-0051831 (SUoF)
18-0122233 (SUoF/OIS)

DATE OF INCIDENT:
JUNE 6, 2019

LOCATION:' TIME: 0230 HOURS

CASE PRESENTER petecTive NG
INJURIES SUSTAINED YES

DAMAGE TO PROPERTY NO

DID THE BOARD REVIEW THE

CASE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF e

RECEIVING THE CASE

INFORMATION?

DID ANY MEMEER IN
ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE?

OYES W@ NO

DID THE FRB, BY A MAJORITY VOTE, IDENTIFY CONCERNS,
DEFICIENCIES, OR SUCCESSES NOT IDENTIFIED BY THE CASE
PRESENTER FOR:

POLICY TACTICS

EQUIPMENT TRAINING SUPERVISION | SUCCESSES

O YES ® NO OYES ® NO

OYES ®NO | OYES @NO O YES N NO 0O YES ® NO

DID ANY MEMBER IN
ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE?
[0 YES ® NO

FOR TACTICAL ACTIVATIOI;IB ONLY: WAS THE TACTICAL

ACTIVATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DEPARTMENT'S
SPECIALIZED RESPONSE PROTOCOLS?

Page | 1

—aEw

g




MAJORITY VOTE

OYES ONO B NOT A TACTICAL ACTIVATION

DID ANY MEMBER IN
ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE?

OYES & NO

FOR TACTICAL ACTIVATIONS ONLY: ARE THERE ANY OTHER
CONCERNS, DEFICIENCIES, OR SUCCESSES RELATED TO THE
UNITS THAT REQUESTED TACTICAL SUPPORT NOT IDENTIFIED BY
THE CASE PRESENTER?

MAJORITY VOTE

O YES ONO X NOT A TACTICAL ACTIVATION

DID ANY MEMBER IN

FOR IAFD INVESTIGATIONS ONLY: DID THE FRB, BY A MAJORITY

ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE? VOTE, VOTE THAT THE IAFD INVESTIGATION WAS THOROUGH AND
O YES 89 NO COMPLETE?
MAJORITY VOTE ® YES [0 NO [0 NOT AN IAFD INVESTIGATION

DID ANY MEMBER IN
ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE?

0 YES & NO

FOR IAFD INVESTIGATIONS ONLY: DID THE FRB, BY A MAJORITY
VOTE, DETERMINE THAT THE UOF IS CONSISTENT WITH
DEPARTMENT POLICY?

MAJORITY VOTE

B YES O NQ O NOT AN JAFD INVESTIGATION

DID ANY MEMBER IN
ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE?

O YES ® NO

FOR IAFD INVESTIGATIONS ONLY: DID THE FRB, BY A MAJORITY
VOTE, DETERMINE THAT THE IAFD INVESTIGATOR'S FINDINGS
ARE SUPPORTED BY THE PREPONDERANCE QOF EVIDENCE?

MAJORITY VOTE

B YES (1 NO O NOT AN IAFD INVESTIGATION

DISCUSSION

0 YES W NO

& YES O NO

DID THE CPOA EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO ASK QUESTIONS OR MAKE A
STATEMENT TO THE PRESENTER?

CASE #: 18-0122233

DATE OF INCIDENT:
DECEMBER 23, 2018

LOCATION: 308
PENNSYLVANIA ST

TIME: 1855 HOURS

TYPE: SERIOUS-OIS NE
CASE PRESENTER perecTiveE [ IIIENENENGEE
INJURIES SUSTAINED YES

DAMAGE TO PROPERTY YES

DID THE BOARD REVIEW THE

CASE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF VES

RECEIVING THE CASE

INFORMATION?
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DID ANY MEMBER IN
ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE?

0 YES & NO

DID THE FRB, BY A MAJORITY VOTE, IDENTIFY CONCERNS,
DEFICIENCIES, OR SUCCESSES NOT IDENTIFIED BY THE CASE
PRESENTER FOR:

POLICY TACTICS

EQUIPMENT TRAINING SUPERVISION | SUGCESSES

[0 YES & NO

OYES ® NO

OYES INO | OYES & NO OO YES ® NO O YES X NO

DID ANY MEMBER IN
ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE?

00 YES ® NO

FOR TACTICAL ACTIVATIONS ONLY: WAS THE TACTICAL
ACTIVATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DEPARTMENT'S
SPECIALIZED RESPONSE PROTOCOLS?

MAJORITY VOTE

OYES ONO & NOT A TACTICAL ACTIVATION

DID ANY MEMBER IN

FOR TACTICAL ACTIVATIONS ONLY: ARE THERE ANY OTHER
CONCERNS, DEFICIENCIES, OR SUCCESSES RELATED TO THE

ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE? UNITS THAT REQUESTED TACTICAL SUPPORT NOT IDENTIFIED BY
0O YES ® NO THE CASE PRESENTER?
MAJORITY VOTE 0 YES £ NO & NOT A TACTICAL ACTIVATION

DID ANY MEMBER IN
ATTENDANCE FAIL. TO VOTE?

0 YES X NO

FOR IAFD INVESTIGATIONS ONLY: DID THE FRB, BY A MAJORITY
VOTE, VOTE THAT THE IAFD INVESTIGATION WAS THOROUGH AND
COMPLETE?

MAJORITY VOTE

® YES 0 NO [0 NOT AN IAFD INVESTIGATION

DID ANY MEMBER IN
ATTENDANCE FAIL TO VOTE?

[0 YES B NO

FOR IAFD INVESTIGATIONS ONLY: DID THE FRB, BY A MAJORITY
VOTE, DETERMINE THAT THE UOF IS CONSISTENT WITH
DEPARTMENT POLICY?

MAJORITY VOTE

YES O NO T1NOT AN IAFD INVESTIGATION

DID ANY MEMBER N

FOR IAFD INVESTIGATIONS ONLY: DID THE FRB, BY A MAJORITY
VOTE, DETERMINE THAT THE IAFD INVESTIGATOR’S FINDINGS

AU LA S SRS ARE SUPPORTED BY THE PREPONDERANCE OF EVIDENCE?
OYES B NO

MAJORITY VOTE ® YES O NO O NOT AN IAFD INVESTIGATION

DISCUSSION B® YES [ NO

& YES O NO

DID THE CPOA EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO ASK QUESTIONS OR MAKE A
STATEMENT TC THE PRESENTER?

Approved: -
Michael J. Geler, Ghief of Police

Next FRB meeting: April 2, 2020
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