ANALYSIS OF THE CRIMINAL
INVESTIGATION OF ALLEGED
ASSAULT BY BANDITOS

October 2020



TABLE OF CONTENTS

8]0 o [ ol u o1 o 1 PP 1
The Kennedy Hall INCident ....u i i s e r s v e r e v et r e n e e 2
Allegations of a Banditos Subculture at East Los Angeles Station ..........covciiicinnns 3

The Lack of ICIB Questioning on Banditos Involvement in Kennedy Hall Incident ... 6

| (O 17T T = Lo T 25
Concerns with ICIB Investigation .....oiiriiiiii i i s e e eees 27
District Attorney Charge Evaluation .......coooiiiiii it 27
@00 T 10 =] o Y o 29
[2X=Tolo T g1 1= T F= o T 1N 29



Introduction

Deputy secret societies have existed since at least 1970, being noted in a report by
Special Counsel James G. Kolts in 1992.* The 2012 Report by the Citizens
Commission on Jail Violence (CCJV) noted, “for years management has known
about and condoned deputy cliques and their destructive subcultures that have
undermined the Core Values articulate [sic] by the Sheriff. These factors have
contributed to force problems in the jails as well as numerous off-duty force
incidents involving deputies.” The Office of Inspector General’'s 2018 guarterly
report on Reform and Oversight Efforts encouraged the Los Angeles County
Sheriff’s Department (Sheriff's Department) to implement CCJV recommendation
5.8: The Department should discourage participation in destructive cliques. Yet, as
evidenced by the investigation which is the subject of this report, Sheriff Villanueva
continues to promote a Code of Silence regarding these sub-groups.

The Kennedy Hall incident investigation uncovered evidence that a group of veteran
Sheriff's Department deputies have undue influence over the daily activities and
assignments at the East Los Angeles (East LA) station. Several of the witnesses
interviewed identified this older group of deputies as having ties to the “Banditos,”
a secret society of deputy sheriffs at the East LA Station. Some younger deputies at
East LA allege that the secret group they identified as the Banditos used their
influence, and sometimes force and violence, to push deputies out of the station for
failing to live up to the Banditos’ work ethic. These withesses also stated that they
were assaulted by Banditos members after an East LA station party at Kennedy
Hall. Yet the Sheriff’'s Department’s criminal investigation of the Kennedy Hall
incident maintained the Code of Silence which has protected deputy secret societies
for decades.

Following the incident, the LASD Internal Criminal Investigation Bureau (ICIB)
conducted an investigation which almost completely ignored evidence of the
involvement of the Banditos which led to the assaultive conduct at Kennedy Hall.
ICIB interviewed nearly seventy-three witnesses. In those interviews minimal
questions were asked about the Banditos and in the interviews during which the
witnesses brought up the Banditos by name, very few follow-up questions were
asked. Twenty-three witnesses declined to give statements against their fellow
deputies despite the Sheriff's Department Manual of Policy and Procedures (MPP)

L Aninternal LASD memo dated December 5, 1973, documented an investigation of a group called the “Little
Devils.” The Little Devils employed a sequentially numbered tattoo of a devil on the left calf. The investigation
found that the group hegan in 1970 when four deputies were drinking at the Fujiyama Inn (referred to in the
memo as the “Jap Shack” without quotations) and decided to tattoo themselves. The investigation concluded
there were forty-seven members by 1973 and identified at least thirty-eight of them by name.
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section 3-01/040.85, requiring their cooperation.? Having received what appears to
be a purposefully perfunctory investigation by ICIB (which did not gather evidence
of the motive behind the alleged assault at Kennedy Hall), the Los Angeles District
Attorney’s Office (LADA) did not request statements be taken from the
uncooperative witnesses or empanel a grand jury to compel statements.

In examining documents, photographs, videos, recorded interviews, and transcripts
provided by the Sheriff's Department, the Office of Inspector General has developed
recommendations for a more complete investigation into the incident and how a
secret society has come to disrupt the daily operations at the East LA station by
fostering tensions between those deputies who are invited to join the Banditos and
the deputies who are not.

The Kennedy Hall Incident

On September 28, 2018, the East LA Sheriff’s station hosted an “Off Training”
celebration party for new deputies at Kennedy Hall in East Los Angeles. During that
party, multiple assaults occurred involving Sheriff’'s Department personnel in the
Hall parking lot. An ICIB investigation was conducted to determine if any of the
assaultive behavior by LASD personnel violated the law. The initial LASD incident
report listed the following deputies as victims: Victim Deputy A, Victim Deputy B,
Victim Deputy C, and Victim Deputy D.3 The incident report listed the following
deputies as suspects: Suspect Deputy W (also known as G-Rod), Suspect Deputy X,
Suspect Deputy Y, and Suspect Sergeant Z (also known as Bam Bam).*

Seventy-three witnesses to the incident were identified and forty-six of the
witnesses were interviewed by ICIB. The following is a summary of the incident
based upon a review of the statements made by witnesses to the ICIB
investigators.

2 The four target deputies also did not give statements, as is their right under the United States Constitution’s Fifth
Amendment right against self-incrimination.

3 Names have been redacted due to ongoing investigations and for the safety of witnesses.

4 Note: two of the suspects, Suspect Deputy W and Suspect Deputy X, in a prior unrelated incident had been
arrested and prosecuted by the Los Angeles District Attorney’s Office for individual incidents occurring while they
were active deputies. Suspect Deputy W was prosecuted in 2016 for an on-duty incident involving perjury and false
statements. A mistrial was declared due to a hung jury and the Deputy District Attorney declined to proceed with a
retrial. Suspect Deputy X was prosecuted and acquitted of an assault with a firearm charge in 1999.

Further, all of the suspect deputies have numerous suspensions for violating the Performance to Standards and
Obedience to Laws, Regulations, and Orders policies of the MPP. Suspect Deputy X has an allegation of “hazing”
that was “unresolved.” it was mentioned by one of the witnesses that Suspect Deputy W had just returned to work
after having been relieved of duty.



A series of confrontations reportedly occurred during the party. Victim Deputy D
told investigators that during the party Suspect Deputy Y complained to him that he
“was not good” at the station. Victim Deputy D stated that Suspect Sergeant Z
(Bam Bam) called him a “pussy” and a “rat.” Victim Deputy C stated that Victim
Deputy D told him that Suspect Sergeant Z told Victim Deputy D that he had “no
problem slapping him or anyone because nobody is going to say anything.”
According to Victim Deputy C, Suspect Sergeant Z further stated to Victim Deputy
D that “if he couldn’t get to him, he can get to his family.”

The physical incident started when Suspect Deputy W demanded to talk to Victim
Deputy D about his work ethic and transferring to another station because he fell
short of the East LA Sheriff’s station standards. Victim Deputy C intervened and an
argument between Victim Deputy C and Suspect Deputy W developed into a
physical fight. That fight developed into multiple physical altercations resulting in
injuries to Victim Deputy A requiring sutures to his lip.® Victim Deputy B was
choked and began to lose consciousness. He suffered pain to his head and neck. By
most accounts, the initial aggressors were the suspects. The evidence supports the
conclusion that alleged assaultive behavior by the victims was in self-defense or
defense of others. The four suspect deputies were relieved of duty.

Allegations of a Banditos Subculture at East Los Angeles Station

Based on the Kennedy Hall incident an eleven-count civil lawsuit was filed by the
deputies identified as the victims in the incident report. The lawsuit alleges causes
of action that include harassment, battery, and intentional infliction of emotional
distress against defendants alleged to be members of a secret society in the East
LA station identified as the Banditos. This lawsuit is still pending.

According to the lawsuit, the Banditos are a group of approximately 90 deputies
who are inked with matching tattoos of a skeleton with a thick mustache, sombrero,
pistol, and bandolier. The complaint states that approximately thirty members and
prospective members work at the East LA station, adding the others work
elsewhere or have retired. The lawsuit alleges that the Banditos control the East LA
station "like inmates running a prison yard." It describes members of the group as

5 Penal Code section 832.7(b)(1)(Al(ii) states: “the following peace officer or custodial officer records and records
maintained by any state or local agency shall not be confidential and shall be made available for public inspection
... [if they relate to] the report, investigation, or findings of ... an incident in which the use of force by a peace
officer or custodial officer against a person resulted in death, or in great bodily injury.” For the legal definition of
great bodily injury see Penal Code § 12022.7 and the California court decisions which have held that whether a
person suffered great bodily injury is a question of FACT for the jury to decide, and that injuries which require
sutures may constitute great bodily injury within the meaning of the law. See People v. Medellin {2020) 45 Cal.
App. 5™ 519.



maintaining control by intimidation of other deputies and control of key positions
including dispatchers, scheduling deputies, and training officers.®

The investigation by ICIB, did not delve into the allegations that a sub-culture
existed at the East LA Station, as claimed in this lawsuit filed in September 2019.
The Kennedy Hall plaintiffs filed a claim with the County of Los Angeles in March of
2019, prior to the submission of the ICIB investigation to the Los Angeles District
Attorney in June of 2019. The Sheriff's Department Manual of Policy and Procedures
section 5-07/290.00, requires that if a Unit Commander determines that the
allegations in a lawsuit warrant discipline or a criminal prosecution, an
administrative or criminal investigation should be initiated and that if a claim
relates to an incident that has been previously reviewed, the investigation should
focus on any “additional or different information or allegations provided by the
claim.” In this case a criminal investigation was already underway when the claim
was received and the allegations of the claim should have been investigated by
ICIB.

This is not the first lawsuit filed involving the Banditos. In 2014, a lawsuit was filed
against the County of Los Angeles which alleged harassment of a female deputy by
the Banditos. After the filing of the 2014 lawsuit, Interim Sheriff John Scott vowed
to conduct a thorough investigation into the claims. He would not comment on the
specific allegations but pledged to publicly share the findings at the conclusion of
the investigation. The Inspector General is aware of no investigation conducted by
the Sheriff’s Department independent of county counsel’s advocacy and if one
occurred the results have not been made public.” That lawsuit settled for

$1.5 million.

In 2015, Suspect Deputy W was charged with one count each of perjury and
submitting a false police report. Suspect Deputy W arrested a man named
Christopher Gray. He said that Mr. Gray was attempting to free two men already
arrested from the back seat of a patrol car. Suspect Deputy W also accused

Mr. Gray of inciting the crowd and threatening deputies, although, according to
prosecutors with the LADA’s Office Justice System Integrity Division, according to
an article by CBS Los Angeles a video capturing the incident showed

6 See United States District Court Central District of California case 2:19-cv-09823, Notice of Removal of Action
under 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a) exhibits, Plaintiffs’ complaint, page 20 at line 2 and first amended complaint, page 115 at
line 12.

7 https://www.nbcnews.com/news/investigations/|-deputies-secret-club-demanded-sex-female-trainees-says-suit-
n66026, last accessed September 2, 2020.




Mr. Gray® mostly standing with his arms folded, doing nothing. When the case went
to trial, the jury deadlocked with eight voting to acquit, after which the prosecutors
announced they would be unable to proceed with the prosecution, resulting in its
dismissal. Later that year, the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors voted® to
award Mr. Gray, who said his shoulder was injured in the encounter, $549,000 for
the matter.1°

In addressing the problem of LASD secret societies, the Los Angeles County Board
of Supervisors passed a motion in April 2019, requesting that County Counsel
report on lawsuits settled by Los Angeles County. In that motion the Board laid out
in detail the history of LASD secret societies.!! Further, the Federal Bureau of
Investigation has reportedly opened an investigation into the Banditos, all of whom
are or were assigned to the East LA station.!? Sheriff Villanueva himself has
acknowledged the pervasive influence of the Banditos at the East LA station, saying
they “ran roughshod” over the previous captain and dictated where deputies would
be assigned, enabled by the weak leadership of past administrations.!? "Pretty
much they were calling the shots, they were dictating the decisions of the station
and that has a very bad outcome obviously," Sheriff Villanueva said.*

Some of the information told to the ICIB investigators suggests that the Banditos
act in ways that are comparable to a criminal street gang and some witnesses
described the veterans as ‘OGs’, which is the term used for older gang members
who have paid their dues and earned the respect of the younger members. Much
like those who refuse to join a gang, Victim Deputy D was concerned that if he did
not obey the orders of the veteran deputies, they might refuse to respond to his aid
if he put out a call for help while on duty. One of the suspects, Suspect Deputy X,
was described as having the “aura of a person in charge,” the way one might
describe an OG. At least two of the suspects were referred to by monikers, G-Rod
for Suspect Deputy W, and Bam Bam for Suspect Sergeant Z; using monikers is
common in gang culture. Another witness referred to this group as thugs and
Deputy 1 mentioned that the older group used manipulation, “/ike a gang.” More
than one witness mentioned that the veterans at East LA station did not want

8See Superior Court of the State of California, County of Los Angeles, certified copy of court docket in BA236858
and https://losangeles.cbslocal.com/2015/06/10/la-county-sheriffs-deputy-faces-jail-time-after-allegedly-filing-
false-report-committing-perjury/, last accessed September 2, 2020.

9 http://file.Jacounty.gov/SDSInter/lac/1017003 070615.pdf

10 http://file.lacounty.gov/SDSInter/bos/supdocs/96039.pdf

1 http://file.lacounty.gov/SDSInter/bos/supdocs/135078.pdf

12 https://www.policeone.com/officer-misconduct-internal-affairs/articles/fbi-investigating-tattooed-deputy-
gangs-in-lasd-XLI2RxmOfxPG2WWk/?utm _source=email-to-friend&utm_medium=email

13 https://www.lawenforcementtoday.com/fbi-gang-members-are-hidden-in-the-ranks-of-police-departments/
1 https://abc7.com/lasd-deputy-describes-attack-by-banditos-clique/5370629/




Victim Deputy D wearing East LA gear, much like a non-gang member would not be
permitted to wear gang attire.

Suspect Sergeant Z mentioned the word “rat” to Victim Deputy D and others
mentioned that no one will talk, both of which suggest the type of silence expected
of gang members and those intimidated by them.!> Deputy 2 allegedly sent out a
text that he had “EV” (a term used by deputies to refer to evidence) from the fight
in his truck but then disposed of it ensuring that there was not only silence but also
a lack of physical evidence.!® Victim Deputy A stated that he had heard from an
unnamed deputy that Suspect Deputy Y and Suspect Deputy X left Kennedy Hall for
the East LA station looking for the victims of the assault, similar to a gang’s post-
assault behavior. Victim Deputy A related that once there, they reportedly searched
the cars in the parking lot to see if anyone was hiding there. Although Suspect
Sergeant Z was Victim Deputy D’s supervisor when Victim Deputy D was assigned
to custody, the allegations of harassment are only in the context of the East LA
Banditos subgroup.

The Lack of ICIB Questioning on Banditos Involvement in Kennedy
Hall Incident

During the course of the ICIB investigation, numerous witnesses referred to the
suspects as part of a group of veteran deputies, with some identifying that group as
the Banditos. The following is a summary of statements made by some of the
witnesses who were interviewed during the investigation.

Suspect Deputy W, Suspect Deputy X, Suspect Deputy Y, and Suspect Sergeant Z,
as well as Deputies 3 and 4, neither of whom was listed as a suspect in the ICIB
investigation, are all part of a group of veteran deputies who, according to

Deputy 1, attempt to manipulate deputies “like a gang” into transferring to other
stations. Deputy 1 made this unsolicited statement to ICIB Investigator 117 during
their September 28, 2018 interview.

15 A recent claim involving another alleged deputy gang, the Executioners of Compton, also alleges intimidation of
a deputy perceived as a “rat.”

6 At |east two witnesses told ICIB investigators that they had seen a text message from Deputy 2 stating that a
shirt worn by someone at the incident had been left in his truck. One of the witnesses specifically stated that
Deputy 2 used the term “EV.”

171CIB Investigator 1 was the lead investigator in this case and conducted all interviews referred to in this report.



ICIB INTERVIEW - DEPUTY 1

EXCERPT 1

Deputy 1: ...I don't think, T don’t think that [Victim Deputy D] has a
problem with them, as far as that there’s beef, I think it's
the other way around. They try to manipulate people. It's
like, you know, like a gang, I guess, you know? But, I
mean, it shouldn't be like that.

ICIB Investigator 1: Partner, do you have anything?

ICIB Investigator 2: How long has this been going on?

Deputy 1: What? The...?

ICIB Investigator 2: This feud between these...[Suspect Deputy X],
[Deputy 3], G-Rod, [Suspect Deputy Y], how long
has that been going on right there?

Deputy 1: Oh, it's been going on for a while. As far as them, they
single people out and they talk to them, they, they pull
them aside or they send messages, and if they can meet
somewhere, I mean, but....

ICIB Investigator 2: Just to go back a little bit, you said it was an off-
training party?

Deputy 1 did not specifically mention the Banditos by name. Although he related
gang-like behavior, he was not asked by ICIB about the Banditos. This lack of
questioning about the Banditos’ involvement and lack of follow up questions, where
follow up was obviously needed, is thematic of the entire investigation.

On January 25, 2019, Sergeant 1 was asked by ICIB if “there is tension between
[the] younger and older generation [of deputies]?” Sergeant 1 stated that the East
LA deputies have groups that talk amongst themselves. There are two groups of
deputies with tenure and influence, and they do not get along with each other.
These two groups of deputies divide deputy personnel at the station in half. The
deputies with tenure who are assigned to the north end of East LA generally side
with the subculture group the “Banditos.” The newer deputies are usually assigned
to the south end of the station’s patrol area, Cudahy and Maywood. Those deputies
will generally side with the other tenured deputies with influence, who do not
belong to the Banditos. Sergeant 1 stated in his interview: . . . there's a couple of



main players that have been here for a long time that don't get along and one of
them kind of gravitates more to the Bandito side and the East L.A. side.” Sergeant
1 was not asked any follow up questions about the Banditos. He was not asked by
ICIB to identify members of the Banditos or if the suspects in this case were
members of the Banditos. Below are selected sections of Sergeant 1’s interview
transcript:

ICIB INTERVIEW - SERGEANT 1
EXCERPT 1

ICIB Investigator 1: Okay. This is ICIB Investigator 1. My employee
numbers are [employee number]. Today's date is January
25th, 2019, at 2211 hours. Today we're at the Captain's
conference room at East L.A. Station. My partner today is
[ICIB Investigator 3]. His employee numbers are -

ICIB Investigator 3: [Employee number]
ICIB Investigator 1: Sitting next beside me is -- sir, what's your
name?

Sergeant 1: [Sergeant 1].
EXCERPT 2
ICIB Investigator 1: Okay. And are you aware of any tension between

the new generation of deputy and, and the oider
generation of deputies occurring here?

Sergeant 1: Oh, yeah.

ICIB Investigator 1: There is tension between the older gen, younger
and older generation?

Sergeant 1: Definitely.

ICIB Investigator 1: Can you tell me, elaborate on that?

Sergeant 1: So there, there's some, some of them here that haven't
trained here that tend to be part of, you know, what

they'll kind of say is like that newer generation. So you'll
even have a couple of guys that are maybe a couple of



years older than that quote, unquote new generation that
kind of, kind of roll with them. One of the divides here is
you kind of have like the East L.A. unincorporated cars.
So you'll hear people say like north and south. I don't, I
don't know where or why that has started or where it
comes from, but so I didn't understand that north and
south thing when I first got here. But what they're talking
about is they're talking about like the Maywood Cudahy
cars that are single deputy cars. All down, down south,
they'll say. And then up here is just the East L.A. usually
two person car. And you will end up with more of your
older generation, but there are guys that may have three,
four, five years on that are up in East L.A. that are
accepted that might be considered part of that older
generation. And then there are part, there are guys that
are a little bit older that are kind of the new generation.
So they'll say newer or old or you can kind of look at it
like one side or the other. There, there's -

ICIB Investigator 1: Based upon the RD district, districts north, between
the north and south?

Sergeant 1: Sort of the district thing and then just kind of how they
run. There's, there's a couple, there's a couple of main
players that have been here for a long time that don't get
along and one of them kind of gravitates more to the
bandito [sic]'® side and the East L.A. side. And the
other guy kind of gravitates more towards the newer
south end kind of side. And it just depends on who gets
along with who. There's a lot of little bickering and some
of it's really, really childish and some of it will simply
come down to who they trained with and who, you know.
If, if this group or that group likes those people. So that's
another thing we have to watch for as a supervisor. We
have to watch who, who trains with who because even
people on training or freshly off of training can sometimes
have issues with others and all they did was simply be
trained by someone else. And they're just not accepted
now by the other group. That's how, that's how childish it
can get. It's, it's pretty bad.

18 The failure to capitalize Bandito comes from the LASD transcription.



On January 25, 2019, Sergeant ICIB Investigator 1 interviewed Sergeant 2, a
twelve-year veteran at LASD. She was asked by ICIB, “is there like a rift between
the younger generation deputy and the older generation deputies here?” In
response she stated, “"No. I wouldn't necessarily say the older and the

younger . . . [m]ore like there’s the other ones that don't want to be a part of it.”
According to her, deputies who were not liked by or didn’t get along with the
Banditos were assigned to Cudahy and Maywood. No follow up questions were
asked about the Banditos or any sub-cultures at ELA. Below are selected sections of
Sergeant 2’s interview transcript (references to Banditos are underlined):

ICIB INTERVIEW — SERGEANT 2
EXCERPT 1

ICIB Investigator 1: Okay. This is ICIB Investigator 1. My employee
numbers are [employee number]. Today's date is January
25th, 2019, at 2144 hours. We're sitting inside the East
L.A. Captain's conference room. My partner today is [ICIB
Investigator3]. Employee numbers, sir —

ICIB Investigator 3: [Employee number].

ICIB Investigator 1: And his last name is spelled [spelling of ICIB
Investigator 3’s last name]. Sit, sitting next to me is
Sergeant 2. ... your employee numbers?

Sergeant 2: [Employee number].

EXCERPT 2

ICIB Investigator 1: And then are you aware of, is there like a rift

between the younger generation deputy and the older
generation deputies here?

Sergeant 2: No. I wouldn't -
ICIB Investigator 1: That you're aware of?
Sergeant 2:  -- necessarily say the older and the younger. I think it's

just they're not separated. More like there are those that
kind of side with these bandito [sic] people and then

10



there's the other ones that don't want to be part of it. So
they kind of keep to themselves and they were all being
sent to work like down south. Yeah. Cudahy and
Maywood. If they didn't like you or you didn't get along
with, you know, the banditos then that's where you
worked.,

On November 13, 2018, ICIB asked Deputy 5 if she was aware of any subculture
groups in East LA. She stated she had heard about the Banditos even before she
began working at East LA. ICIB asked her “the Banditos, what are they about?” She
said, “Honestly sir, I don't know.” ICIB asked, “what makes them a Bandito?” She
answered, “I don’t know. . . . [female deputies] don’t get involved.” ICIB asked,
“"What do Banditos do at the station?” She answered “I don’t know.” ICIB followed
up, "Do you know what the ink looks like?” Deputy 5 answered, “No . . . I have
never seen it.” ICIB then asked if Suspect Deputy W, Suspect Deputy X, Suspect
Deputy Y, Victim Deputy A, Victim Deputy D, Victim Deputy B or Victim Deputy C
were Banditos. Deputy 5 answered that she didn’t know to each question. ICIB
asks, ” What have you heard about the Banditos? Are they good or bad?” Deputy 5
says she heard about a sexual harassment case on the news before she got to East
LA. She heard Banditos were involved in that case. She hasn’t heard about them
while at the station. ICIB asked if she knew of any female Banditos. She said she
did not know. Below are selected sections from Deputy 5’s interview transcript
(references to Banditos are underlined):

ICIB INTERVIEW - DEPUTY 5
EXCERPT 1

ICIB Investigator 1: This is [ICIB Investigator 1]. Employee
number is [employee number]. Today's date is November 13,
2018, at 1509 hours. With my partner [ICIB Investigator 4].
Employee numbers?

ICIB Investigator 4: [Employee number].

ICIB Investigator 1: We are at ICIB Headquarters in the captain's
conference room. Sitting next to me is [Deputy 5].

EXCERPT 2

ICIB Investigator 1: Are you aware of any subcultures at East LA
Station? Different types of groups at East LA Station.

11



Deputy 5: I mean you hear about it, but....

ICIB Investigator 1: What are they?

Deputy 5: Obviously the, the Bandidos [sic].
ICIB Investigator 1: The Bandidos [sic]?
Deputy 5: Yeah.

ICIB Investigator 1: And who else?

Deputy 5: That's all.

ICIB Investigator 1: And what are, what are the, the Bandidos
[sic], what are they about?

Deputy 5: Honestly sir, I don't know.

ICIB Investigator 1: Well what do you...
Deputy 5: Yeah.

ICIB Investigator 1: ...hear?

Deputy 5: Just...I mean, that they've been there for a long time
and....

ICIB Investigator 1: And Bandidos [sic] are who, are deputies?
Deputy 5: Yes.

ICIB Investigator 1: And who are the...like who...what, what
cause...what makes them a Bandido [sic]?

Deputy 5: To....
ICIB Investigator 1: Like....
Deputy 5: That....

ICIB Investigator 1: What do you know?

12



Deputy 5: I don't know. All I know is that from a girl's point of view,
girl's, they don't really or they're not part of that, so we
don't....

ICIB Investigator 1: So they don't let you be part of that?

Deputy 5: It's not that they don't let you, it's just something
that it's separate. Like we don't get involved. That's
whatever.

ICIB Investigator 1: And what do they do at the station?

Deputy 5: I don't...I don't know, sir. I don't...yeah.

ICIB Investigator 1: What do you...it's, it's all what you know.
This is nothing what you assume.

Deputy 5: Yeah. That's...I don't know. Honestly, I just...l
mean you hear about it. It's like a legend, I don't...it's not
that I...

ICIB Investigator 1: Do you know any of the...

Deputy 5: ...see them.

ICIB Investigator 1: ...deputies?

Deputy 5: No, no.

ICIB Investigator 1: Do you know any deputies who are

Bandidos [sic]?

Deputy 5: I couldn't tell you, sir. I don't....

ICIB Investigator 1: You don't know? Do you know what the ink
looks like?

Deputy 5:  No.

ICIB Investigator 1: No?

13



Deputy 5: I've never seen it.

ICIB Investigator 1: Do you know how many Bandidos [sic]
there are?

Deputy 5: (NO AUDIBLE RESPONSE).
ICIB Investigator 1: Is [Suspect Deputy W] a Bandito?
Deputy 5: I don't know.

ICIB Investigator 1: You don't know? Okay. What about [Suspect
Deputy X]?

Deputy 5: I don't know, sir.
ICIB Investigator 1: [What about Suspect Deputy Y]?
Deputy 5: I can't...I don't know.

ICIB Investigator 1: You don't know? What about [Victim Deputy
Al?

Deputy 5: I don't know, sir. I really....
ICIB Investigator 1: I'm just asking these questions...

Deputy 5:  Yeah.

ICIB Investigator 1: ... because I have to make sure each one of
them is, is not...or is or is not. What about [Victim Deputy
D]?

Deputy 5: I don't know.

ICIB Investigator 1: No?

Deputy 5: I don't know if he is or not.

ICIB Investigator 1: What about [Victim Deputy B]}?

Deputy 5: I don't know, sir.

14



ICIB Investigator 1: You don't know? [Suspect Deputy Y’s first
name][Victim Deputy C’s last name] Fuentes?

Deputy 5: I can't...I don't know.

ICIB Investigator 1: All right. When you got to the station you
heard about that, the Bandidos [sic], what do _
they...what did you hear about...was it good? Was it bad?

Deputy 5:  Oh no, not even. The week before getting to the station.
'Cause the last incident they had when it came out on the

news about...
ICIB Investigator 1: What, what....
Deputy 5: ...the...
ICIB Investigator 1: What last incident?

Deputy 5: The...well it came out on the news about the, the sexual
harassment or female trainees and that's when that came
out, so I remember first hearing about it.

ICIB Investigator 1: And was the Bandidos [sic] involved in the
sexual harassment?

Deputy 5: No, I don't know. That's what came out on the news, I
wasn't there...

ICIB Investigator 1: Okay, but....
Deputy 5: ...at that time.
ICIB Investigator 1: Did you, did you hear about the_Bandidos

[sic] being involved in anything like that?

Deputy 5:  Just from what the news is saying, that that's what the
female said.

ICIB Investigator 1: Have you ever experienced any sexual
harassment at the station?
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Deputy 5:  No.

ICIB Investigator 1: All right. Partner, do you have anything?
ICIB Investigator 4: So you heard about the Bandidos [sic] in
the news...

Deputy 5:  Uh-huh (AFFIRMATIVE).
ICIB Investigator 4: ...prior to going to the station?
Deputy 5: Yes.

ICIB Investigator 4: Did you ever hear about them while at the
station?

Deputy 5:  No. Uh-uh (NEGATIVE).

ICIB Investigator 1: What is the general mood at the station right
now?

Deputy 5: Honestly, it's very sad. Not...it's like low morale. You
know, I mean this is...it's a black eye essentially, you
know? Nobody...I mean the...the first...it's embarrassing,
one. Because everywhere you go, oh are you guys going
to, you know, fight? It's just like, no, like it's not what
we're about. And it's, it's even more sad, because when
you work there, you see that everyone is pretty much
hardworking and everybody does come together, and this
just gives it a black eye, especially after the two ma-,
major incidents we just had with the 998's, you know?
And it's just very sad. I mean it's not right. No, no.
Partners should not be fighting period, regardless of what
it is. You know? Because you already have enough to deal
with at work, going to calls, people are already trying to
shoot you, it's sad. So right now I would say the moral
[sic] is very low.
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On October 4, 2018, Sergeant ICIB Investigator 1 of ICIB interviews Victim

Deputy D.'° Victim Deputy D stated he was “bullied and intimidated” numerous
times. Victim Deputy D stated that he was “not the only one.” He stated that “a lot
of guys won't talk because they are intimidated by the OG associated group.”
Victim Deputy D stated that “[Suspect Deputy X], [Suspect Deputy W], [Suspect
Deputy Y] and [Deputy 3]” are all part of this group. He stated these names
without being asked a specific question about the group members. In a ninety-
minute interview, Victim Deputy D was never asked specifically about subculture or
the Banditos. He never used the name Bandito. Victim Deputy D also said that since
the incident he is worried about his family because he does not know what this
group that is harassing him is capable of. Victim Deputy D stated that he heard a
photograph was taken when he was being talked to by Suspect Sergeant Z. He did
not know who took it. There were rumors that a cell phone video of the incident
exists. Victim Deputy D had not seen such a video, nor did the investigators ever
locate such a video.

In the first and second interviews of Victim Deputy B, ICIB asked no questions
about the Banditos. On January 18, 2019, Victim Deputy B provided to investigators
a photograph of a group of East LA deputies at a Dodger game and told
investigators that some of the deputies in the photo were Banditos. He had not
been asked to bring in the photo. He stated that Suspect Deputy W and Suspect
Sergeant Z were part of the Banditos. He also mentioned Suspect Deputy Y and
Detective 1 (first name unknown), as possible members. He was also given a
hypothetical question by ICIB: “So the rest of East L.A. station, if they belong to a
subculture group of the Banditos, they don’t have a problem with you; correct?” To
this question, he answered, “No, they don’t”. Below are selected sections of Victim
Deputy B interview transcript (references to Banditos are underlined):

ICIB INTERVIEW -VICTIM DEPUTY B
EXCERPT 1

ICIB Investigator 1: This is [ICIB Investigator 1]. My employee
numbers are [employee number]. Today is January 18,
2019, at 0920 hours. I'm at IA conference room. Sitting
across from me is [Victim Deputy B]. Sir, your employee
numbers.

Victim Deputy B: [Employee number]

19 The digital transcript of this interview was corrupted and unreadable. This information is from the audio-
recordings of the October 4, 2018 ICIB interview of Victim Deputy D.
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ICIB Investigator 1: Sitting next to him is his counsel. Sir, what's
your name, sir?

Counsel 1: [Counsel 1].

ICIB Investigator 1: This is a follow-up interview. Like I said, I'm
from Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau. I conduct
criminal investigations. All statements must be made
voluntarily. I know that I was taking photos of your -- of -
-photographs that you allowed me to do that from -- from
our previous interview. And then you informed me about
additional photo of a group of individuals. Can you please
pull that up on your phone.

Victim Deputy B: Yes.

ICIB Investigator 1: So these people, it says -- can you read it to
me, what it says?

Victim Deputy B: It says, "East Los Angeles."

ICIB Investigator 1: And where is that located, do you know,
where that picture is taken?

Victim Deputy B: I believe it's going to be at Dodger Stadium.

ICIB Investigator 1: And what do you know about those -- that
group of people?

Victim Deputy B: Most of them are training officers at the station and
-- or -- and deputies at the station, and fellow deputies at

the station.
ICIB Investigator 1: And are you aware of any are subculture
groups?
Victim Deputy B: Yes.
ICIB Investigator 1: Tell me.

Victim Deputy B: The Banditos.
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ICIB Investigator 1: And are those, those -- the picture that
you're showing me right now, is that a -- pictures of the
Banditos?

Victim Deputy B: Yes.

ICIB Investigator 1: Are they all Banditos?

Victim Deputy B: I don't know if they're all Banditos, but I know a
majority of them are.

ICIB Investigator 1: All right. Do you know who they are?

Victim Deputy B: Yes. I could -- I know of some of them.

ICIB Investigator 1: Can you tell me their names?

Victim Deputy B: [Suspect Deputy W], [Suspect Deputy Y] --

ICIB Investigator 1: Please first names if you know.

Victim Deputy B: [Suspect Deputy Y] --

ICIB Investigator 1: Okay?

Victim Deputy B:  -- [Detective 1]. And that's all I know just by
looking at this picture. I'm not sure if the other people in
the picture are as well.

ICIB Investigator 1: Now, in your first interview in October 2nd,
2018, we interviewed you. You never mentioned about
the Banditos. Okay? And I want to clarify that in your
transcripts I was reading over, that you mentioned about
a group of people, and the four individuals who are
[Suspect Deputy X]; [Suspect Deputy W]; [Suspect
Deputy Y]; and ... [Suspect Sergeant Deputy Z]. They're

the ones that you had an initial problem with?

Victim Deputy B: Correct.
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ICIB Investigator 1: Correct? Okay. Is -- is there any more other
people that you have -- have a problem with you who --
is it the whole entire Bandito subculture group that has a
problem with you, or is it just a group of people that I
just mentioned that have a problem with you?

Victim Deputy B: It's -- it's just this select group of people that have
a problem with me.

On April 1, 2019, Deputy 6 was on patrol the night of the party. He stopped by
while on duty to say hello to his training officer, Deputy 7. He did not see any part
of the fight but heard about it the next day. Deputy 6 was asked by ICIB
Investigator 1, “are you aware of any tension between the newer generation of
deputies and the older generation of deputies.” Deputy 6 stated that there were
tensions such that “a lot of us are, you know, don't even want to go to work at
our station and contemplating changing stations.” Deputy 6 confirmed to ICIB
Investigator 1 that Deputy 2 had made a “race remark” about him. Deputy 6 was
not asked by ICIB about the exact words of the comments and he did not volunteer
that information. Deputy 6 also confirmed that Deputy 8 told him that he was not
working hard enough and said that Deputy 8 further stated that if he didn't listen to
Deputy 8 he would be “kicked out of the station.” Deputy 8 further told Deputy 6 he
needed to do the work for other deputies if he wanted to be put on the “future list
for Banditos.” Deputy 6 did not directly identify Deputy 8 as a member of the
Banditos. He did not identify any other Banditos. Deputy 6 was asked no follow up
questions by ICIB about this statement. He was not asked anything about the
Banditos list or the Banditos. ICIB told him that they would notify the POE unit and
that a POE investigator would be contacting him. The entire interview lasted less
than six minutes. In the ICIB report, Deputy 6 was stated to have not provided
anything of evidentiary value.

Below is a transcript segment of the Deputy 6 interview with ICIB:

ICIB INTERVIEW - DEPUTY 6

EXCERPT 1

ICIB Investigator 1: Okay, alright and are you aware of any tension
between the newer generation deputies and the older generation
deputies?

Deputy 6: Yes, there is a lot tension the point where a lot of us are, you
know don’t even want to go to work at our station and
contemplating changing stations.
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ICIB Investigator 1: Okay. And are you part of the newer generation?
Deputy 6: Yes sir

ICIB Investigator 1: And, I was aware that [Deputy 7] informed me that
possible POE violation involving [Deputy 2] who works ELA station
regarding race remark and then also Deputy 8 who is also a
Deputy at ELA station made a comment to you about you not
working hard enough and if you don’t work hard enough or do
their work that you would be move out of the station. Is that
correct?

Deputy 6: Yeah, I would be kicked out of the station if I don’t do other
deputies work for them to show that I want to be part of the
future list for Bandidos [sic].

ICIB Investigator 1: Okay, what I am going to do is I'm going to inform
you that, I will be notifying the POE Policy Quality Unit. I will send
them the notification in an email form and then you should be
being contacted by a representative from the POE unit, okay. Do
you have any questions for me?

Deputy 6: Okay, no sir.

ICIB Investigator 1: Okay, I going to go off tape, [Deputy 6] stay on the
line, okay

Deputy 6: Alright
ICIB Investigator 1: Going off tape at 13592°

ICIB Investigator 1 asked the following people about tensions between young and
old deputies with no follow up about Banditos.

e On January 9, 2019, Deputy 9 told ICIB about reading an article about shot
callers at the station. There was no follow up about Banditos.

20 This transcript was prepared by the Office of Inspector General from an ICIB recording of Deputy 6 interview.

21



e Deputy 10 was asked by ICIB “Is there any tension between older and
younger deputies.” He did not know if there was any. No follow up questions
were asked about the Banditos.

e On October 18, 2018, Deputy 2 talked to ICIB about rumors about the fight.
He was not asked what the rumors were, and he was not asked about the
Banditos.

¢ On November 14, 2018, Deputy 11 was asked by ICIB about “social groups.”
She stated she had read about societies and tattoos but had no personal
knowledge. No follow up questions were asked.

On October 2, 2018, Law Enforcement Technician 1 was asked by ICIB if she knew
about “rifts between older and younger generations.” She answered she did not
know. No questions were asked about Banditos or subcultures. Law Enforcement
Technician 1 was asked by ICIB investigators about text messages sent the night of
the incident:

ICIB INTERVIEW - LAW ENFORCEMENT TECHNICIAN 1
EXCERPT 1

ICIB Investigator 3: Yeah. In the blue. All right. It says okay. Good.
What the hell were they fighting about? [Deputy 12] text, texts
back. Who, I have no idea.

Law Enforcement Technician 1: Uh-huh.

ICIB Investigator 3: You text back. It was that new guy, [Victim Deputy
C], and [Suspect Deputy X] and [Suspect Sergeant Z]. So we're
talking about [Suspect Deputy X] and [Suspect Sergeant Z]?

Law Enforcement Technician 1: Uh-huh.

ICIB Investigator 3: The OG guys versus the new guys. Yup and G.
Rod. Is that G. -- is that [Suspect Deputy W]?

Law Enforcement Technician 1: Uh-huh.

ICIB Investigator 3: And then you text I've never seen [Suspect Deputy
X] so drunk. [Deputy 12] says I haven't either. And you text,
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reply G. Rod is OG now. [Suspect Deputy W]. [Deputy 12] says
damn, and [Suspect Deputy Y]. He took [Suspect Deputy X].

Law Enforcement Technician 1: Yeah.

ICIB Investigator 3: What does that mean? He gave [Suspect Deputy X]
a ride?

Law Enforcement Technician 1: That was -- yeah. I guess after I left. I don't
know. [Deputy 12] thinks he took him -

ICIB Investigator 3: Okay.

Law Enforcement Technician 1: -- home. Or I don't know where.

Despite the obvious gang reference "OG” and the gang behavior of going out
looking for victims, ICIB asked no follow up questions.

On January 10, 2019, Deputy 13 was asked about “tension between older
and younger deputies.” He did not know if there were any. No follow up
guestions were asked about the Banditos.

On October 30, 2018, Deputy 7 stated that he heard “rumors” about the
cause of the fight. He heard that four deputies were relieved of duty because
of how they treat other deputies. No questions were asked about the
Banditos.

On October 2, 2018, Deputy 12 was asked about “tension between older and
younger deputies.” She did not know if there were any. No follow up
guestions were asked about the Banditos. ICIB asked her about text
messages sent or received after the fight. She said she deleted the text she
got from Suspect Deputy Y. She did have one text she sent to Law
Enforcement Technician 1: "Dammit what happened? You guys are going to
wake up to regret it.” A subpoena was issued for the text messages on her
phone. There was nothing of evidentiary value in the text messages.

On January 23, 2019, Deputy 14 was asked about “tension between older
and younger deputies.” He did not know if there were any. No follow up
guestions were asked about the Banditos.

On January 11, 2019, Deputy 15 was asked about “tension between older
and younger deputies.” He did not know if there were any. No follow up
guestions were asked about the Banditos.
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e OnJanuary 17, 2019, Deputy 16 was asked about “tension between older
and younger deputies.” She stated she did not want to talk about it. No
follow up questions were asked about the Banditos.

¢ On October 30, 2018, Deputy 17 was asked about “tension between older
and younger deputies.” She did not know if there were any. No follow up
questions were asked about the Banditos.

¢ On November 11, 2018, Deputy 18 was asked about “tension between older
and younger deputies.” He stated that there was tension about certain “work
standards.” No follow up questions were asked about the Banditos.

¢ On January 9, 2019, Detective 2 was asked about “tension between older
and younger deputies.” He did not know if there were any. No follow up
questions were asked about the Banditos.

¢ On October 25, 2018, Deputy 19 was asked about “tension between older
and younger deputies.” He did not know if there were any. No follow up
guestions were asked about the Banditos.

¢ On March 29, 2018, Deputy 20 stated that she had “heard about the fight” at
a briefing. The deputies at the morning briefing were told that an
investigation was to be done. She had also heard about a cell phone video
but had not seen it. No questions were asked about the Banditos

e OnJanuary 15, 2018, Deputy 21 was asked about any “rifts” between older
and younger deputies. He stated he had no such knowledge.

e On January 9, 2019, Deputy 22 was asked if he was aware of any “tension
between older and younger deputies.” He stated he was not.

e On October 2, 2018, Detective 3 was asked if she was aware of any “tension
between older and younger deputies.” She stated he was not.

The following twelve witnesses were interviewed without any questioning about
tension between older and younger deputies, gangs, subcultures, or the Banditos.

Civilian 1 on October 2, 2018

e Clerk 1 on October 26, 2018
e Deputy 23 on October 29, 2018
e Deputy 24 on October 29, 2018

e Deputy 25 on October 29, 2018
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e Deputy 26 on October 30, 2018

e Deputy 27 on October 30, 2018

e Deputy 28 on November 6, 2018
o Deputy 29 on December 19, 2018
e Deputy 30 on November 6, 2018
e Civilian 2 on February 5, 2019

e Secretary 1 on October 26, 2019

ICIB Investigation

On September 28, 2018, ICIB initiated a criminal investigation. ICIB Investigator 1
was assigned to this investigation. The ICIB consisted of the following interviews:

ICIB identified seventy-three witness to be interviewed.

Twenty-seven out of seventy-three witnesses declined to be interviewed;
four of those who declined to be interviewed were identified as suspects, the
remaining twenty-three were not so identified. None of the twenty-three
deputies who declined to be interviewed were compelled to provide a
statement. It should be noted that several of the deputies who declined to be
interviewed have been alleged to be members of the Banditos. At least one
of these deputies has been promoted to a coveted position in the Sheriff’s
Department.

None of the deputies who declined to be interviewed, including the suspect
deputies, invoked their right against self-incrimination.

ICIB conducted recorded interviews of fifty-three deputies. Ten of the
interviews were declinations. Of the remaining forty-three recorded
interviews twenty-six were deemed by LASD to have provided no evidentiary
value in this case.

The deputies who agreed to be interviewed provided fairly consistent
versions of the incident. Witnesses identified the four named suspect
deputies as the instigators. The suspect deputies were described by some
witnesses as engaging in a pattern and practice of bullying and ostracizing
younger deputies who they felt were not performing their duties up to the
standards of the older deputies. Some of the veteran deputies were
described by some witnesses as being associated with the Banditos deputy
clique.
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e A number of other witness interviews were deemed by LASD to lack any
evidentiary value; however, the lack of questioning about subgroups by ICIB
is glaring given that ICIB had the opportunity to explore the motive for the
attack as well as the presence of a subgroup, the members of whom were
engaging in behavior that was at a minimum in violation of LASD’s
disciplinary standards.

e Seven interviewees used the term “gang” or Bandito.

e Of those seven, ICIB asked two of the interviewees follow up questions about
the Banditos.

e Of all seventy-three witnesses identified by ICIB, only one was questioned
about the Banditos by ICIB without that witness bringing it up first.

ICIB also canvassed the area for cameras and obtained surveillance footage from
multiple sources. All videos are of poor quality and/or do not provide clear views of
any part of the incidents described in the ICIB report. Several witnesses stated that
there was a rumor that a cell phone video of the incident was taken but none of the
witnesses indicated that they saw such footage, nor could they add any further
information about the video. No such video was ever located by the investigators.
Search warrants were issued for the cell phones of Deputy 12 and Deputy 30. No
other warrants were issued. No video was located on either phone.

The investigation culminated with an incident report dated June 14, 2019, that
listed the charges as: Assault with a deadly weapon Penal Code section 245(a)(1)?%!,
battery with injury Penal Code section 243(d), and criminal threats Penal Code
section 422. Despite the fact that Victim Deputy A had two lacerations, one
requiring sutures, there was no mention of Great Bodily Injury as a charge or
enhancement.?? Further, Victim Deputy B was choked to the point of losing
consciousness which could also be considered great bodily injury.?3

21 None of the ICIB investigative reports indicate a weapon was used. The incident report lists the “weapon” as
“other weapon: bodily force.” The appropriate charge would therefore be a violation of Penal Code section
245(a)(4) assault “by means of force likely to produce great bodily injury.”

22"An examination of California case law reveals that some physical pain or damage, such as lacerations, bruises,
or abrasions is sufficient for a finding of 'great bodily injury.' " (People v. Washington (2012) 210 Cal.App.4th 1042,
1047, italics added.)

3 The term "serious bodily injury” "means a serious impairment of physical condition, including, but not limited to,
the following: loss of consciousness; concussion; bone fracture; protracted loss or impairment of function of any
bodily member or organ; a wound requiring extensive suturing; and serious disfigurement." (Cal. Pen. Code section
243(f)(4).) The terms "serious bodily injury" in section 243 and "great bodily injury" in Pen. Code section 12022.7
have substantially the same meaning. (People v. Hawkins (1993) 15 Cal. App. 4th 1373). See footnote 5 on page 3,
and People v. Medellin, supra, 45 Cal. App. 5th 519,
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On June 19, 2019, ICIB submitted its investigation to the Justice System Integrity
Division unit of the LADA's Office.

Concerns with ICIB Investigation

It is of concern that despite gleaning information from five deputies about East LA
station’s veteran deputies’ association with a group known as the Banditos,
witnesses were not thoroughly questioned about the group and some witnesses
were not questioned at all regarding their knowledge of the Banditos. Even without
thorough investigation, the evidence establishes the motive for these assaults was
intimidation and enforcement of standards of policing established by the veteran
deputies who identified as Banditos.

ICIB only asked one witness if the suspects were Banditos. They did not ask if the
bullying described was ordered by Banditos or whether this was a common practice
of Banditos. Further, after ICIB asked numerous witnesses about tensions between
older and younger deputies, which was clearly a central aspect of this case, there
were no follow up questions about any association the older deputies have with
Banditos or any subgroup. Sergeant 2 told investigators that the tensions were not
between older and younger deputies but rather between those deputies who
associated with the Banditos and those who did not. Sergeant 2 further described
the behavior of the Banditos by stating that the Banditos ostracized lazy deputies,
clearly suggesting that this subgroup engaged in other behavior of the sort
demonstrated at Kennedy Hall. By not fully exploring the Banditos connection to
this incident, ICIB did not fully investigate the motive of the assaults. That failure to
investigate directly led to footnote five of the District Attorney memorandum which
downplayed the Banditos element of the investigation as motive and will be
discussed further below.

District Attorney Charge Evaluation

On February 6, 2020, the LADA's office declined to file charges against the four
suspect deputies. The charges considered by the LADA’s Office were violations of
Penal Code sections 242, 243, and 422: battery, battery with serious bodily injury
and criminal threats respectively.?* The LADA’s rationale for declining to file a case
against the four suspects was as follows: alcohol was involved, the area in question
was dark and thus the video did not sufficiently capture the incident, contradictory
statements were made by witnesses and parties involved, and all of the suspects

24 While the charges listed in the incident report included Penal Code section 245(a), it is common for the LADA
when declining charges to list lesser included or lesser related charges. The charges considered by LADA fall within
the category of lesser charges related to a violation of Penal Code section 245(a). As previously noted, the
appropriate Penal Code section 245(a) subsection would be {4), assault by means of force likely to produce great
bodily injury. Both Penal Code section 242 and 243(d) are related charges.
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and victims were all potentially biased. Therefore, the LADA's Office concluded that
there was insufficient evidence to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that any of the
suspects committed any crime.

The majority of the LADA memorandum focused on inconsistencies in accounts by
percipient witnesses. Most of these inconsistencies were minor and of the type
inherent in criminal investigations with multiple witnesses. The witnesses to the
assaults at Kennedy Hall identified the suspects and described what each of them
did on the night in question. Further, the memorandum focused on how prior
instances of bullying had the potential of resulting in bias on the part of the victim
deputies rather than how the bullying and ostracism were motives in the assault. To
fully examine this motive, a discussion of the pattern and practice at the East LA
Station of allowing veteran deputies to enforce a code of conduct among younger
deputies needed to take place. Oddly, the LADA memorandum included footnote
five which downplayed the involvement of the Banditos in enforcing this code. The
footnote states:

“Although there was some mention of a subculture “"Banditos” existing
at the ELA station, the Banditos were not a focus of this investigation
nor were the suspects identified as being part of this subculture.
Furthermore, whenever mentioned, the Banditos were simply
associated with a group of older, more senior deputies that simply
ostracized younger deputies they felt were lazy. At no point in this
investigation did any witnesses indicate that the Banditos were
equivalent to a gang or any type of criminal enterprise.”

This footnote is concerning for several reasons. First, the motive of the assault was
the senior deputies imposing their standard on younger deputies. Motive is a
central element of every criminal case and requires detailed analysis.?®> Second, the
LADA seems to validate the existence and purpose of the Banditos in saying that
they were “simply associated with a group of older, more senior deputies that
simply ostracize younger deputies they felt were lazy.” Finally, stating that no
witnesses indicated that the Banditos were equivalent to a gang suggests a lack of
thoroughness in reading the statements provided by ICIB or lack of familiarity with
Penal Code section 186.22, or both.?® Deputy 1 clearly stated that Deputy 3,

25 See Judicial Councit of California. Criminal Jury Instructions, 2020-1 Edition, Volume 1, CALCRIM 370. See also
California Jury Instructions: Criminal, 2020-1 Edition, Volume 1, CALIC 2.51, which reads in part “Presence of
motive may tend to establish the defendant is guilty. Absence of motive may tend to show the defendant is not
guilty.”

26 California Penal Code section 186.22(f) reads: “As used in this chapter, “criminal street gang” means any ongoing
organization, association, or group of three or more persans, whether formal or informal, having as one of its
primary activities the commission of one or more of the criminal acts enumerated in [this section], having a
common name or cammon identifying sign or symbol, and whose members individually or collectively engage in,
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Suspect Deputy W, and Suspect Deputy X manipulated people “like a gang,” and an
analysis of the totality of the statements provided to ICIB clearly shows that a gang
type culture existed at the East LA Station and the Banditos were the group that
exhibited that behavior.

Conclusion

The motive of the Kennedy Hall incident appears to have been an effort by a group
of veteran deputies to impose their will on younger deputies as part of an ongoing
pattern and practice. These older deputies were reportedly members of, or in some
cases associated with, the Banditos. Substantial evidence exists to support the
conclusion that the Banditos are gang-like and their influence has resulted in
favoritism, sexism, racism, and violence. Despite all this, the majority of the
witnesses interviewed in the ICIB investigation were not asked any questions about
the Banditos. Even when the witnesses brought up the Banditos there was little or
no follow up by ICIB investigators. It appears from the interviews that ICIB did not
want to delve into the Banditos involvement in the fight or their control over the
East LA Station. The District Attorney memorandum failed to analyze the
involvement of the Banditos and implied a lack of credibility on the part of the
alleged victims with little evidence while giving no consideration to evidence that
would cause a jury to strongly question the credibility of the suspects. Finally, the
criminal investigation failed to obtain statements from multiple witness deputies,
some allegedly members of the same secret society as the suspects. Although such
statements are required by LASD policy, by procedure and in practice deputies are
told that they are not required to provide statements in criminal investigations.?’

Recommendations

Recommendation 1: LASD should thoroughly investigate internal criminal
allegations. A thorough investigation includes investigating possible motives of the
suspects as well asking questions that would elicit information as to a witness’s
potential bias. Investigators should follow all LASD policies and procedures and
should apply the same investigative practices to investigations relating to alleged

or have engaged in, a pattern of criminal gang activity.” Among the criminal acts enumerated in [this section]
which may form the necessary pattern of criminal activity are assauits by means of force likely to produce great
bodily injury, witness intimidation and threats to commit acts likely to produce great bodily injury.

27 See MPP 3 01/040.85 COOPERATION DURING CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIONS; but see also Internal Criminal
Investigations Bureau Unit Order 2-12, January 3, 2003, Representative Rights of Sworn Employees; memorandum
from Captain, Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau to ICIB investigators, dated April 8, 2014, Internal Interviews
of Employees and Relevant Admonitions, April 8, 2014; and Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau Unit Order 2-
24, March 19, 2018, Compelled Employee Witness Interview Protoco! (procedures in the latter unit order have not
been fully implemented by LASD and were not followed in this investigation).
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gang behavior of deputies as would be employed in the investigation of a serious
crime by a suspect who is not an employee of LASD.

Recommendation 2: LASD should compel statements from all witness deputies
who do not invoke their right against self-incrimination. Our review shows no basis
for the assertion of a Fifth Amendment privilege as to many of these deputies. In
fact, none of the deputies who declined to be interviewed asserted the Fifth
Amendment right against self-incrimination. In those cases in which a witness
employee invokes the Fifth Amendment but is not a subject of the criminal
investigation LASD should compel a statement when appropriate.
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administrative staff intercepted the call and spoke with the vendor. The
telephone conversation was brought to the attention of Captain Steve Roller.
Within that time frame, Captain Roller heard that five new members were
being initiated into the Regulators group. Region |l was contacted and we
realized the group was still functioning.

We then started to administratively transfer some of the key people out of the
station. Being proaclive, we wanted to eliminate the subculture of Regulators group
at Century Station.

Requlators Objective

The Regulators objective was to identify incoming deputy personnel at Century
Station who fit the morals of being an outstanding Cop. They monitored them
from Patrol training thru off training. They followed their activities, and
performance up to a year.

To be a member you had to be nominated to the group. That nomination had to
be supported by at least two other people, and then the entire group would
make a decision as to whether or not they approached that person, and initiate
them into the organization. It was based on performance, and was only open
those employees that met their standards in terms of performance.

The group ensured key personnel were in essential positions at Century Station,
e.g., Scheduling and Training, and easy overtime spots for senior leaders of the
group, unlimited overtime slots were given to Regulator members to ensure staff
had additional salary to support the group fund.

They had control who was awarded outstanding evaluations, and it appears they
controlled, when and who was eligible to work at Detective Bureau. They
organized lunches, charity work, and fund raisers. The Regulator leaders boldly
used the Watch Deputy's office, and Century Station's parking lot for their
meetings, with no regard for supervision,

Our investigation revealed that the Regulators philosophy is that “if a sergeant,
lieutenant or captain was weak at Century Station they would run over them,
essentially speaking, they would run the station as a subculture fraction. They
would not respect rank.” They openly displayed the Regulators logo of the “skull
and flames" symbol, on their motorcycles as well as body tattoos.

Regulators Department Wide Influence

Captain Sue Kopperud was notified when the Academy training instructors
continually focused on Century Station's way doing things "quote unquote”
philosophy that boasted of hardworking Cops that did what needed to be done



OVERVIEW OF THE REGULATORS HISTORICAL MEETINGS

Captain Kopperud had not heard or seen evidence of the Regulators in her
Bureau.

In addition, we discovered sympathizers of the Regulators at various units; when
Regulator members were transferred out of Century Station for infractions; these
personnel obtained cushy positions at their new assignments.

On August 2004, Century Station administrative staff received two anonymous
letters indicating that station personnel was being strong-armed for money,
When the Regulators wanted to support a cause, they felt worthy. We also
discovered evidence that the Regulators controlled the success or non-success
of events not sanctioned by them, e. g., Professional staff wanted give a
Christmas party, but were discouraged because they felt that most station
personnel would not attend because the Regulators would put the “word out” not
to attended, thus, the Christmas party would have low attendance.

Requlators Funds:

Captain Roller spoke with a confirmed member of the Regulators, Gabe Navarro
who had in a personal bank account $64,000. When asked were the funds
came from, Gabe advised the funds came from two memorial rides, one held for
Jerry Ortiz and one for Renee Hernandez At that point, Captain Roller
instructed that any funds raised under the quise of Century Station must go
through him, and all funds collected as a result of a fund raiser must be placed
into a Sheriff's Relief Account 501 (c) 3.

In mid 2006, Bob Ciulik contacted Captain Roller and advised that a dormant
account existed, associated with Century Station, He said, no funds were
coming in or going out. In mid 2006, Captain Roller spoke with Gabe and Patti
and instructed them to transfer any outstanding funds to the 501 (c)3 account
and to create By-laws for this account.

Captain Roller heard another fund raiser was being organized for the Licata's
kids. Captain Roller's knowledge of the existing $64,000, concerned him. He felt
it was odd to have another fund raiser, because the existing $64,000, was raised
to provide support for families of those killed in the line of duty. Captain Roller
asked Gabe why not deduct from the existing $64,000, versus having a fund
raiser, he was told, he was mistaken, it was $28,000. It was later discovered
that the $64,000 was missing.

Conclusion:

We/l recommended that Captain Kopperud's Training Sergeants monitor
what goes on in the training sessions, and ensure the lesson plans are
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OVERVIEW OF THE REGULATORS HISTORICAL MEETINGS

being followed and not guided to every Cenlury Station scenario. The
Sheriff's Department's Academy must be a fair and impartial training
facility that is a mix of training representatives from all three Regions.
Attorney Michael Gennaco, concurred. He also suggested we create the
history outline of the Regulators.

. We/l recommended that we put together a proposal/presentation a
Management Conference where we can talk to all Captains about "Sub-
Cultures and Cultures of the stations and how they can undermine the
Management

Finally, my objective is to bring my findings to your attention and ensure that the
Regulators philosophy does not penetrate the Department further.
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CENTURY S8TATION PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT

from the fears of embarrassment, or worae yet, reprisals. The command staff could
openly discuss the lssues raised with the unit commander, ultimataly resuiting In &
quick resolution and a strengthening of the management/subordinate relationship,
built upon openness and trust.

CENTURY STATION

When the command team. visited Century Station, it immediatsly became clear that
the overall olimats amongst the unit's personnel was not healthy. Numerous
individuals expressed their displeasure and proffered strong criticism with current
station's administration, management and supervisory team, especially In the way
they have handied, ignored, or displayed supervigory cowardice In mfusing to
address the actlons of a umorad clique of Hispanic deputies, referrad to as the
“Mexican Mafia," The Issues mentioned were noted and deemed significant by
Chief Willlams and his commanders. These Issuss were discussed with the unit
commander, however, it became obvious that additional command team oversight
and focusad attention would be necessary.

In an effort to obtain a broader and clearsr understanding of the issues surrounding
Reglon (I, and specifically Century Station, Chlef Williams and his t2am sought the
insight and Input from saveral gources both within and outside the Department.
Mestings were held with Mr. Michael Gennaco and members of his staff, Chief
Willlam McSweeney, Captain Eric Smith, Lleutenant Larry Brogen >f Employee

Relations, as well as Employee Unlon Presidents Patrick Gomez, PPOA, and Roy
Bums, ALADS.

They also sought out the input from former Cantury Station employees, both sworn
and professional staff, as well as oplnions, both positive and negaive, from other
personnel working within Reglon I,

The discussions centerad on identifying the percaptions of Century's cuiturs, bath
real and Imagined, along with potential causal factors, evaluating the effsctiveness
of the cument supervisory staff, as well as how to effect a positive change of a long
standing and systemic negative culture of behavior that has had = tamishing effect
on the good and hardworking people assignad to Century Station

Soms of the significant problems and or umored unethical activity noted with
Century personnel are as follows:

’ “Mexican Mafia,” rumored to be a small select group of deouties of Hispanic
decent. They have been accused of holding positions of Influgnce within the
station (i.e.: detective, scheduling, watch deputy, and field tralning officer
pesitions) and are alleged to control much of the nagative behind the scenes
activity such as fund raising through means of unit level extortion for non
sanctioned events, urfalr or biased granting of time off requests, controlling
patrol and interior work assignments, etc.
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CENTURY STATION PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT

*998 Club,” ia rumored to be & group of deputies who have been involved in &
deputy Involved shooting while assigned at Century Station.

“Regulators,” s rumored to be a group of deputias, possibly thre same as the
“398 Club,” however, consldsred to be more exclusive. Members are
rumored to have a tattoo described as a skeletal figure, clothed in long
western style tranch coat, wearing a cowboy hat, and holding a revolver in
sach hand. It is also rumored that the revolvers will have smoke emitting
from the barrels if the deputy has been involved in a fatal deguty Involved
shooting.

Rumors of a pattern or practice of in-house extortion. Statior personnel have
alleged that a clique of station deputies routinely extort financial support from
other station personnel for various causes that they deem Important, i.e.:
transfer partles or fund raisers for certain select deputies.

Deputy Valozzl fund raiser: Deputy Valozz was suspended for 30 days
without pay for an unreported use of force incident. Deputy Angel Jaimes,
alleged 1o ba a main "shot caller” within the “Mexican Mafia" clique, obtained
approval from Captain Lopaz to hold an on-she fund ralser b offset the
financlal burden of the suspension. Soon efter, allegations of extortion
surfaced wherein some deputies were forced to donate funcs to this effort or
fear ostracization.. Ultimately, the fund raising effort provided Deputy Valozzi
with over five thousand dollars (tax free). In the end, Deputy Valozz wound
up eaming more money than he would have, had he not be2n suspended,
thus sending the message that being disciplined for Improper behavior can
actually pay off at Century if you are supported by the “Mex can Mafia.”

IAB Rollouts; Internal Affairs reported that of the numerous roll outs for
deputy Involved shootings or significant force issues, approximately 80% of
the time, Region || deputies will cooperate and openly talk with investigators.
However, it was noted that nearly 100% of the time, Century deputies will
huddle and subsequently refuse to talk with 1A investigators. IAB added that
they have even been shown outright disrespact on the part of one or more
Century lieutenants and/or sergeants who appear to be overzealous in their
attermpts to shield their deputies from outslde raview.

Many of the aforementioned allagations and activities were bought to the attention
of Chief Williams and his staff by way of several anonymous latiers received at
headquarters via U.S. mall. Several of the complaints of inappro sriate behavior
were subsequently validated or supported though Chief Williams' efforts of inquiring
with reliable sources both within and outside of Century Station. The content of the
letters containing names of alleged clique members was subsequently shared with
Captain Lopez. He has been directed to evaluate the agitimacy of the allegations
surrounding the listed namas and make appropriate parsonnel ir oves of those
holding positions of significant influence over others.
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As Chiaf Willlam's continued to inspect the Internal operations of Century Station,
he found a troubling Indication of & lack of accountability by the station management
team such as:

. Completed IAB invastigations Involving founded policy violaticna which
carried the potential for Imposing significant discipline, being held at the unit
past the ona year time statue, thus eliminating any effective penalty for
Improper behavior or adjudication of wrongdoing.

- A large quantity of extremely overdus administrative packages such as: use
of force, watch commander gervice comment, and traffic collision
investigations signaling a lack of intemal accountabillity.

. Of the investigations submitted by Century management and suparvisors,
several problematic cases revealed an obvious atlempt to miligate or justify a
broad range of improper behavior such as questionable tactivs which led to
significant force incldents, praventable traffic collisions desmed non-
prevantable, ta out of policy pursuits,

Chief Williams and Commander Miller contacted several Century Lisutenants and
sergeants In an effort to seek various opinions on the Intemal activiies previously
mentionad and to assess the current station's staff. During one such telephane
conversation between Commandar Miller and Century Sergeant Arihur Scott, the
sergeant provided his personal and polgnant opinlon on several Incividuals, Parts of
his phone conversation were apparently eavesdropped upon by on3 or maore station
members. Statemants pravided by the sergeant that were conside ed unflattering or
condemning wers quickly disseminated throughout the station in an obvious attempt
to label the sergeant as disloyal and generate 2 hostile reaction tov/ards him
persanally and his management style.

Sergeant Scott became aware thal his comments were belng divuljed throughout
the station by both deputy and suparvisory personnel, and were ncw grossly
Inaccurate and negatively embellished. In an effort to stem the neijjative fallout,
Sergeant Scott attended briefings to clarify his position and answe* any questions
from his peers and subordinates alike, In an open forum. Previously mentionad
Deputy Jaimes attended a briefing and openly chailenged Sergeant Scott In an
insubordinate manner. Operations Lieutenant Paul Denney wes present and
interceded Immediately.

As a rasult of this incldent, Chief Willlams ordered that an intemnal affairs
Investigation be inilated regarding Subject Jalmes' behavior, and adminlistratively
transferred him out of Century Station pending the final investigatury outcome.
Sergeant Scott also requested & transfer out of Century as he felt his abllity to
effectively supervise Century personnel had been saverely compromised by this and
other incldents. His request was granted and he Is now assigned to Compton
Station.
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CENTURY-STATION PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT
PLAN OF ACTION

Chief Willlams and his command staff met with Captain Lopaz to discuss his
findings, and to analyze his response {o addressing these very serlous issues. They
provided Captaln Lopez with their goals to formulate unit (avel reforms in an altempt
to end these negative behavioral patterns and practices, and changirg the station’s
negative culture in general by requiring strict accountabllity and overeight,

On July 22, 2004, Chief Willlams and his command team called a station level
supervisory meeting, The design of his mesting with the Century lieutenants end
sergeants was calculated to foster a constructive, task orlented, and problem-
solving dlafog.

Chlef Williams provided a clear and concise message of his expectations of all
supervisors regarding thelr behavior, supervisory responsibilities, along with
thoroughness and timeliness of administrative staff work. He madae it clear that all
will be held strictly accountable up and down the chain of command for actively
managing the risk of any and all forms of misconduct or Inappropria e behavior.

He concluded the mesting by putting all on notice that the Reglon || Command
Team would be evaluating their overall performance and compliance with hig
directives and expectations for a period of 180 days, beginning the Jate of the
mesting. Afier the first 80 days, thoss who appear ta be unabla to nest the newly
established standard will be identified in concert with the unit comm.ander, and
advised to seek a new unit of assignment, At the 180 day mark, necessary
personnel moves will be accomplished within existing departmenta' guidelines.

SUMMARY

Strong supearvision and managemant have been pivotal In maintairing the safety,
integrity, and professionalism of our personnel. Century Station his encountersd
significant personnel issues that have resulted in past fiablitty and Jotential
embarrassment to the Department. The current Reglon [l command team has
embarked on a misslon to address and correct any and all current personnel issues
within Region Hl, and spacifically at Century Station. They have initiated a solid plan
of action with a goal of establishing a strong unit level supervisory management
team to gulde our personnsl in concert with our Departmental Core Values.

In conclusion, throughout every stage of Chief Williams efforts, he has kept mysetf
and Larry Waldie apprized of his findings and actions. We wholeheartsdly support
his efforts at reforming the management team at Century Station, thus restoring the
confidence of our hard working men and women, both within Century, and the
Reglon as a whole. We will continue to monitor hls progress anc pledge our
support in assisting with any potential future personnel moves In accordance with
achisving tha stated goals containsd within his current plan.

WTS:RMW JAL:fal
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Case Activity Log
File # 918-00055-2003-441

Date

Time

Activity

09/28/18

1445

Briefed regarding 1he :nmdent and responding to Whittier

Presbyterian w Deputy Art Hernandez. Contacted
field Sergeant ho was transporting him to the
hospital. Deputy Hernandez was treated for his injuries, and he was
ordered back home.

09/28/18

1703

Interviewed Deputy Art Hernandez declined to be interviewed and
requested an attorney prior to giving a statement. Art provided me his
clothing (shirt, pants, shoes) that he wore on the night of the incident
which had blood on them. He also signed consent for me to access his
medical file for this incident. He also provided his copy of his medical

| 09/28/18

1841

09/28/18

1912

discharge. Alsc | obtained a copy of the incident report.
Interviewed Deput egarding the incident.
Deputy eclined to be interviewed and requested an

09/28/18

1924

attorney prior to giving a statement.
Deputdeeclined to be interviewed and requested an

09/28/18

2003

attorney prior to giving a statement.
Deputy Heolined to be interviewed and requested an

09/28/18

2024

attorney prior to giving a statement. =
Deputyweclined to be interviewed and requested an

09/28/18

2036

attorney prior to giving a statement.
Heclined to be interviewed and requested an

Deputy
_attorney prior to giving a statement.

09/28/18

2115

Went to 451 S. Atlantic Ave “Kennedy Hall" saw no video cameras on
the property. | saw car dealership across the street

taco truck
told us that_another tac_o truck nar_neq

rovided the location
We went to the
location and contacted the owner and he
did not see the incident. He also had video cameras on truck but there
was no video footage due to hardware problems.

09/28/18

0200

09/30/18

0916

Booked evidence ]
Sat. Kim and | tried to interview || | | | | k- -

declined and requested an attorney prior to giving a statement.

09/30/18

1000

Sgt. Kim and | ttempted to locate
witnesses in the back alley.

CONFIDENTIAL



music and saw a d fence line.
heard music,

aughter, saw blue tarp around the fence line. | aw a small
[ video camera underneath the roof overhang and Per. t was not

operational. A female passerby assisted in translation.

or heard

Sgt. Kim and | tried to jnterview_ut he declined to

rior to giving a statemen

floor interview room. He wanted an attorney prior to giving a

Contacted [ - - ;- o

Kennedy Hall.
siated there was no vid as at the back end of the

t Kennedy Hall, took photographs of |
location, obtained rental agreement, canvased the area for cameras

08/30/18 1313
be interviewed and he wanted an attorne
‘ 09/30/18 1349 Sgt. Kim and | tried to interview
|
- _| statement.

10/01/18 1048
|
1 10/01/18 1200
[10/02/18 | 1200
| 10/02/18 1425 Interviewed
[ 10/02/18 1553 Interviewed

10/03/18 1454 Attempted to call owner

10/03/18 1500 Sa i
! | 10/05/18 @ 1700 hours at his business.
| 10/03/18 1530 Contacted Attorney Maureen
110/04/18 1429 Sgt. Kim, Sgt. Velasquez. Sat.

| 10/05/18 0900
|

[ the following Deputies:

Also went to ELA and met with
Sent Tech crew out

{

| 10/05/18 1600 | Contacted
i eviewed video footage and saw nothing with
R I evidentiary value.
10/05/18 1700 sgt. chai met with owne NG
[ e— — __| obtained video. Also sent Preservation letters for phone rec .
ogE {142 [Cateo Doput,
' ﬂhe wanted to an attorney present for the interview.
Advised her to have her attorney contact me for an interview.
10/18/18 1300 Picked up radio traffic at SCC.
10/18/18 1621

gave a statement. hours, | received a phone call from Attorney |

CONFIDENTIAL



Mitch Cander who representing Deputy_who agreed to
give a statement on October 23, 2018 .
10/23/18 1218 Mich Cander d and cancelled meeting due to scheduling conflict
10/24/18 1000 Sgt. Choi an father’'s house
_ p— - left business card.
[ 10/24/18 1029 Sgt. Choi and | went to Dep. spoke to him and gave
him a business card. He agreed to talk but wanted an attorney
i present. Told him to contact ALADS and retain an attorney.
10/24/18 1147 Dep. called and | spoke to her and she agreed to talk to me
but wanted an attorney present. She would call ALADS for an attorney.
10/24/18 1347 Called Attorney Bill Hayden 310-650-1737 to re-intemiei
on 11/01/18 at 1100 hours at ALADS re video and if he
e nows of anybody who saw him get kicked in the head.
10/25/18 1000 residence in ontacted his uncle
t the location provided cell phone number,
and agreed to meet him at 1400 hours at his house in
arcadia.
| 10/25/16 1400 Sgt. Choi and | went to Dep. esidence and did an interview.
| 2030 Attorney (Sherry Lawrence) for
| 10/26/18 0900 Sgt. Choi and | went to Left
| a business card to call me back.
| 1021 Interviewed_t ELA captain’s conference
__|room.
1047 Interviewed _at ELA captam s conference
room.
1108 Interviewed LE-t ELA captain's conference
room.
1200 Sgt. Choi and | went to_leﬂ business card to call
me back.
1230 Sgt. Choi and | went to _resujence in t_
left business card to call me back.
1238 Dep. called me and agreed to meet us on Tuesday 10/30/18
@1400 hours at ELA Station.
1300 Sat. Choi and | went to _esidence in the city of
hleft business card to call me back.
1500 i en called and changed location to re-intemiewt
2000 Sgt. Choi and | went to
and contacted the security manager about the video
10/29/18 1030 Sgt. Bell and | contacted at his residence, he
agreed to speak with us but he wanted a lawyer present. Provided him
a business card within five days wanted him to call me back.
1054 Sat. Bell and | contacted Dep. at his residence
and did an interview with him.
1200 Sgt. Bell and | interviewed Jat his residence.
1225 i Sil. Bell and | went to Dep. residence contacted i
nd he did not reside there. Called him on his cell
phone nd left a message.

CONFIDENTIAL









| 01/08/19 1600
|
01/09/19 1000
1323
1337
1406
[01/10/19 0030
01/10/19 1052
' 01/10/19 1214
01/10/19 1302
|
01/10/19 | 1503
01/10/19 1606
01/10/19 | 2314
01/11/19 1000
01/11/19 1322
[01/11/19 1441
01/13/19 1203
01/14/19 1533
01/14/19 1600
01/15/19 1123
[01/16/19 0712
[01/17/19 1500
| 01/18/19 0844
01/18/19
01/22/19 1500
01/23/19 | 0900
| 01/23/19 1141
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[ 01/23119 1246
| 01/23/19 1251
[ 01/25/19 2146
01/28/19 1022

| ;
| 01/31/19 1421
| 02/05/19 1625
02/07/19 1123
02/26/19 1025
02/26/19 1135
[ 02/27/19 0847
03/02/19 1415

|
[03/12/19 1108
03/15/19 1535
03/19/19 1030
03/20/19 | 1421
703721719 0830
1053
1057
1421
1530
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103/28/19 | 0942

| 03/29/19 1508

| 04/01/19 1350

1 04/03/19 1400
04/18/19 1610
04/30/19 1645

'05/01/19 | 14358
05/03/19 1730

[ 05/03/19 1826
05/03/19 1847
05/04/19 | 1628

05/04/19 1018

| 05/06/19 1608

05/07/19 0946
05/29/19 1300
05/29/19 | 1527

- [1723

06/04/19 | 1400
06/04/19 1526

06/06/19 | 1618
06/14/19 1142

[ 06/18/19 1545

CONFIDENTIAL



06/18/19 1728
06/19/19 1000
06/21/19 1618
06/24/19 1042
106/27/19 | 1543
07/02/19 1001
07/02/19 1015
o 11043
1108
07/03/19 [ 1005
07/03/19 1304
07/09/19 1300
1324
' 11400
N 1456
W 1445
| 07/12/19 1539
07/15/19 1335
07/20/19 1525
07/23/19 [1100
07/24/19 1037
[ 09/12/19 1700
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|""0955z1 9 1200
[12/10/19 1330
12/10/19 1530

101/21720 1000

02/20/20 0600

L 02/25/20 | 1030
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CoUNTY OF L.OS ANGELES

ALEX VILLANUEVA, SHERIFF

February 10, 2022

Max Huntsman, Inspector General
County of Los Angeles

Office of the Inspector General
312 South Hill Street, Third Floor
Los Angeles, California 90013

Dear Mr. Huntsman:
RESPONSE TO JANUARY 18, 2022 LETTER

This letter is in response to your letter sent on January 19, 2022. You are
correct, Sheriff Alex Villanueva was the sponsor of Asgsembly Bill 988, which is
now California Penal Code (P.C.) Section 13670. As you are aware, he was the
only 8heriff in the history of the Los Angeles County 8heriff’s Department
(Department) to address this issue left by past administrations; an issue you
yourself failed to address during past administrations. Sheriff Villanueva
crafted a constitutionally sound policy, which was implemented on February
14, 2020. He created a video which was viewed by all Department members
and instructed command staff to continually brief the policy and reinforce his
stance on the subject.

To date, you have received many thousands of documents from our
administration, and you already possess all documents involving a connection
to any investigation possibly related to cliques or sub-groups, as does the
California Attorney General’s Office and the RAND Corporation. You also have
access and authorization to view the Performance Recording Monitoring
System whenever requested; to date you have viewed every file you requested.

In order to differentiate your request from a “fishing expedition,” please
supply me with the names of LASD personnel who you have personally
determined meet the legal qualifications under 13670 P.C. Additionally, it is
important to note you appear to have assumed authority not statutorily

211 West TEMPLE STREET, L0os ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 80012
A Sradilion of Ferice
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Sheriff Alex Villanueva
Page 5
March 21, 2022

For ease of reference, “Documents and Information” includes, without limitation, all
documents, files, records, books, papers, writings, and video and audio recordings.

The word “Communications” means, without limitation, any type of communication using
any form or media, including but not limited to email, instant messenger service, text
message, voicemail message, or any other computerized and/or electronic
transmission, as well as any written, typed, taped, or recorded communication of any
Kind.

When a request uses the words "related to" or “relating to," it should be read to seek all
documents, files, records, books, papers, writings, video and audio recordings, and/or
Communications (as defined) that state, mention, contain, describe, discuss, reflect,
refer to, or indicate (in whole or in part) any of the items sought in that category.

Categories:

1. Documents and Information relating to any alleged secret society, group,
clique, "law enforcement gang” (as that term is defined in Penal Code section
13670(a)(2)), or other form of organization (whether formal or informal),
comprised of two or more deputy sheriffs or employees in the Sheriff's
Department (hereinafter, “Potential Law Enforcement Gang” or “Potential Law
Enforcement Gangs"). This category requests, without limitation, Documents
and Information relating to the following Potential Law Enforcement Gangs:

Executioners.

Gladiators

Any group that identifies as “old ink” or “new ink”
Banditos.

Regulators.

Jump Out Boys.

Gladiators.

The Grim Reapers.

The Vikings.

Any other group alleged by anyone to be a Potential Law Enforcement
Gang.

e TemeAanTD

z Documents and Information relating to any allegation, report, or complaint,
whether substantiated or not (collectively, "Any Allegation”), that any current or
former deputy sheriff or employee of the Sheriff's Department was, has been,
or is currently a member of any Potential Law Enforcement Gang. This
category requests, without limitation, Documents and Information relating to
Any Allegation that any current or former deputy sheriff or employee of the
Sheriffs Department has ever had:
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From: Waldie, Larry A.
Sent: Monday, April 8, 2019 2:25 PM

To: Thatcher, Michael E. <METhatch@lasd.org>
Subject:

[ heard they called off the work slowdown...I"'m hearing his support was dwindling

Larry A. Waldie, Licutenant







From: Waldie, Larry A.

Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2019 11:57 AM
To: Lecrivain, Laura E. <lelecriv@lasd.org>
Subject: FW: CMF

Here you are. Arrest stats are down due to the work slowdown, which ended last week. The robberies in the 284..RD’s
went up due to the same, although | have been sending the line hotspots/target areas, and have done a few 211 parole
probation sweeps in the last 3 months. A lot the 211’s are chain snatches/cell phone snatches involving male black
suspects...

Just got back from case review

Larry A. Waldie, Lieutenant

Compton Station

Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department
Office (310) 605-6558

Cell (310) 906-6571



Los l’veles County Sheriff's Depggtment
Officer Involved Shooting

Page 1 of 4

Bureaw/Station/F aciiity
s 01-29-06 Men's Central Jail ‘ oot [], 2 )

Incident Information

URN R Date 01-29-06 e 01086
- Mature of inescent | = f
City or Station Long Beach Deputy Involved Non - Hit Shooting Of Duty
Locavor [JJJHerber Avenue, Long Beach
Locaton Type [ Lighting (cirche only one) Incdent Tvoe (circle one or mare) Inivated by (circle anly one)
icircle ane or more) e, Acticental Anest Warran|
Backyara Deylight Ar e can
Heach Other leeing Observation
iy Streel Lignts s " One Parson Unt
Freewsy 3 Guin Take Away Comer>
Inctusinal — - ving Veh Search Warrant
gy VWeanher circle only one) Snipar/Ambuysh Two Person Unt
Parking Lot < Giear Starve
Retancs Clouay Struggle Invohved Frior Azvvity (crcisonly ©rme)
Rural Fog Traffc Sop Detective
Rain Unarmed Peraon
Srhaol na B8reo Inmale Transpon
Unintentional
Dislance Yenicia Pursun Routme Patrol
hy 1 e T i —) Sft Warrant Service
Tetal # of Shots Fired by Depaty | TOta! ¥ 0f Snols Fired by Suspect Warning Shet
Agro Unit? D Canine Unit? [_ |
2 0 Other
Employee Witnesses
Employee & Last Name Fust Name M ShiliTime (crcle snly o ShiftType sircie only ane)
None EM =] Day Regulsr Oveitimme O Duty |
Empicyse § Tast Name First Name M ShiftTime (circie only ore) Shilllype (ercte only ona) ;
EM PM Day Reguar Overtime On Duty |
Employee # Las! Name First Name Mi ShiftTime (efreie anly ome) | SHTType (citie only one)
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INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY
DEPUTY INVOLVED NON-HIT SHOOTING
IAB SH - 2163795
LONG BEACH POLICE DEPARTMENT - 06-8111

On Sunday, January 29, 2006, at approximately 0104 hours, Sergeants Elier Morejon and Diana
Holloway along with Licutenant Curtis Jensen of the Internal Affairs Burcau responded to [l
Harbor Avenue, City of long Beach. regarding a Deputy Involved Non-Hit Shooting. Deputy Juarcz
had pulled his 2005 Chrysler 300 sedan into the driveway nFF W drop his
girl friend off at the end of a date, Heleft the motor running and the dnver’s door open as hewalked
around the rear of the car and opened the passenger door for his girlfriend. The suspect, who had

been drinking beer in the front yard of the property directly to the south of the driveway, suldenly
ran (o the car and got into the driver’s seat.

Deputy Juarez ordered the suspect to exit his car, identified himself as an off-duty deputy sherill,
and pointed his handgun at the man when he refused to exit the car. At this time, another male »who
had been drinking with the suspect interjected himself into the confrontation and challenged De puty
Juarcz. With Juarez' attention diverted, the suspect quickly backed out ol the driveway and raveled
northbound in reverse for several feet. Deputy Juarez ran into the street, shouting for the suspect w
stop the car, The suspect accelerated forward, veering the car toward Juarez. Fearing for his safety,
Juarez backed away as he simultaneoosly fired two rounds at the suspect. Al least one raund
shattered the car’s right front passenger window. The suspect sped south on Harbor Avene past

Juarez and out of view,

The sumimary of this incident is based on information obtained from written reports and inlerviews
with Deputy Juarez and several witnesses. Refer to Exhibit A - Refer to Long Beach Police
Department Reports.

INVOLVED PERSONNEL:
JUAREZ, Jaime. Deputy, /N

Mens Central Jail
Custody Diyision

EMPLOYEE W ) :
JUAREZ, Jaime
Date of Employment: Max 28, 2005
Date assigned to Patrol:

Completed Patrol Training:
Prior Shooting Incidents:

Prior Founded Force Incidents: _
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SUSPECTS:

FERNANDEZ, Arthur MH/08-31-1981

Suspect Fernandez’ criminal history indicates

Refer to Exhibit B - Fernandez' Booking Package and Crimimal
Record.

JACINTO, Daniel MH/12-25-1980

Suspect Jacinto”s criminal history indicates

Refer to Exhibit C - Jacimto's

Booking Package and Criminal Record,

WITNESSES:

Sworn:
None

Civilian:

INJURIES:

None

PHYSICAL EVIDENCE:

Two expended shell casings from Deputy Juarez” weapon were recovered at the scene on Harbor
Avenue. Shattered glass from Deputy Juarez’ vehicle was also found south of the shooting location

on Harbor Avenue. Refer to Exhibit D - Crime Scene Diagrams with location of recovered
evidence,

SH 2163795 2 INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY



INVESTIGATOR OBSERVATIONS:

The shooting localion was a typical city strect. Harbor Avenue is a residential two way Avenue
running north and south. Itisa two lane asphalt Avenue with a center yellow line. Refer toExhibit
E - Photographs of scene.

Deputy Juarez fired two rounds from his weapon: Beretta 9mm Luger Caliber, Model Y2 FS,
double action semiautomatic pistol, Serial Number BER|NEEE

The weapon were examined, test fired, and found to be functional by Fircarms Examiner Man ual
Munoz. Refer to Exhibit F - Firearms Examiner Report

‘l

WEAPONS USE ‘SU

Deputy Juarez® vehicle, 2005 Chrysler 300 Sedan, was used by Suspect Hemandez in anatempt 1o
run him over. Refer to Exhibit G - Photographs of Victim Juarez’ vehicle.

PROPE 3 sE:

Deputy Juarez' 2005 Chrysler 300 Sedan sustained two bullet strikes (rom Deputy Juarez” hand gun.
The vehicle was later crashed by Suspect Hemandez, which caused moderate damage to theleft side
of the vehicle. The gate at Harbor Avenue was also damaged by Suspect Hemandez as he
rammed the vehicle into it. Refer to Exhibit H - Photographs of damaged property.

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATOR/CHARGES FILED:
On February 3. 2006, Detective| N ong Beach Police Department, presented the case
to the Long Beach Attorney's Office for filing considerations. District Attorney Marc Merrick

reviewed the facts of this case and filed two felony counts of Car jacking. 215(a) PC. against Suspect
Hemandez and rejected the case against Suspect Jacinto. Refer to Exhihit I - Felony Comp laint

LIGHTING AND WEATHER CONDITIONS:
This incident occurred during the nmight. The weather was cool and clear.

INVOLVED EMPLOYEE’'S STATEMENTS:
DEPUTY JAIME JUAREZ
Deputy Juarez is currently assigned to Men's Central Jail and has been employed by the Sherifl's

Department for less than a year. At the time of this incident, Deputy Juarez was off dutyand was
carrying his departmentally issued Beretta 92F semiautomatic pistol. Deputy Juarez said that just
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LA B NOTE: Deputy Juarez was asked to explain the lact that in iy
memorandum he stated, *As the vehicle was facing southbound on Harbor A ve,
I ran into the strect, directly in front of the vehicle which was now stop ped
straddling the center lane.” Deputy Juarez said that he really did not mean
directly in front of the vehicle. He said that the car was facing towardshim and
he interpreted that as being directly in front of it.

IAB NOTE: Deputy Juarez was asked about his decision of moving onto the
streetand the possibility of placing himselfin harm’s way. Deputy Juarez said
that he moved onto the street because he was unsure if Suspect Fernandez way
going to continue northbound or put it in drive and go southbound. Deputy
Juarez also said that at no time did he place himself directly in front of the
vehicle, He said that once Suspect Fernandez put the car in drive if he would
have driven directly south he would have completely missed him. Deputy
Juarez said that only the deliberate action of Suspect Fernandez swerving
towards him placed him in front of the vehicle causing him to use deadly force.

CIVILIAN WITNESSES

Wimcssqis Deputy Juarcz'- Witness| s2id that Deputy Juarez and she
arrived at her residence after watching a movie at the theaters. Wimcss-said that Deputy

Juarez pulled his car inlo her driveway, lefi the ciicinc running and walked around to her side

(passenger side) and opened her door. Witness said they were hugging cach other and
saying their good-byes when a male Hispanic (later identified as Suspect Fernandez) jumped into
the driver’s seat and rammed the closed gate leading into her driveway.

WitnessSI s she became very nervous and started yelling for her father who wasinside of
the residence. Witnesa-said that she saw Deputy Juarez pull out his gun from his holster
and point it at Suspect Fernandez as he sat in the car. Deputy Juarez identified himsclfas a Deputy
Sheriff as he gave Suspect Fernandez orders to get out of the car. Wilncssﬂthat she
attempted to call 911 from her cell phone but the calls were not connecting. Witness said
she then saw a second male Hispanic (later identified as Suspect Jacinto) approach Deputy Juarez
and vell at him to shoot him because he really wasn’ta cop. Suspect Jacinto took off his shirt and
chalicngcd Deputy Juarez to shoot him. Several seconds later two females exited the residence to
the south and appreached Suspect Jacinto and 0ok him away, Witness [l s«id that Suspect
Fermandez got out of the car and “stared her down” before he re-entered and drove backwards onto
Harbor Avenue. Deputy Juarez stepped onto the street and continued to give Suspect Fernandez
orders to stop. Witness|JJilsaid that Suspect Fernandez then put the car in drive and drove
towards, “swerved.” at Deputy Juarez. Witness|[JJjjls2id that she thought Deputy Juare z was
going to get hit by the car because it came within five feet of him. Witness said that as the
car drove towards Deputy Juarez she saw him back up and shoot twice at the passenger window,
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The car continued driving southbound Harbor Avenue and out of view.

I1ABNOTE: Wi(ncastaid that as they pulled up to her driveway she
saw the twn suspects standing drinking beer on the front lawn ofﬁ
I« residence directly il of hers. has seen both suspects at
he location on prior occasions so she didn't think much of it at the time.

Witnessq snid he was in his bedroom, ulqwhc:n he heard a crashing
sound. He said be looked through his window which 15 in the story and saw two males
arguing. Wi;msput some clothe on and went downstairs. He said when he got downstairs
he saw Deputy Juarez in the street holding a gun and pointing itsouthbound at a car that wasdriving

away. Witness Med ina said he then heard two gunshots coming from Deputy Juarez” weapon. He
did not see or hear anything else regarding the incident.

SUSPECTS' STATEMENTS

FERNANDEZ, ARTHUR

Suspect Fernandez said he was, "talking to a "homie" over on Harbor when this guy (later identi fied
as Deputy Juarez) drove up and got out of the driver’s seat of his car”. Suspect Femandez said the
driver left the engtne of the car running and walked around 1o the passenger door to let a girl out.
He said that Deputy Juarcz and girl then began to get all "kissy kissy" while the doors werestill open
with the engine running.

Suspect Fernandez said he had been drinking and was a little high so he thought this would be an
easy way for him (o get home, since he didn’t have a car. He said he jumped into the drivers seat
and attempted to put the car in reverse.  Suspect Femandez was unsure how the (ransmission
changed gears and he mistakenly put it into drive.  This caused him to crash into a fence in front of
Il Harbor Avenue.  He then saw Deputy Juarez pull a gun out of his waisthand and heard him
yell at him to get out of the car. He was still trying to get the car in reverse but each time he pre:ssed
on the gas the car lurched forward. Deputy Juarez was yelling at him telling him he was going to
shoot him so he jumped out of the car via the passenger side. Suspect Fernandez said that when he
oot out of the car Deputy Juarez was pointed the gun at him and told him he was going lo shoot him.
Suspect Fernandez decided to jump back in the car and try one more time to get the car inreverse.
He was able to get the car in reverse and began to back up. Suspect Fernandez saw Deputy Juarez
at the passenger door and heard the girl that Deputy Juarez was with (Witness velling,
“he’sacop.” Suspect Fernandez said that when he started to back the car out of the driveway he
heard gunfire. Suspect Fernandez wasn't sure how many shots were fired. Suspect Fenandez said
he thought that Deputy Juarez ran into the street after him. Suspect Fernandez said he just put the
car indrive and sped away. He didn't know ifJuarez had fired any more shots afier he beganto drive
away from the location.
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JACINTO, DANIEL

Suspect Jacinto said he was in the arca of his aunt's residence At He said ablack Jecp
Cherokee pulled upalongside him. The Jeep was occupied by a lone male Hispanic (lateridenti fied
as Suspect Fernandez). Suspect Fernandez asked Suspect Jacinto if he knew a girl he was looking
for, Suspect Jacinto told him he knew the girl, but didn't think she was in the area. Suspect
Femandez drove away. A short time later, Suspect Femandez came walking down the street and
approached Suspect Jacinto. Suspect Fernandeztokl SuspectJacinto that the police had jusistopped
him and towed his car. They began talking, drinking beer and hanging out.

A few minutes later, a black vehicle pulled into the driveway at[JJJJj 1{arbor Avenve. A male
Hispanic (Deputy Juarez) got out the driver's door and left the engine running. Deputy Juarez
walked around to the passenger side of the carand opened the door fora female (W ilncssh
Suspect Fernandez said, “maybe that's her.” Suspect Jacino said he believed that Suspect
Fernandez thoughl the female getting out of the car was the girl he was looking for. Suspect
Fernandez walked over 1o the driver's door of the vehicle and got into the drivers seat, Suspect
Fernandez put the car in drive, drove forward and collided with a metal gate that crosses the
driveway. Suspect Jacinto said that Deputy Juarez, who was on the passenger side of the vehicle,
displayed a handgun and began to order Suspect Fernandez out of the vehicle.  Suspect Jacinto said
he heard Deputy Juarez say he was a police officer, or deputy. Suspect Jacinto said he walked out
toward the street, and stood on the sidewalk. Suspect Jacinto said that Suspect Fernandez began to
back the vehicle out of the driveway and out onto the street. Suspect Jacinto said that Deputy Juarez
discharged his firearm at Suspect Fernandez two times as he backed out of the driveway. Suspect
Jacinto said he became angry because he could have baen shot.

Suspect Jacinto said that after Suspect Fernandez drove the car away, Deputy Juarez hegan pointing
his gun at him (Jacinto). Suspect Jacinto said he became very angry because the gun was being
pointed at him, and he did nothing wrong. He began lo walk towards Deputy Juarez and was
questioning him if he was really a police officer. Suspect Jacinto said his girlfriend came up from
behind him and tried to stop him from approaching Deputy Juarez. Suspect Jacinto's girlfriend
grabbed his shirt as he continued to walk towards Deputy Juarez which caused his shirt to be pulled
ofl of him. Suspect Jacinto said he did not comply with Deputy Juarez® orders because he had been
drinking and used some bad judgment. Suspect Jacinto denied having any knowledge that Suspect
Fernandez was going to take Deputy Juarez' car.

MISCELLANEOUS

Deputy Juarez' vehicle was recovered about nine hours afier the incident by Los Angeles Police
Department, Hollenbeck Division. The vehicle was stored and held for prints. Firearms Exarminer
Donna Reynalds processed the vehicle and (ook pictures ofthe bullet strikes and trajectories. Refer
to Exhibit L - Photographs depicting bullet strikes and trajectories. ™
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TE155TNGEA - BH - AD - 324 (112}

“+ COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES »

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

"A Tradition of Service"
OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

pate: July 27, 2006

FILE NO.;
FROM: JOHNNY G. JURADO, COMMANDER TO: KARYN MANNIS, CAPTAIN
EXECUTIVE FORCE REVIEW COMMITTEE INTERNAL AFFAIRS BUREAU

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR INTERNAL AFFAIRS BUREAU INVESTIGATION

| am requesting an investigation of Deputy Jaime Juarez -by Internal
Affairs Bureau for violation of Sheriff's Department policy as detailed below. This
investigation of possible misconduct is a result of information presented in case
#SH2163795 to the Executive Force Review Committee on July 27, 2006.

SUBJECTS: Deputy Jaime Juarez AN

INCIDENT DATE: January 29, 2006

DATE OF DEPARTMENT'S

KNOWLEDGE: January 28, 2006

POTENTIAL MPP

VIOLATIONS: 3-01/030.10: Obedience to Laws, Regulations, and
Orders

COMPLAINANT: Johnny G, Jurado, Commander

Leadership & Training Division

JGJ'MAH mh



PEISSINZEA - §H - AD « 324 1100 .
"' COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

FROM:

SUBJECT:

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

"A Tradition of Service"
OFFICE CORRE SPONDENCE

pate:  July 27, 2006

FILE NO.:

JOHNNY G. JURADO, COMMANDER TO: JOHN H. CLARK, CAPTAIN
LEADERSHIP & TRAINING DIVISION MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL

EXECUTIVE FORCE REVIEW COMMITTEE FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
NON-HIT SHOOTING, JANUARY 29, 2006, INVESTIGATION #IV2176952
(SH2163795)

The purpose of this memo is to notify you of the Review Committee’s findings and
recommendations concerning the use of force incident which occurred on January 29,
20086.

The Committee met on July 27, 2006, and consisted of myself and Commanders Eric B.
Smith (Leadership and Training Division) and Cecil W. Rhambo (FOR ).

The Committee deemed.

. as Founded the allegation that Deputy Jaime Juarez, #Mvialated the
Department's Manual of Policy and Procedure Section 3- 10: Obedience to
Laws, Regulations and Orders, as it pertains to Section 3-01/025.40: Assaults by
Moving Vehicles - Firearms Palicy.

The Committee recommended that Deputy Jaime Juarez #-ecewe a Written
Reprimand.

JGJMAH:mh
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SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PE RSONNEL“‘EST'G}\TDN
1A B FILE No .

IV 2176952

NARRATIVE SHOULD BE AN OBJECTIVE AND UNBIASED STATEMENT OF THE FACTS: INVESTIGATOR OPINIONS SHALL NCT BE INCLUDED

LIST EXHIBITSEVIOE NCE FIRST (IF STORED, STATE LOCATION - AUDIC TAPES SHOULD BE CLEARLY LABELED), THEN BEGIN NARRATIVE

ADMINISTRATTVE RIGHTS FORMS. (ATTACH ONE FORM FOR EACH EMPLOYEE INTERVIEWED)

AUDIO TAPES. ALL INTERVIEWS SHALL BE TAPE RECORDED AND ALL TAPES MUST BE INCLUDED,
_{LIST EACH INTERVIEWEL BY NAME.)

None - See SH- 21 63795 for interviews,

NARRATIVE CAN BE CONTINUED ON SH-AD-49 CONTINUATION FORM OR PLAIN BOND
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
oate: AUGUST 10, 2006

me  |AB IV 2176852

OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
ov: __LfOHN H.CLARK, CAPTAIN  70:  JAIME JUAREZ, DEPUTY
EN'S CENTRAL JAIL MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL

susiecT: WRITTEN REPRIMAND

On January 28, 2006, you were involved in an off-duty, non-hit shooting,

inthe city of Long Beach. You confronted the suspect who had just stolen
your personal vehicle. As the suspect drove away in your vehicle, you ran into
the street and ordered the suspect to stop. The suspect ignored you and
drove the vehicle toward you, Fearing for your safety, you stepped back and
simultanecusly fired two rounds at the suspect with your Department issued
Reretta pistol. One round struck the vehicle, but it did not stop the suspect
from driving away.

Manual Section 3.01/025.40, Assaults by Moving Vehicles-Firearms Policy,
prohibits you from ptacing yourself in the path of a moving motor vehicle
because itis inherently unsafe.

As such, you are hereby reprimanded for viclating Manual of Policy and
Pracedures Section 3.01/025.40, Assaults by Moving Vehicles-Firearms
Policy.

Future violations of a similar nature could result in more severe discipline.

o A, g #licloe
JAIME JUAREZ DATE

d_{/ (J §jiefoq

Wi /NESS DATH




Los £ ~geles County Sheriff's Department

Officer Involved Shooting

Page _1 of 5
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(BR)  Beretia (LO) Lordn (SW) Smith & Wesson
{8YY) Browning (kY] Luger (SA)  Sturm Ruger
0} Can (MO) Mobeg  (TA) Tams gl
&5 awus
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S OFFICE
BUREAU OF FRAUD AND CORRUPTION PROSECUTIONS
JUSTICE SYSTEM INTEGRITY DIVISION

STEVE COOLEY « Diswrict Artorney
JOHN K, SPILLANE = Chief Deputy Distict Attomey
CURTIS A. HAZELL « Assistant Distict Attornoy

JANICE L. MAURIZ! » Director

May 24, 2010

Captain David Smith

Homicide Bureau

I.os Angeles County Sheriff's Department
§747 Rickenbacker Road

Commerce, Californiz 90040

RE: J.S.1D. File #: 09-0586
LASD.URN # 009-15348-2847-013

Dear Captain Smith:

The Justice System Integrity Division of the Los Angeles County District Attomey’s Office has
completed ‘ts review of the September 20, 2009, [atal shogtinz of Felipe Valdovinos by Los
Angeles County Sheriff's (LASD) Deputies Taime Juarez.“!\dam Miranda, Edgar
Lopez and Michae! Coberg. We have determined that the deputies acted lawfully in self-
cefense, in the defense of each other and in the arrest of a dangerous fleeing felon.

The following analysis is based upon a series of repor's prepared by the LASD submitted to this
office or March 25, 2010. The District Attorney Command Center was notilied of this shooting
21 4:28 a.m. on September 19, 2009. The District Attorzey Rasponse Team (DART), consisting
of Deputy District Attorney Shannon Presby and District Attormey Senior [nvestigator
responded to the scene. They were given a hriefing of the circumstances surrounding
the incidert and a “walk-through” of the shooting scene. The DART also participated in
witnesses interviews No comnpelled statements were considered for purposes of this analysis.

FACTUAL ANALYSIS

n the early moming houms of September 192009 _d_vere
working in a arked in the City of Compton. i —WM
iwas scated outside the ruck eating. At approximately 2:45 am.,

Clara Shortridge Folts Criminal Justice Center
210 West Tempie Street
Les Angeles, CA 390012-3210

(213) 974-2888
WEBSITE: httn://da #n 12 fa e












Capratn David Smith
May 24,2010
Page Sof &

We fird that LASD Deputies Jaime .fuarcz,— Marco Miranda, Edgar Lopez and
Michael Coberg acted lewfully in self-defense and in the defense of cach other, and in an efiont
to arrest an extremely dangerous fleeing felon when they sbot Valcovinos. We are closing our
file and will take no further action in this matter.

Very truly yours,

STEVE COOLEY
District Attomey

-y

By <

SHANNON PRESBY
Deputy Distnct Attorney
(213) 974-3888

(3 Deputy Jaime Juarez, Serial #
Deputy Senal #
Deputy Marco Miranda, Serial #
Deputy Edgar Lopez, Serial #
Deputy Michael Coberg, Serial #
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FROM.

SUBJECT:

. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES oo

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

A Tradition of Service

DATE: January 10, 2011

QFFIC PONDENCE FILENO, SH2252404
ERIC B. SMITH, COMMANDER TO: JOSEPHM. GOODEN, CAPTAIN
LEADERSHIP AND TRAINING DIVISION INTERNAL AFFAIRS BUREAU

EXECUTIVE FORCE REVIEW COMMITTEE DISPOSITION:
DEPUTY JAIME JUAREZ
DEP
DEPUTY MARCO MIRANDA
DEPUTY EDGAR LOPEZ
DEPUTY MICHAEL COBERG
COMPTON STATION

Dep uties_and Jaime Juarez drove southbound on Lime Avenue and saw
two male Hispanics emerge from a darkened zlley in front of them. The suspects
seemed surprised by the deputies presence and began to walk away. Both deputies
exited their car and called the two suspects to the vehicle to investigate their
activities.

One suspect complied and placed his hands on the hood of the radio car while
Suspect Valdovinos continued to walk away. Both deputies ordered him to stop and
to turn around; however, the suspect began to run southbound on the sidewalk
toward Alondra Boulevard, When the suspect reached the sidewalk of Alondra
Boulevard, he turned, reached into his waistband, produced a handgun and fired
several rounds at the deputies. As the deputies moved for cover, the suspect at the
radio car ran away northbound and out of sight.

After firing at the deputies, the suspect ran southeast, across Alondra Boulevard
toward a strip mall, as the deputies followed from across the street on the narth
sidewalk. While following the suspect, they broadcasted details of the shoating and
requested assistance. As the suspect ran eastbound along storefronts, he again
fired at the deputies, at which time they returned fire and crossed Alondra Boulevard,
continuing to exchange gunfire with the suspect.

The suspect then ran to entrance of the southbound 710 Freeway on-ramp, as
Deputies Marco Miranda, Edgar Lopéez, and Michael Coberg amived and followed the
suspect onto the ramp. They quickly stopped as the suspect tried to climb over a
brick wall.



SH2262404 -2~ January 10, 2011
N -

Deputies]nd Juarez arrived on foot, advising the other deputies the suspect
was armed and had shot at them. As the deputies exited their vehicles, the suspect
fell to the ground, clutching his waistband. As the suspect stood, he placed one
hand on his waistband. Deputies Miranda, Lopez, and Coberg believed the suspect
was about to shoot at them, and fearing for their safety, each fired a volley of rounds,
which struck the suspect.

Deputy Juarez sustained a “through and through” bullet wound to his right calf. Itis
believed he sustained this wound in the suspect's initial gunfire. Deputy Juarez was
transported to Long Beach Memorial Hospital where he was treated and released.
Deputies [ liMiranda. Lopez and Coberg were uninjured.

Suspect Valdovinos sustained multiple gunshot wounds to the head and torso. He
was pronounced dead at the scens.

The suspect’s weapon, a loaded Smith & Wesson 9mm pistol, was recovered at the
scene in close proximity to the suspect’s body. In the weapon's chamber, an
expended shell casing was “‘stove-piped.” Numerous shell casings and projectiles
from the suspect’s weapon and deputies’ weapons were recovered at the scene.

The second suspect who fled the scene has not been identified.

On December 9, 2010 the Executive Force Review Commitiee convened and
conducted a review regarding the facts of this case. The applicable policies that
were evaluated by the commitiee were: MPP §§ 3-01/025.00, Use of Force; 3-
01/025.30, Use of Firearms and Deadly Force; 3-01/025.10, Unreasonable Force;
and 3-01/050.10, Performance to Standards.

Concemning:

MPP § 3-01/025.00, Use of Force, MPP § 3-01/025,30, Use of Firearms and Deadly
Force, and MPP § 3-01/025.10, Unreasonable Force, the Committee determined that
the force used by Deputies Jaime - Marco
Miranda Edgar Lopez Michael Coberg

was reasonable and necessary and in compliance with Department policy.

MPP § 3-01/050.10, Performance to Standards, the Committee detemmined that the
tactics employed by all personnel in this incident were within Department Policy.

WAV

Eric B.Smith, Commander

EBS:RSP/rsp
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INVOLVED PERSONNEL

IAB Note: The summary of this incident is based on
physical evidence collected at the scene by Los Angeles
County Sheriff's Department Crime Lab personnel,
Homicide investigator's observations, as well as
information obtained from the original crime report and
supplemental reports along with interviews of the
involved employees and witnesses. (Refer to Exhibits A
through F)

IAB Note: IAB Lieutenant || checked to see
that the Watch Commander, Lieutenant Susan Young,
took reasonable steps to ensure that the involved and
witness personnel did notdiscuss the incident among
themselves or with uninvolved persons prior to being
interviewed by the assigned investigators. In addition,
IAB Lieutenantﬁchecked to see if the
Watch Commander attempted to have involved and
witness personnel gather in the company of a
supervisor until they have provided a statement to the
assigned investigators, in which they had.

JUAREZ, Jaime, Deputy Sheriff, # N

Field Operations Region |l

Compton Station

Work History

Date of Employment
Date Assigned to Patrol

06/22/05

Date Completed Patrol Training
Prior Founded Force Incidents  08/10/06 as related to SH2163795, under V2176952,

SUSPECT

founded regarding 3-01/030.10 MMP, Obedience to
Laws, Regulations and Orders as it pertains to
3-01/025.40 MMP, Assault by Moving Vehicles-
Firearms Policy, written reprimand.

JONES, Dwayne Brian, MB/22, DOB: 02/08/89

INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY Page 2 of 17 SH2296738



A check of the suspect’s criminal history

IAB Note: See to Exhibit “A”, pages 96-110, for further
information.

SWORN WITNESSES

I Dcputy Sheriff,

Field Operations Region I
Compton Station

CIVILIAN WITNESSES

FH/21 DOB
MH/21 DOB

IAB Note: See Exhibit “A” pages 25 and 26 for additional
witnesses who stated they did not see or hear anything
and they heard gun shots only and/or heard orders such
as “getdown.

SUSPECT INJURIES

Subject Jones was transported to Harbor/UCLA Medical Center where Doctor Christine
Yoon treated him for a gunshot wound to his right forearm.

IAB Note: See Exhibit “A”, page 30 and pages 32-33, for
further information.

DEPUTY INJURIES

No injuries.
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SWORN WITNESS STATEMENTS

I Ocouty Sheriff, I

Deputy [l was interviewed by Homicide Investigators Ken Clark and John
Fredendall on September 10, 2011, at approximately 0205 hours. The interview ook
place at Compton Station and was recorded for review. Deputy [JJllllwas also
interviewed by |IAB Sergeant David Bly on March 6, 2012, at approximately 1356 hours.
That interview took place at IAB and was recarded for review. The following is a
summary of both interviews:

unit He said he was the driver and Deputy Juarez was the bookman, He said he
and Deputy Juarez had been partners for approximately three years and have had
conversations caoncerning officer safety, tactical situations, and what each other would
be doing during those situations.

Depw said he and his partner, Deputy Juarez, were working early moming shift,

Deputy [l said they were driving eastbound on Alondra Boulevard approaching
Central Avenue when he saw a car coming southbound on Central making a westbound
turn onto Alondra Boulevard He said the car was driving at a high rate of speed and the
tires skidded and screeched as it made the turn,

Deputy [l said he made a U-tumn at Central Avenue and was naw traveling west on
Alondra Boulevard in an attempt to catch up to the suspect. They wanted to stop the
suspect’s vehicle regarding the unsafe turn and the high rate of speed. He said he did
not activate their red lights or siren yet because he wantad to catch up to the suspect.
He said there was some distance to close before he would turn on his red lights.

Deputy il said the suspect continued driving west on Alondra Boulevard when they
noticed the suspect made a fast right lane change cutting off cars. He said they lost
sight of the suspect as they approached Aprilia Avenue and he believed the suspect
turned northbound on Aprilia Avenue. They came to a quick stop at the corner of Aprilia
Avenue and looked northbound for the suspect's vehicle. They saw the suspect had
collided with the curb and Deputy [l said he saw smoke coming from the suspect's
vehicle. He said it was dark and there were working street lamps on Aprilia Avenue and
the suspect's vehicle was approximately 75-100 feet away from them.

Deputy [l s2id only his headlights were on and he could not remember if he turned
his spot light on or not.

Deputy lllllsaid as he started to tumn north Aprilia Avenue, he saw the suspect trying
to climb out the passenger window holding his right hand up in the air and pushing off
the car with his left hand. He said he saw the suspect hoiding an black object In his right
hand. He said as he stopped behind the suspect's vehicle the suspect had exited the
car completely. He said he could not describe the black object the suspect was holding
other than it was some type of object. However, he believed and thought the suspect
was holding a gun and he told Deputy Juarez, "Hey, he's gota gun.” Deputy Juarez did

not respond to Deputy [ IR
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Deputy [l said he did not request back-up because he was concentrating on the
suspect. The suspect was climbing out of the passenger window face down with his
stomach on the bottom of the window frame. He said he did not see how the suspect
landed on the ground from climbing out of the car and only the that he remembered
seeing the suspect running away.

Deputy [l said he parked his patrol car approximately 15-20 feet behind the
suspect’s vehicle and exited his patrol car with his weapon and flashlight drawn. He saw
the suspect run north on Aprilia Avenue to eastbound Cypress Street. Deputy I
saw Deputy Juarez to his right in his peripheral vision and he saw him holding his duty
weapon. Deputy | lllllheard Deputy Juarez yelling at the suspect to stop. Deputy
Juarez started to advance towards the suspect after he made a quick check of the
suspect's vehicle by looking into the passenger window, Deputy said he glanced
into passenger side of the suspect's vehicle to make sure there was no other suspeets in
the car and he then followed Deputy Juarez.

Deputy llllllsaid based on his observations, the suspect's actions, and his own
training and experiences of armed suspect's running from him and other deputies, he
believed the suspect was holding a gun in his right hand. He said neither he or Deputy
Juarez broadcasted a 417 suspect was fleeing from them. He said, “We were
concentrating on him. We didn't know if there's other people in the vehicle and it was
just happening so fast."

Deputy Il said he saw the suspect running eastbound on Cypress Street and
Deputy Juarez was in foot pursult. He briefly lost sight of the suspect after the suspect
tumed eastbound on Cypress Street. Deputy followed Deputy Juarez who was
approximately 15 feet in front of him,

Deputy [ llsaid as he reached the corner of Aprilia and eastbound Cypress Street,
he saw the suspect in the middle of Cypress Street and he requested the patch on the
radio.

He said Deputy Juarez was approximately 15 feet in front of him when he saw Deputy
Juarez raise his handgun and fire one or two rounds at the suspect. Deputy Juarez
obscured his view of the suspect and Deputy [l did not clearly see what the
suspect was doing prior to Deputy Juarez shooting. He said he thought Deputy Juarez
must of saw the suspect's gun and was in fear. Deputyillsaid he broadcasted
‘888" and he believed he advised they were in foot pursuit.

IAB Note: See Exhibit "C" for a CD containing the radio
traffic in this incident. At 2119 hours Deputy h
advised 10-33, 998, at Cypress and Aprilia regarding a
417 suspect, units responding. Approximately 35
seconds later, Deputy requested Fire at Corlett
and Cypress, detaining one suspect and all deputies
accounted for.
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IAB Note: Refer to Deputy [JllliHomicide and IAB
franscribed interviews for further information.

CIVILIAN STATEMENTS

IAB Note: See Exhibit “A" for a CD containing Homicide's
recorded interviews of the following two witnesses.

Ms. was interviewed by Homicide Investigators Ken Clark and John Fredendall
on September 10, 2011, at approximately 0434 hours. The interview took place at [l
, Compton and was recorded for review. The following is a
summary of that interview:

Ms. I said she was home in the kitchen when she heard the sounds of a car
crash which she thought was coming from Alondra Boulevard. She exited her home
(facing north) and she looked south toward Alondra Boulevard and saw the suspect's
vehicle and the suspect climbing out of the passenger side car window, Deputies were
also stopped by the suspect's vehicle.

IAB Note: Ms. - residence is located on the

See Exhibit “B” photographs #6 and #7 depicting Ms.
Guzman'’s residence.

Ms. I said the deputies had their hands on their holstered guns and she heard
deputies telling the suspect to not move or they would shoot. She said deputies told the
suspect to get on the ground. However instead, the suspect pretended to get on the
ground and then started running toward and onto Cypress Street.

Ms. Il s2id she did not see the suspect holding any objects in his hands. She
saw the suspect run east past the front of her house, but did not see what the suspect
was doing with his hands. Ms. |l thought the suspect was not a “regular person”
so she entered her house and closed the door. She said she did not look out of any
windows, but heard the words “don’t run.” She said she saw shadows in the front of her
house that indicated to her the deputies were following the suspect.

Ms. Il said she heard three sounds that she thought were gun shots, but at the
time she heard them, she did not know what the sounds were. She then saw the lights
of patrol cars on Cypress Street.

Ms. I said she did not hear the suspect say anything.
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IAB Note: See Exhibit “A” page 25 for a report authored
by Deputy T. Woodward documenting Ms.
- and Witness statements. Mr.
said he only heard five gun shots. Also, see
page 26 for a report authored by Deputy S. Giles #{llI
documenting and
statements. Ms. said she only heard seven

gunshots and someone saying “get down” and Mr. ||
said he only heard 2-3 gunshofts.

Mr. [l was interviewed by Homicide Investigators Ken Clark and John Fredendall on
September 10, 2011, at approximately 0445 hours. The interview took place at [l

. Compton and was recorded for review. The following is a
summary of that interview:

Mr. Jllllsaid he was in his home in the bathroom when he heard the sounds of a car
crash. He said a few seconds later he heard gunshots. He did not hear anyone talking
before or after the gunshots.

SUSPECT STATEMENTS

JONES, Brian

Suspect Jones was interviewed by Homicide Investigators Ken Clark and John
Fredendall on September 10, 2011, at approximately 0611 hours. The interview took
place at Century Regional Detention Facility and was recorded for review. The
following Is a summary of that interview:

Suspect Jones would not answer questions regarding him driving the car that collided on
Aprilia Avenue, He said he was in the alley at Aprilia Avenue when deputies told him to
‘come here." He said he ran from the deputies because he always runs from the police.
He also said deputies exited their vehicle with their weapons drawn and he ran away
because he was scared,

Suspect Jones said he ran to Cypress Street where deputies shot at him from behind,
hitting his arm, He said he heard a deputy say “pop him” and he then heard qun shots.
He said his arm hurt but he continued to run from the deputies until he gave up at a
grassy area at Cypress Street and Corlett Street without further incident.

Suspect Jones denied having a gun and said deputies did not say anything to him during
the foot pursuit.
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY’'S OFFICE
BUREAU OF FRAUD AND CORRUPTION PROSECUTIONS
JUSTICE SYSTEM INTEGRITY DIVISION

STEVE COOLEY » Distdct Attorney JANICE L, MAURIZ! » Diractor
JACQUELYN LACEY » Chief Daputy District Atlomay
PATRICK R, DIXON = Assistant District Attomey

Janvary 5, 2012

Captain David Smith

Homicide Bureau

Los Angeles County Sheniff’s Department
5747 Rickenbacker Road

Commerce, Califomia 90040

RE: JS..D.File #11-0605
L.AS.D. File #011-13346-2830-055

DearCaptaifiSmiths i i

The Justice System Integnity Division of the Los Angeles County District Attormey’s Office has
completed its review of the September 9, 2011, non-fatal shooting of Brian Dwayne Jones by
Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department (LASD) Deputy Jaime Juarez. We have concluded
that Diuty Juarez acted lawiully in self-defense and defense of his partner, Deputy

The following analysis is based upon investigative reports, analyzed evidence reports and
witness statements taken during the investigation by the LASD and submitted to this office by
Sergeants John Fredendall and Kenneth Clark. The District Attorney Command Center was
notified of the shooting at approximately 11:20 p.m., on September 9, 2011. The District
Attorney Response Team, comprised of Deputy District Attorney Jason Lustig and District
Attormey Senior Investigator Andy Le, responded to the location. They were given a briefing of
the circumstances surrounding the shooting and a walk-through of the scene. Compelled
statements were not considered in this analysis,

FACTUAL ANALYSIS

On September 9, 2011, at about 9:20 p.m., Dr.putics-drivcr) and Juarez (passenger) were
on uniformed patrol in & marked patrol car driving east on Alondra Boulevard when they saw
Brian Jones speeding south on Central Avenue in the City of Compton. Jones made a right turm
at a high mate of speed, causing his car’s tires to screech and smoke as he continued west on
Alondra Boulevard, Deputy ade a U-tum and tried to catch up to Jones who made an
abrupt lane change to narrowly avoid colliding into another vehicle traveling in the same
direction. Out of the deputies’ sight, Jones made a right turn north on Aprilia Avenue, struck a

Clara Shortridgs Folz Criminal Justice Center
210 Waet Tempis Strest

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3210
(213) B74-3B88
WEBSITE: htip://da.co.la.ca.us
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Captain Devid Smith
Jenuary 5, 2012
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parking restriction sign on the west sidewalk, veered back on the roadway and veered back off
the road striking a brick wall where the vehicle came to rest. When the deputies reached the
intersection of Alondra Boulevard and Aprilia Avenue, they saw Jones' car smoking on the
sidewalk against the wall. As ve closer to investigate, the deputies saw Joncs crawl
out of the front passenger window with what appeared to both deputies to be a black handgun in
his right band. Jones jumped from the window and ran north on Aprilia Avenue towards

Cypress Street.

When the patrol car stopped, Juarez, followed by [ lllran after Jones who continued running
ezst on Cypress Street with his hands near his waistband, ignoring the deputies’ orders (o stop.
As the deputies began to run after Jones, JJiflyelled, “Gun! Jones tumed his left shoulder
towards the pursuing deputies as if he was going to face them. Believing that Jones was armed
and about to shoot at him and his partner, Juarez fired one or two rounds from his scrvice
weapon at Jones. Jones turmed back away from the deputies and continued to run east on
Cypress Street with his hands near his waistband out of the deputies” view. Juarez ordered Jones
to stop running. Jones again turned to his left and Juarez fired one or two rounds at him. Jones
discarded his sweater. He continued running east and then north between two parked cars.

Juarezfollowed, his sight of Jones-momentarily-blogkad by a:car, While-running on:the north

sidewalk of Cypress Street, Jones tumed his left shoulder towards Juarez, who fired & third
volley of one or two rounds at Jones,! With Juarez five to 10 feet away, Jones went to the
ground, put his hands in the air and surrendered. [Jpandcuffed Jones, who was bleeding
from a gunshot wound to his right arm.

Jones was transported to UCLA Harbor General Medical Center where he was treated for one
gunshot wound to his right forearm. His blood showed evidence of alcohol consumption (.02%).

No weapons were recovered from Jones or the surmounding area. The deputies did not see Jones
make any movements consistent with discarding a weapon, The deputies were unable to explain
what happened to the gun they had seen Jones holding. While returning to the patrol car, the
deputics observed people along the route of the foot pursuit.

In case number | CPO6706, the District Attorney’s Office filed 2 misdemeanor counts against
Jones for resisting arrest and driving with a suspended license. On September 13, 2011, Jones

pleaded guilty to resisting arrest.

Approximately two and a half years before this incident, Juarez and [Jfjvere involved in an
on duty shooting, in which Juarez was shot.

! Juarez was armed with a Beretta, model 92F, Smm semiautomatic handgun. He fired seven rounds during the
incident. [Jhad bis gur drawn during the pursuit, but did not fire any rounds because his partmer was in his

field of fire. .
? Jones’ criminal history reflects several prior arrests for firearms violations.
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Statement of Brian Dwayne Jones

On September 10, 2011, at 6:11a.m., Jones was interviewed in jail afier being treated in the
hospital. After waiving his Miranda rights, Jones told investigators that he was walking down
the street and began running when the deputy said to “come here.” He was “running and man
the police was chasing after me and he started shooting. He hit me in the arm once from behind
and ] tried to keep running but it was hurting too much so I told them I give up and stuff and got
on the grass and he got on top of me.” Jones denied having driven the crashed car. Jones
claimed that he runs from the police every time he sees them. He denied having a weapon. He
claimed that the depulies never gave him any orders to stop.”

LEGAL ANALYSIS

California law permits the use of deadly force in self-defense or in the defense of others if it
reasonably appears to the person claiming the right of self-defense or the defense of others that
he actually and reasonably believed that he or others were in imminent danger of great bodily
injury or death. (People v. Williams (1977) 75 Cal App.3d 731.)

In protecting himself or another, a person may use all force which he believes reasonably
necessary and which would appear to a reasonable person, in the same or similar circumstances,
to be necessary to prevent the injury which appears to be imminent. (California Criminal Jury
Instructions 3470.) If the person’s beliefs were reasonable, the danger does not need to have
actually existed. /d

When the peril is swift and imminent and the necessity for action immediate, the law does not
weigh into nice scales the conduct of the assailed and say he shall not be justified in killing
because he might have resorted to other means to secure his safety. (People v. Coliins (1961) 189
Cal. App.3d 575).

The “reasonableness™ of a particular use of force must be judged from the perspective of a
reasonable officer on the scene, rather than the 20/20 vision of hindsight. . . . The calculus of
reasonableness must embody allowance for the fact that police officers are often forced to meke
split-second judgments — in circumstances that are tense, uncertain, and rapidly evolving — about
the amount of force that is necessary in a pacticular situation. Graham v. Conner (1989) 450
U.S. 386, 396-397.

CONCLUSION

The evidence examined in this investigation shows that Deputies Juarez and -ware
attempting to capture Brian Jones who had been driving recklessly, collided into a wall and was

1 Nency Guzman was inside of her Cypress Street rasidence and heard a vehicle collision. When she exited, she saw
the deputies standing outside of their patrol car shouting to a male to exit the crashed vehicle and “zo to the ground.”
The male exited the passenger window, initially complied with the deputies* orders, but then ran away. For ber
safety, Guzman went back inside and heard three gunshots.
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flecing the scene. Both deputies believed that they saw a firearm in Jones” hand when he exited
the vehicle, [gnoring the deputies’ orders to stop running and with his hands near his waistband,
Jones began to turn as if to face the deputies three times as he was fleeing. Each time,
reasonably believing that Jones was about to shoot at him and his pertaer, Juarez fired one or two
rounds from his service weapon at Jones, striking him once. Eventually, Jones surrendered and

was taken into custody,

[t is unciear from the evidence presented whether the deputies were mistaken that Jones had a
gun or whether Jones discarded the firearm unbeknownst to them, Nevertheless, we conclude
that Jones' actions placed the deputies in reasonable fear of death or great bodily injury causing
Deputy Juarez to respond with deadly force. Jones drove the vehicle recklessly without regard to
human life. After colliding with the wall, Jones fled from the scene of the collision and ignored
the deputies” commands to stop. The deputies were reasonable in believing that Jones was a
dangerous criminal willing to resort to deadly force to effectuate his escape. By fleeing with his
hands near his waistband, Jones was giving the deputies cyery reason to believe that he was
armed. Each time he began 1o tum on the deputies showing no signs of swirender, Deputy Juarez
was reasonable in believing that Jones might shoot at them. The lawful use of self-defense does
'notrequm'thatﬁe-dmgmctually existed-so-dong-as-the-beliefs-of-the person-acting in-self—
defense were reasonable. Under these circumstances, Deputy Juarez’ belief that Jones might use
deadly force to escape was reasonable.

Given the rapidly evolving, life threatening situation that confronted Deputy Juarez, we conclude
that he acted lawfully in self-defense and defense of Depmy- We are therefore closing
our file and will take no further action in this matter.

Very truly yours,

STEVE COOLEY
District Attorney

JASEMAP. LUSTIG
Deputy District Attorn
(213) 974-3888

c. Deputy Iaimelua.rczf-
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COUNTY OFLOS ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

A Trudstion of Service

DATE" June 18, 2012
FILE NO:
OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

FROM: MICHAEL J. ROTHANS, COMMANDER  TO: JOHN H. CLARK, CAPTAIN
FIELD OPERATIONS REGION [lI INTERNAL AFFAIRS BUREAU

SUBJECT: EXECUTIVE FORCE REVIEW COMMITTEE FINDINGS:

Case Number: SH2296738

Incident; Hit Shooting

Incident Date: September 9, 2011

Unit. Compton Station/FOR 1l

Suspect: Brian D Jones, M/22

Involved Employees: Deputy Jaime Juarez
Deputy

EFRC Date: June 13, 2012

The Executive Force Review Committee eonsisting of Commander Michael
Rothans, Commander Anthony La Berge, and Commander Stephen Johnson met
and reviewed the above case.

FINDINGS:

The Committee determined the force used by Deputy Juarez was objectively
reasonable and in compliance with Department Policy, The tactics are addressed
under separate cover memorandium.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Committee reccmmended Deputy Juarez and Deputy-altend eight
hours of Tactics and Survival Training, class ZA. Additionally, the Commitlee
recommended the unit commander, Captain Diane E. Walker, conduct a unit wide
briefing regarding the unique circumstances of this incident.

MJR:JER:jer
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF’'S DEPARTMENT

A Tradition of Service

DATE: June 18, 2012
OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE FILE NO. V2314663
] SH2296738
FROM.: MICHAEL J. ROTHANS, COMMANDER TO: JOHN CLARK, CAPTAIN
FIELD OPERATIONS REGION Il INTERNAL AFFAIRS BUREAU

SUBJECT: EXECUTIVE FORCE REVIEW COMMITTEE FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
USE OF FORCE

The purpose of this memo is to notify you of the Review Committee’s findings and
recommendations concerning the hit shooting incident which occurred on
March 12, 2011.

The Committee met on June 13, 2012, and consisted of me, Commander
Stephen B. Johnson, Custody Operations Division, and Commander Anthony
La Berge, Field Operations Region |.

The Committee deemed.

. as Founded the allegation that Deputy Jaime Juarez, -in violation
of the Department's Manual of Policy and Procedures, Section(s) 3-
01/030.10, Obedience to Laws, Regulations and Orders (Specifically
pertaining to, 5-09/220.50, Foot Pursuits), on or about September 9, 2011,
while engaged in a foot pursuit of a potentially armed suspect, he failed to
initiate a radio broadcast with appropriate information necessary within the
first few seconds in order to ensure adequate resources could be
coordinated to assist himself and his partner, Depu_ in
apprehending the pursued suspect.

The Committee recommended that Deputy Jaime Juarez, -receive a
Written Reprimand.

MJR.JER:jer
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FROM:

SUBJECT:

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF’'S DEPARTMENT

A Tradition of Service

DATE June 18, 2012

OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE FILE NO V2314663
SH2296738
MICHAEL J. ROTHANS, COMMANDER TO: JOMN CLARK, CAPTAIN
FIELD QPERATIONS REGION | INTERNAL AFFAIRS BUREAU

EXECUTIVE FORCE REVIEW COMMITTEE FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
USE OF FORCE

The purpose of this memo is to notify you of the Review Committee’s findings and
recommendations conceming the hit shooting incident which occurred on
March 12, 2011.

The Committee met on June 13, 2012, and consisted of me, Commander
Stephen B. Johnson, Custody Operations Division, and Commander Anthony
La Berge, Field Operations Region |.

The Committee deeimed:

. as Founded the allegation that Deputy #H i~ viclation
of the Department's Manual of Policy and Procedures, Section(s) 3-
01/030.10, Obedience to Laws, Regulations and Orders (Specifically
pertaining to, 5-09/220.50, Foot Pursuits), on or about September 9, 2011,
while engaged in a fool pursuit of a potentially armed suspect, he failed to
initiate a radio broadcast with appropriate information necessary within the
first few seconds in order to ensure adequate resources could be
coordinated to assist himself and his partner, Deputy Jaime Juarez, in
apprehending the pursued suspect.

The Committee recommended that Deputy- - receive a

Written Reprimand.

MJR:JER:jer



DISPOSITION WORKSHEET

Re: SH2296738
Subject: Jaime Juarez _
[nvestigator: Sgt. David Bly
Advocate: Paul Patterson, Sergeant
SUMMARY:

(Insert here)

DISPOSITION OF CHARGES

The following potential charges were prepared by the Advocacy Unit. Please indicate your
disposition of the potential charges, and put any additional sustained charges (with reference to
the investigation) on attached sheet(s),

Potential Charge(s).

I That in violation of the Department’s Manual of Policy and Procedures, Section(s) 3-01/030.10,
Obedience to Laws, Regulations and Orders (Specifically pertaining to, 5-09/220.50, Foot
Pursuits), on or about September 09, 201 |, while engaged in a foot pursuit of a potentially
armed suspect, Subject Jaime Juarez failed to initiate a radio broadcast with appropriate
information necessary within the first few seconds in order 10 ensure adequate resources could be
coordinated to assist Subject Jaime Juarez and the subject’s partner (Deputy in
apprebending the pursued suspect.

Evidence Reference:

Defenses/Conflicting Evidence:

Disposition:

X Charge founded as delineated
Charge founded as modified
Charge unresolved

Charge unfounded

———
—_—
S —

Discipline Assessment
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT

*A Tradition of Service”
DATE July 5, 2012

OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE FiLeno, 1AB SH2256738
FROM: | IANE ETWALKER, CAPTAIN TO: JAIME JUAREZ, DEPUTY
COMPTON STATION COMPTON STATION

SUBJECT: WRITTEN REPRIMAND

On or about September 8, 2011, while engaged in a foot pursuit of a
potentially armed suspect, you failed to initiate a radio broadcast with
appropriate information necessary within the first few seconds in order to
ensure adequate resources could be coordinated to assist you and your
partner (Deputy | i 2pprehending the pursued suspect.

You are hereby reprimanded for failing to follow an order and carry outa
specific duty and responsibility assigned to you pursuant to the follawing
excerpts of the Department's Manual of Policy and Procedures:

3-01/030.10 OBEDIENCE TO LAWS, REGULATIONS AND ORDERS
Members, who violate any rules, regulations, or policies of the Department or
the County, shall be subject to disciplinary action.

5-09/220.50 FOOT PURSUITS
Deputy personnel initiating a foot pursuit shall broadcast the following
information to SCC within the firsf few seconds:

. Unit idfentifier,

. Suspect focaticn and direction,

. Reasan for the faot pursuit,

. Suspect description,

. Whether or not the suspect is armed, if known.

Barring exfenuating circumstances, if a Deputy is unable to promptly and
successfully broadcast this information, the foot pursuit shall be terminated
and containment immediately established.

You are admonished that future actions of this nature may resuft in more
severe discipline.



WRITTEN REPRIMAND -2-
IAB SH2296738

| have read and received a copy of this memorandum.

@f’_ 7 ISI i1~
Jaim rez Date
ol 140 7/ s 7’ e

ness Date

July 5, 2012
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Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department
Officer Involved Shooting
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Repon Date:

. BureauStaton/Facility.
0511315 Cenral Patrol Division/Compton Station
Incident Information

W 015-05947-2824-051 Ee; 05/13/15 Viene: 1741 hours
City or Station. Com ton MNature of Incadant:
. . P Subject nning toward deputies with handgun. Subject
m'orlh {6ha Beach Bouleusrd then raised handgun in their direction. Dep Juarez fired his
\ 9 handgun, striking subject’s leg.
Location Type Lighting [check only one) Incadent Type (check one or mors). Initiated by {eheck only one)
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(] Beckyard [] Darkness Anmad Parson [] Anest waman
[[] mamen Davligh [ | Flesing Suspect [ Co
[7] Business Other ] Foot Pursuit gm"“p," ’
] Freewsy [] Street Lights [ Gun Take Away L] i e
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% Park Wealher (clrole only one). Sbipgkmbush Seach mmﬂ_
D A Clear Sartle Two Person Unit
[] Residence EII Eﬁoudv ﬁﬂw;;m Price Activity (¢heck only one;,
Rural o raffic Stop Detectve
8 S:nmd E] Rain Unarmed Person 8 Inmate Traneport
Street o Unin terional . [:I oer
Other j dewalk 20-25 Feet Voricw! s'"'m’“ Reutine Pateol
Total # of Shots Fired by Deputy |Total # of Shots Firsd by Suspect Waming Shot ;
4 0 Other: 923's in area. Aeouni [ canne Une? ]

Lmst harm irst Mame

L
Aviles David NMI

Shift Tere (2heok onty onei-| ShiftType (check only one)

[ En [71PM [JDay [(7]Regular [ JOvenima[ ] Of Duty
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[10n Duty [[] Wiiness to shaating
[C]Present dunng shooling [ ] invoived in shooting

Watch Sergeant

Watch Commanser

Nabeel

SH# 2379366
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Officer Involved Shooting
involved Employee Information
URN: 015-05947-2824-051

Page 3 of 5
E [ Last Name Frrst Name = M.
k3 o i Juarez Jaime NMI
Saxc Race Rark. Unit Assignment: Work Assignment (Urin £, Mogdule, &ic.):
M = Deputy Compton 28701
[Shift Time (circra anty ons! ShifiType (circie only ane). i Substance Used.
[JEM (Z]PM []Oay [7]Reqvar [ JOverime [ JOR Duyy "™iction/rig Lsage? U
Hospital Admussion? [ | e i & Coroner Case? ] & — Interviewsd?
His of sieep phior 16 shooting | Dty B IClothing (circie only o) Other Factors
8 Plun Clothen no Vest | | Rawd Jsckelw Vest
Age Height! Waight' Flmr Glotres w' Vet | | Uniform no vest
I! 57" 157 Raid Jacket noVest [/ Unform wiVeat |
ange Qualfication Date - Qualfication Date’ Laser Training Dale: -_
Certified with Weapon ion Uni. Prior Shoolings? Numbsr of Prior Ditectod Forcs:
Used? Shootings 3 -
Weapons Fired . i
Sred: Sig Sauer mm I
Fiaid Training Officer Emp O-.aNnm. Frist Name - M -
Field Traiming Oficer Emp # Name First Name - Wi .
Employes # Last Name First Name M.
Sex: Racs Rank: Unit Assignment Work Assignment (Linit #, Modula, etz |
ShilTime (gircim only anel ERAT ype (cincie anky ore) Subsiance Used
rijem [P []Ony |TJReguiar [JOvertma [ oM Duty | 'mexcatonDng Lsege? [ ]
Hespital Admission? D i Coeroner Case? D Comoner Case # Cotirdiand? ]:,I
Firs of sleep priof 1o shooting [Duty Time (hrsi: Clothing (eircle only one) Other Faciors.
Flaary Clothes no Ve R Jachat w/ Vosl
Age Fieighi Waigt Piain Clothes wi Vesi || Unorm o Vast
Rand Jacksl no Vest Uniform wi' Vst
Range Qualiicaton Date. 'C Qualificafion Diate l Laser Training Date:
Cenfied wih Vveapen P jon) j I Py Numnbar of Frior Drecied Forcs
i [[] | Pawol Centfication? ™) | Crtfication Uit | Pior snocting? ] | Gaoomge N
Wespons Fied Caliber ¥ Shois Woapons Fred Calbar #Shais
 Brand ’ Brang
Field Training Officer Emp & Last Name Furst Name M.
Field Trmning Officer Emp # Last Name First Name M,
Employes ¥ Las* Name First Mame M.
e e | e Unitl Astignmere. Wod Agsignmant [Unil §, Module, 8tz.)
St Time (ciels only ane) ShftType (eirels only sne) - e Substance Used
Intoxication/Drug |
{JEM [JPM [JDay [ JReuar [JOvertime [ O Dty v []
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Hrs of siwep prior io sheoting| Duty Time (Ars). CRANng (cirche only cim) Oiher Facios
[7] Blaues Claihis ne Ves Bl Jackod o/ Vsl
Age “Herght, Weght || Plawn Clothes wi veat Unitorm na Vast
[ Rt Jschen no Vest Undform wi Vst
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Cantified with Weapon > P ; : Number o Prior Diracted Force
o D Patrol Cartificaton L_J Cerficalion Unit l Price Shoolings? D el D
(Weapons Fired Caliber ¥ Shats l Weapors Ered Caliber # Shots
_ Brand: - s Brand,
Field Traning Office: Emp # Last Nama First Nama Ml
Field Traning Oficat Emp # Last Name First Name T

e e e
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Officer involved Shooting URN:  015-05947-2824-051

Suspect Information
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Suspect Information

Last Name

First Narme

s ! ==
AKA Last Name First Name ML
oY) Face B Cily
Work Phane Home Phone

S

Heter 199" 180

|

Age 17 !}.5.8.-
N

Primary Charge’

245(a)(1) P.C.

Secondary Charge

o =

Cotoner Case? D

Gorunes Case #

Infoxication/Diug Usage?

Substance Vaegd, .,
Wamuana

Armed?

Apprehended?

Mental liness?

Vericie Make

Modet

ST |
Year

AFA Last Name First Name Ml

Sex. Race Streel Address Ciy Slale & Zip Code. |
Wark Phone Home Phone Sodcal Secunty ¥ Driver's License &

Age DOW. Feight Weight FBI# cH#
Lﬁodunq L] Primary Charge Secondary Charge

oo = D Coroner Case # InfexicationDrug Usage? D Substance Ussg

am@ Apprehended? | | Mental liness? [ | Criminal Histon? | |

Sex Race' Shreel Address Ciy Sale & Jp Code |
Wark Phone Homa Phore Socal Securty # Drver's Licanse &
Age D.08 Heigh! Weeight FBI# cie
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Vehide Make Model ¥ear
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AKA Last Name First Name M
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SH.EA38A (rev. 04/48/17) See Other Side



S

URN: 015-05947-2824-051

Page 5 of 5

Officer Involved Shooting

08122/18
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
SHERIFF’'S DEPARTMENT

INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY

INCIDENT: On-Duty Hit Shooting, Suspect Injured

IAB FILE #: SH 2379366

URN #: 015-05947-2824-051

DATE/TIME: May 13, 2015/ 1741 hours

LOCATION: -Horl:h Long Beach Boulevard, Compton

SUMMARY

On May 13, 2015, an Internal Affairs Bureau (J/AB) team, comprised of Sergeants Justin
Diez, Dinah Grote, ﬁ and Daniel Peacack, responded to
Compton Station regarding an on-duty deputy involved hit shooting.
(hereafter referred to as Subject sustained one gunshot wound to his
upper left thigh. He was subsequently transported to St. Francis Medical Center where
he was treated for his injuries. The involved deputies were not injured during the
incident. On July 21, 2015, this case was reassigned to Sergeant Jeffrey Hamil, and
later reassigned to Sergeant John Gutierrez on September 21, 2017.

IAB Sergeant Diez confirmed the on-duty watch commander, Lieutenant Nabell Mitry,

took reasonable steps to ensure the involved and witness personnel did not
discuss the incident amongst themselves, or with uninvolved persons prior to being
interviewed by the assigned investigators. In addition, IAB Sergeant Diez confirmed the
involved personnel gathered in the company of a supervisor until they provided a
statement to the assigned investigators.

Detecilive Sergeants Sandra Nava, qennelh Clark, _ under the

supervision of Lieutenant David Coleman, from ihe Los Angeles County
Sheriffs Department Homicide Bureau arrived and assumed control of the shooting
investigation. For further information regarding the shooting investigation refer to the
Homicide Bureau casebook under URN #015-05947-2824-051 [Exhibit A).
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DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S LETTER OF OPINION

The Justice System Integrity Division (JSID) of the Los Angeles County District
Attorney's Office reviewed the shooting of Subject y Deputy Juarez. In their
letter of opinion, dated October 6, 2017, Deputy District Attomey Shannon Presby
concluded Deputy Juarez acted in lawful self-defense [Exhibit E).

INVOLVED PERSONNEL AND WORK HISTORY
Jaime Juarez, Deputy Sheriff, -

Central Patrol Division
Compton Station
Date of Employment: June 22, 2005

Date Assigned to Patrol/Compton Station: Auqust 31, 2
Date Completed Patrol Training: “
Prior Shooting Incident(s):

3
Prior Founded Force Incidents: e—]
Equipment Worn on Person

On May 13, 2015, Deputy Juarez was wearing his Class "A" uniform with a protective
vest and a Sam Browne duty belt. The equipment worn on his duty belt included his Sig
Sauer P226, 9mm firearm, two loaded magazines, handcufis, oleoresin capsicum (OC)
spray, expandable baton, handheld radio, flashlight and keys.

SUBJECT INFORMATION

Male, Black, DOB: 6-00, 180 Ibs.
C it
FBI MAIN

IAB Note: mmlocated o |

The Consolidated Criminal History Reporting System (CCHRS

[Exhibit A, pages 61-62]
SUBJECT INJURIES
Subiectustained one gunshot wound to his upper left thigh. He was treated

at St. Francis Medical Center and released to Los Padrinos juvenile hall [Exhibit A,
pages 127-132].
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IAB Note: Subject [JJlito!d medical staff at St. Francis he smoked
marijuana prior to the deputy involved shooting [Exhibit A,

page 142].
DEPUTY PERSONNEL INJURIES

No deputies were injured duning this incident.
PHYSICAL EVIDENCE

All physical evidence was located and collected by Los Angeles County Sheriff's
Department Homicide Bureau and Scientific Services Bureau personnel. For
descriptions of the evidence collected and where it was collected, see the Homicide
Bureau casebook [Exhibit A, pages 113-128). Also see scene photographs of the
evidence [Exhibit B].

INVESTIGATORS OBSEVATIONS

The scene was described in detail by Homicide Bureau Investigators William Cotter,

and Shannon Laren, * and documented with photographs. The
scene description covered the entire incident and shooting location. The descriptions
were consistent with the observations of the IAB investigators who responded to the
scene.

Forensic Identification Specialists Mira Amin, /i and Nancy Clark, ¥
assisted Homicide Bureau investigators with the processing of the crime scene. For
details, see the Homicide Bureau casebook [Exhibit A pages 55-60]. Their description
of the scene was consistent with the initial IAB investigator's observations. The scene
was also photegraphed and sketched by the Shenff's Department Scientific Services
Bureau. Included as a permanent record within the IAB casebook are compact discs
containing scene investigation photegraphs and photographs of the involved deputy
personnel [Exhibit B]. See crime scene sketch and evidence collected [Exhibit F).

SED BY DEP JUAREZ

Deputy Juarez fired four rounds of Department issued 9mm ammunition from his
Department issued Sig Sauer P226 semiautomatic pistol, serial number

The firearm was examined by Homicide Investigators Nava and Clark. They later
released custody of the firearm to Forensic Identification Specialists Mira Amin of the
Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department Scientific Services Bureau Crime Lab, who
subsequently booked the firearm into evidence for further examination. Deputy Juarez’
weapon was found to be functional. See Scientific Services Bureau's Test Fire and
Function Check Report [Exhibit G].

Date last quelified: [ GGG
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IAB Note: Deputy Personnel are required to qualify every trimester. A
copy of the involved deputy’'s complete training records,
including range qualification scores and dates, were included
as a permanent record within this IAB casebook [Exhibit H].

WEAPON USED BY §!,!BJECT-

Subjec:l-was armed with a High Standard, Sport-King, .22 long rifle caliber
semiautomatic pistol, serial number . The firearm contained one round in the
chamber, and a magazine loaded with six rounds. See Scientific Services Bureau
Laboratory Examination Report [Exhibit A, pages 120-121].

PROPERTY DAMAGE

Metal security gates in front of-North Long Beach Boulevard,
sustained minor damage from three bullet strikes, The property damage is described in
[Exhibit A, pages 59-60]. Refer to crime scene photographs [Exhibit 1].

LIGHTING AND WEATHER CONDITIONS

The incident took place on a clear sunny day, at approximately 1741 hours.

RADIO TRANSMISSIONS

Internal Affairs Bureau Investigators reviewed Sheriff's Communications Center's (SCC)
radio traffic associated with the incident [Exhibit C]. The following is a brief synopsis of
those transmissions:

COMPTON METRO L-TAC

17:40 Hours - Deputy Aviles broadcast hearing gunshots in the area of Long Beach
Boulevard, north of Compton Boulevard.

DISPATCH CHANNEL 9

17:41.00 Hours — Deputy Aviles requests the duplex patch. He conducts a radio
broadcast advising of a deputy-involved shooting.

17:41:14 Hours - Deputy Aviles requests the fire depariment for a wounded suspect.
17:41:40 Hours — Field sergeant acknowledged SCC's request to respond to scene.
17:42:58 Hours — Deputy Aviles coordinates units to contain the crime scene.

17:49:56 Hours — Units switch to A-Tac 4. SCC drops the duplex patch,
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A-TAC 4

Frequency A-Tac 4 was used by Compton Station personnel at the command post to
coordinate their resources.

SURVEILLANCE VIDEO

During a canvass of the scene, Homicide Bureau investigators discovered video
suveilance cameras o [
obtained from video display. Time on the display is approximately thirty nine minutes
faster than actual time). Internal Affairs Bureau Investigators reviewed the surveillance
video footage associated with the incident [Exhibit D]. The following is a brief synopsis

of the video:

I C:rmera 1 Part 2, West Facing Camera:

06:20:34 Hours — Blurred, unfocused view of Subject-running south on Long
Beach Boulevard, on the west sidewalk. Unknown male running
toward south Long Beach Boulevard, on the east
sidewalk.

I v 2 Pt 2 nido [ Norhsice
06:20:40 Hours — Unknown male seen running into_of_

06:21:01 Hours — Unknown male walks out of || NG

I :mera § Part 2, Insido[Northwest:
0€:20:42 Hours — Unknown male seen running into[jjjillarea of_
06:20:58 Hours - Unknown male walks out oi_

I C oo 6 Part 2, Outside Facing Down:

06:20:40 Hours — Unknown male seen running in front of _

06:21:00 Hours — Unknown male walking away from |

Homicide Bureau investigators discovered surveillance cameras on the light poles,
which they described as, “traffic controlled” cameras, at the intersection of Long Beach
Boulevard and Compton Boulevard. Homicide investigators attempted to retrieve video
footage from the surveillance system, but they were unsuccessful.
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SUBJECT STATEMENTS

suevect

Homicide Bureau

Homicide Bureau Investigator Nava said Subject invoked his rights not to
speak. No interview was conducted with Subject

IAB

IAB investigators made several attempts to contact Subject [l Subject N
did not respond to a certified letter [Miscellaneous Documents].

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
On August 26, 2015, a sustained petition was granted against Subject-for the

charges of Resisting an Executive Officer, Penal Code section 69, and Minor in
Possession of Firearm, Penal Code section 29610.
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MEMORANDUM

TO: CAPTAIN CHRISTOPHER BERGNER
Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department
Homicide Bureau
One Cupania Circle
Monterey Park, California 91755

FROM: JUSTICE SYSTEM INTEGRITY DIVISION
Los Angeles County District Attorney's Office

SUBJECT: Officer Involved Shooting of | | | | G

J1.S1.D. File #15-0246
L.A.S.D. File #015-05947-2824-051

DATE: September 27, 2017

The Justice System Integrity Division (JSID) of the Los Angeles County District Attomey's
Office has comnpleted its review of the May 13, 2015, non-fatal shooting ut’dby
Los Angeles County Shenff's Department (LASD) Deputy Jaime Juarez, We have determined
that Deputy Juarez acted in lawful self-defense and the defense of another when he fired his duty
weapon,

The District Attomey’s Command Center was notified of this shooting on May 13, 2015, at
approximatcly 6:13 p.m. The District Attorney Response Team responded to the location of the
shooting where they received a bricfing and walk-through of the scene.

The following analysis is based on reports, recorded interviews, surveillance videos, and
photographs submitted to this office by the LASD Homicide Bureau. No compelled statements
were considered for purposes of this analysis.

FACTUAL ANALYSIS

On Wednesday, May 13, 2015, at 5:41 p.m., Deputy Jaime Juarez and his partoer, Deputy David
Aviles, were in their marked LASD patrol car driving casthound on Compton Boulevard
approaching a red light at the intersection of Long Beach Boulevard in the City of Compton.
Both deputies were wearing full LASD uniforms. Juarez was dnving and Aviles was riding in
the right front passenger’s seat. Both deputies had worked this area for several ycars and knew it
to be a high-crime area with gang violence.

The deputies were waiting for the traffic signal to change when they heard gunshots.! The
source of the gunshots was very close in proximity and was coming from Long Beach
Boulevard, north of Compton Boulevard. Aviles used his police radio to inform other Compton

" Juarez told Sheriff investigators he heard approximately five gunshots coming from north of bis location.



deputies that he had heard gunshots. Juarez drove slowly through the intersection of Long Beach
and Compton Boulevards as both deputies looked for the source of the gunshots. As they

entered the intersection, Juarez stopped his car pointing northbound., in the southbound lancs of
travel of Long Beach Boulevard. Juarez observed _'unmng southbound, on the
west sidewalk, in his direction with a large handgun in his right hand. Juarez yelled to Aviles
that [JEad 2 gun. Aviles also sawiunning in their direction holding a gun in his
hand

Juarez exited the driver's side door of the patrol car, and almost immediately he saw | | I
look in his direction and begin to raise his gun. Fearing that was going to shoot him or
his partner, Juarez fired his service weapon al- ropped the handgun and fell to
the ground.” Juarcz did not remember whether he gave y commands prior to shooting
because the incident happened quickly, Juarez believed he fired three times, however, an
inspection of his 9mm service weapon and casings from the scene indicated that he fired four
times.

Juarez's parnl car facing northbound on Long Beach Boulevard at the intersection of Compton
Boulevard.

" Aviles said he was rying W remove his seatbelt and exit the car when he heard gunshots coming from the driver's
side of the patrol car. When he got cut and peinted his gun at-hr sa\\h\n the ground witha gun
neat to his body,

I~
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Fircarm recovered at the scene.

were yelling at Fuck you crab!* That's what you get! Get the fuck out of our
neighborhood!™ Awiles recognized some of those people as Piru gang members, The deputies
observed that had been shat in the leg. requested paramedics and applied a tourniquet to
his leg to stop the bleeding. was transported to the hospital. treated for a non-life-
threatening gunshot woeund to his left thigh and cleared for booking.

Statement of -

was interviewed by investipators from [LASD Homicide Bureau on the evening of the
shooting, He said he was standing in front of the church located at 123 North Long Beach
Boulevard on the west side of Long Beach Boulevard when he heard two men cursing and
arguing with each other near the park, just north of his location * He directed his attention to
what he heard and he saw a pedestnan, later determined to be alking southbound on
Long Beach Boulevard on the same side of the street as the church. He also saw a car travelling
southbound on Long Beach Boulevard with a man seated in the backseat. The car slowed and
the man in the backseat leaned out and pointed a gun in the direction of Believing a
shooting was about to take pluuc.i:'n tered the church and heard three gunshots. Seconds
later, he heard several more gunshots coming from the comer of Long Beach Boulevard and
Comitun Boulevard. When he went back outside the church he saw a deputy standing over

Immediately after the chuty involved shooting, several people approached the deputies and

id not sce [~ ith a zun in his hand when walked past the church

' The word “crab” is a derogatory name used w describe a nval Cnp gang member. This neighborbood is controfled
by Purus, a eruminal street gang, whose nvals melude Cops.




Statement nf-

-'{:’E!\' interviewed by investigators from LASD Homicide Bureau on May 13, 2015, at
the gasoline and tire service station located at 106 North Long Beach Boulevard. The station is
dircetly across the street from where the deputy involved shooting occurred. said he was
standing near the station's gas pumps when his attention was drawn to a group of 15 to 20 people
who had congregated near a park across the street on the west sidewalk of Long Beach
Boulevard. ¥

-said that he heard people from the group screaming and they began to scatter and run. At
the same time, he saw ilandiug on the west sidewalk in front of a building just south of
the park. [ . holding a gun with two hands extended out in front of him, -I‘m:d
two shots toward the group of people. -thcn ran southbound, lumed and fired two more
shots in the direction of the same fleeing group. gain ran southbound at “*full speed™
toward the corner with a gun in his right hand. He then saw try to stop abruptly and fall
to the ground with the handgun in his nght hand. Simultancnusli, he saw two uniformed

deputics standing outside 4 patrol vehicle, shooting at believed both deputics

fired a total of three to four shots a[-

T Ll .
= -

i
el -

e

Gas station where as standing.”

* This photograph was not taken on the date of the deputy invobved shooting
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FROM:

SUBJECT:

SH#BTABL,

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

CF Sradition of Sewice”

OFFICE CORRESP e
Date: QOctober 6, 2017
File No.: 015-05947-2824-051
EARL M. SHIELDS, CHIEF TO: JIM McDONNELL
DETECTIVE DIVISION SHERIFF

LETTER OF OPINION ON DEPUTY INVOLVED SHOOTING

The attached Letter of Opinion was received from the District Attorney’s Office
regarding the case involving Deputy Jaime Juarez

STATION; Compton

DATE / TIME OF SHOOTING: May 13, 2015, 1741 Hours

SUSPECT: e =

MB/17 (Injured - In Custody)

LOCATION: 101 North Long Beach Boulevard
Compton

DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S CONCLUSION:

The follfowing is an excerpt from the District Attorney's Letter of Opinion.

“We find that Juarez's use of deadly force was reasonable to stop the deadly
threat posed by Accordingly, we find that Deputy Juarez acted in
lawful self-defense and defense of Deputy Aviles when he used deadly force
against We are closing our file and will take no further action
in this matter.”
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JOEL FLORES on 04/27/2017

permission from Peter Hish. I don't.

i A.
2
3 Q-
A,
5 Q.
6 to move her?
7 A.
8 Q.
9 A.
10 Q.
13 going to
12 A.
13 Q.
14 moving her?
15 A,
16 Qs
17 No ,
18
19 A
20 Q.
21  with the
22 A.
E 23 do you mean?
< |24 Q.
% 25

Did you notify Sergeant Vienna of the move?

And did you notify Diaz that you were going

I don't remember specifically getting

I don't remember.

No.

Do you know who did?

I don't.

Why didn't you notify Diaz that you were
move her to another deputy?

I didn't see the necessity.

Okay. Did you ever discuss with Diaz about

No.

And let's see. Did -- no. No. No. No.

Have you ever heard of the Banditos?
Yes.

je=" ==
Are you a member of the -- or associated
Banditos?

When you say "member" or "associated," what

Just what I said.

Do you have a tattoo?

(800)-640-1949
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JOEL FLORES on 04/27/2017

1 A. Yeq,
e ——
2 0. Do you have the Bandito tattoo?
__2__ A. Yes. e
—_4_ Q. So I assume that you're associated with
5 that particular organization or group?
6 MR. HURRELL: Objection.
v BY MR. SMITH:
8 2. Let me ask it this way.
9 How would you describe the Banditos?
10 A. I don't know. When I was there in
11 patrol -- I don't know -- fifteen years ago, I got
12 the tattoo as a -- as a pride thing, recognition for
13 hard work.
14 As far as a member of something, I don't --
15 I -- I was out of there probably in four and a
16 half years and going about my career and my life.
17 So it was just a station mascot. No
18 different to me than any kind of military
19 organization. Each individual thing. Like the
20 Marines or -- they have their -- their own tattoos.
o Q. Well, what -- describe the symbol of the
22  Banditos.
? 23 A, It's a skull.
Ei 24 Q. With a sombrero?
= |25 A. Yes.

Maxene Weinberg Agency Page 52
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JOEL FLORES on 04/27/2017

1 Q And is -- is the skull -- is it smiling?

2 A T don't believe so.

3 Q. All right. 1Is it holding a gun?

4 A Yes.

5 Q And is there smoke coming out of the gun?
6 A I think so, ves.

7 Q. Is there any symbolism of smoke coming out

8 of the gun?
9 A, Not that I'm aware of.
10 Q. Okay. And your tattoo, is that what it

11 depicts?

12 A. Yes.

13 35 Where -- what part of your body do you have
14 the tattoo on?

15 I'm not going to ask you to show it.

16 MR. HURRELL: 1I'm going to object.

17 That's -- that's invasion of his privacy. He

18 disclosed he has it. That's sufficient.

19 MR. SMITH: All right.

20 Q. Okay. Do -- have you ever been informed by

21 anybedy that members of the Banditos treat female

22 deputies differently than they treat male deputies?

e

23 MR. HURRELL: Well, 1'll cobject based on
7
E 24 the witness's testimony. The mem- -- the "members"
(o]
o 25 as phrase 1s vague and ambiguous.
Maxene Weinberg Agency Page 53
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1 the time. No -- no different than the mascot for
2 Shootin Newton. They have a skull.
3 Q. Yeah, I know.
4 The -- do you have a number?
D A Yes,
6 3. What was your number?
7 A 40.
_8_- Q. Okay. And do you know what number they're
9 at now?
10 A I have no idea.
5 Q. Do you know what the last number is?
12 A. No clue.
13 0. Is there any initiation right?
14 A. Not that I'm aware of.
15 i Was -- A_ndrew Hernandez or Marc Elizondo,
16 do know whether or not they were -- considered
17 themselves to be Banditos?
18 A. I have no idea.
19 Q. Do you know whether or not they had
20 tattoos?
21 A. I don't,
22 Q. Okay. Did anybody ever indicate -- anybody
% 23 that has the Banditoc tattoo ever indicate to you
% 24 that they were going to treat females differently
::j 25 that were deputies?

JOEL FLORES on 04/27/2017
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JOEL FLORES on 04/27/2017
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
Y =8,
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

I, DORIEN SAITO, CSR 12568, CLR, a Certified
Shorthand Reporter in and for the State of
California, County of Los Angeles, do hereby
certify;

That JOEL FLORES, the witness named in the
foregoing deposition, was, before the commencement
of the deposition, duly administered an oath in
accordance with CCP 2094;

That said deposition was taken down in
stenograph writing by me and thereafter transcribed
into typewriting under my directien.

I further certify that I am neither counsel
for nor related to any party to saild action, nor in

any way interested in the ocutcome thereof.

Dated this 8th day of May, 2017.
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF
LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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Exhibit 21: Facebook video clip of Sheriff Villanueva Social Media - 10-7-20

https://youtu.be/fiuBdTzdtbg
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Charge Evaluation Worksheet
J.S.1.D. File #19-0275R

L.A.8.D. File #918-00055-2003-441|
Page 5 of 28

Avenue. A. Hernandez ran to help Fuentes, and pushed Munoz to prevent him from assaulting
Fuentes. As he did so, he was stuck by Rodriguez in the face. A. Hernandez stated his lips were
bleeding and his face was hurting.

Aguayo reported this conversation to Deputy Louis Granados, who in turn told Sergeant Thomas
Kim. Aguayo also reported this conversation to Lieutenant Richard Mejia. On September 28,
2018, A. Hernandez called Mejia to report this incident. Later that day, Escobedo called Mejia
to tell him about this incident. Kim notified Lieutenant Eric Smitson. Smitson ordered Kim to
conduct a supervisor inquiry into the assault allegations. When A. Hernandez arrived at the
station, he had visible injuries and appeared to be distraught. Ultimately, a criminal investigation
was opened by ICIB.

A. Hernandez, Escobedo, Fuentes, and Gonzalez provided interviews to ICIB investigators. M.
Hernandez, Rodriguez, Munoz and Silverio declined to be interviewed by ICIB and requested to
speak to an attorney. Several other off duty LASD employees provided statements as requested.
Twenty-one deputies were identified as possible witnesses to the events and declined to be
interviewed,

Deputy Art Hernandez

On September 28, 2018 at about 5:04 p.m,, Sergeants Steve Kim and Chow spoke to A.
Hernandez. They advised him they were investigators from ICIB and that they wanted to
interview him about what occurred at the “off-training” party. At that time, A. Hernandez
declined to be interviewed about the facts of this incident without having an attorney present.

A. Hernandez did, however, provide investigators with his medical documentation from Whittier
Presbyterian Hospital that indicated he was treated for a lip laceration. Chow noted A,
Hernandez had a quarter-inch laceration to the left side of his mouth, for which he received two
stitches. See Figure 2.




































Charge Evaluation Worksheet
J.S.LD. File #19-0275R

L.A.S.D, File #918-00055-2003-441
Page 17 of 28

At about 4:00 a.m., she was talking to Munoz when he walked away from her. She heard a
commotion and saw the 30 or so people in the parking lot pushing and holding each other back in
an effort to stop each other from fighting. She saw that Rodriguez looked angry and walked after
an unknown person. Lupita Q. told Rodriguez to calm down.

She saw A. Hernandez fall face first onto the ground. A. Hernandez laid on the ground and
appeared to be unconscious. She did not see an assault or see how A. Hernandez fell down.
When he was on the floor she saw about ten unknown men stand around him. Munoz was within
arm's distance. Another man picked A, Hernandez up and placed him in a white car. She never
saw Munoz punch or kick A, Hernandez.

She saw Deputy Daniel Gonzalez holding Fuentes back who appeared to be really angry. She
also saw Rodriguez who appeared to be really upset as well.

Lupita Q. and Jennifer O. walked away and called a ride-share program. After she left, she
texted Silverio, her friend, to “relax.” She subsequently deleted this text message.

She said on-duty deputy Moore was present during the altercation.

Munoz was intoxicated. Rodriguez consumed alcohol but was not intoxicated.

Lupita Q. drank eight beers at the party.

Jennifer O.

Jennifer O. was present at the party with Lupita Q. At about 4;00 a.m., she was in the parking lot
when she saw a large group of people yelling and holding each other back. Rodriguez, Munoz,
and Silverio were present.

She immediately left and did not see an assault or anyone fighting.

Deputy Christopher Moore

Moore has been a deputy sheriff for approximately five years and he had worked at ELA station
for over two years. His current assignment was to patrol from 10:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m,

On September 27, 2018, he worked patrol with his partner Deputy James Duran. He knew the
“off-training” party was at Kennedy Hall. That night, they periodically drove by the party to
ensure everyone had a ride home if they had been drinking.












Charge Evaluation Worksheet
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LEGAL ANALYSIS
Battery Causing Serious Bodily Injury

Penal Code section 243(d) prohibits individuals from committing battery causing serious bodily
injury against another person,

The following elements must be proven before a defendant may be found guilty of this crime

. The defendant willfully and unlawfully touched a person in a harmful or offensive
manner;

2. A person suffered serious bodily injury as a result of the force used; and
3. The defendant did not act in self-defense or in defense of someone else,

Someone commits an act willfully when he or she does it willingly or on purpose. It is not
required that he or she intend to break the law, hurt someone else, or gain any advantage,

Making contact with another person, including through his or her clothing, is enough to commit
a battery.

A serious bodily injury means a serious impairment of physical condition. Such an injury may
include, but is not limited to: loss of consciousness, concussion, bone fracture, protracted loss or
impairment of function of any bodily member or organ, a wound requiring extensive

suturing, and serious disfigurement.

CALCRIM No. 925.

Self Defense and Defense of Another

Self Defense is a defense to battery and battery causing serious bodily injury. The defendant is
not guilty of those crimes if he used force against the other person in lawful self-defense or
defense of another.

The defendant acted in lawful self-defense or defense of another if:

1. The defendant reasonably believed that he or someone else was in imminent danger of
suffering bodily injury or was in imminent danger of being touched unlawfully;

2. The defendant reasonably believed that the immediate use of force was necessary to
defend against that danger; and

3. The defendant used no more force than was reasonably necessary to defend against that
danger



Charge Evaluation Worksheet
J.8.1.D. File #19-0275R
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Belief in future harm is not sufficient, no matter how great or how likely the harm is believed to
be. The defendant must have believed there was imminent danger of bodily injury to himself or
someone else or an imminent danger that he or someone else would be touched unlawfully
Defendant’s belief must have been reasonable and he must have acted because of that belief.
The defendant is only entitled to use that amount of force that a reasonable person would believe
is necessary in the same situation. If the defendant used more force than was reasonable, the
defendant did not act in lawful self-defense or defense of another.

When deciding whether the defendant’s beliefs were reasonable, consider all the circumstances
as they were known to and appeared to the defendant and consider what a reasonable person in a
similar situation with similar knowledge would have believed. If the defendant’s beliefs were
reasonable, the danger does not need to have actually existed.

The defendant’s belief that he or someone else was threatened may be reasonable even if he
relied on information that was not true. However, the defendant must actually and reasonably
have believed that the information was true.

If you find that the alleged victim threatened or harmed the defendant or others in the past, you

may consider that information in deciding whether the defendant’s conduct and beliefs were
reasonable.

Someone who has been threatened or harmed by a person in the past is justified in acting more
quickly or taking greater self-defense measures against that person.

A defendant is not required to retreat. He or she is entitled to stand his ground and defend
himself or herself and, if reasonably necessary, to pursue an assailant until the danger of the

battery has passed. This is so even if safety could have been achieved by retreating.

The People have the burden of proving beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant did not act
in lawful self-defense or defense of another.

CALCRIM No. 3470

Mutual Combat or Initial Aggressor

A person who engages in mutual combat or who starts a fight, has a right to self-defense only if
1. He actually and in good faith tried to stop fighting

2. He indicated by word or by conduct, to his opponent, in a way that a reasonable person
would understand, that he wanted to stop fighting and that he had stopped fighting; and

3. He gave his opponent a chance to stop fighting.
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CALCRIM No. 3471.
Criminal Threats

Penal Code section 422(a) prohibits individuals from committing criminal threats against another
person.

The following elements must be proven before a defendant may be found guilty of this crime.

1. The defendant willfully threatened to unlawfully kill or unlawfully cause great bodily
injury to a person;

2. The defendant made the threat orally;
3. The defendant intended that his statement be understood as a threat;

4, The threat was so clear, immediate, unconditional, and specific that it communicated to
the person a serious intention and the immediate prospect that the threat would be carried
out;

3

5. The threat actually caused the person to be in sustained fear for his own safety, or the
safety of his immediate family; and

6. The person’s fear was reasonable under the circumstances.
Someone commits an act willfully when he or she does it willingly or on purpose.

In deciding whether a threat was sufficiently clear, immediate, unconditional, and specific,
consider the words themselves, as well as the surrounding circumstances.

Someone who intends that a statement be understood as a threat does not have to actually intend
to carry out the threatened act.

Great bodily injury means significant or substantial physical injury. It is an injury that is greater
than minor or moderate harm.

Sustained fear means fear for a period of time that is more than momentary, fleeting, or
transitory.

An immediate ability to carry out the threat is not required.
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Immediate family means (a) any spouse, parents, and children; (b) any grandchildren,
grandparents, brothers and sisters related by blood or marriage; or (c) any person who regularly
lives in the other person’s household.

CALCRIM No. 1300.

Battery

Penal Code section 242 prohibits individuals from committing a battery against another person.

The following elements must be proven before a defendant may be found guilty of this crime:

1. The defendant willfully and unlawfully touched a person in a harmful or offensive
manner; and

2. The defendant did not act in self-defense or in defense of someone else.

Someone commits an act willfully when he or she does it willingly or on purpose. It is not
required that he or she intended to break the law, hurt someone else, or gain an advantage.

The slightest touching can be enough to commit a battery if it is done in a rude or angry way.
Making contact with another person, including through his or her clothing, is enough. The
touching does not have to cause pain or injury of any kind.

CALCRIM No. 960.

In evaluating a witness's testimony, a jury may consider anything that reasonably tends to prove
or disprove the truth or accuracy of that testimony. Among the factors the jury may consider are:

¢ How well could the witness see, hear, or otherwise perceive the things about which the
witness testified?

e Was the witness's testimony influenced by a factor such as bias or prejudice, a personal

relationship with someone involved in the case, or a personal interest in how the case is
decided?

e Did other evidence prove or disprove any fact about which the witness testified?

CALCRIM No. 226.
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FACTUAL ANALYSIS

The evidence examined in this investigation shows that all parties had been drinking alcohol
prior to the altercations which occurred in the parking lot. These events occurred at night in a
dark, unilluminated parking lot. No recording exists which documents the actions described in
this case. The incident was not immediately reported to the authorities.

Moreover, the evidence shows that Rodriguez, Moran, and Munoz confronted Gonzalez at the
ELA station days before this alleged incident occurred, and told Gonzalez to transfer to another
LASD station. This fact arguably provides a motive for the assaultive behavior by M.
Hernandez, Rodriguez, Silverio, and Munoz, as well as demonstrating a motive to lie by A.
Hernandez, Escobedo, Fuentes, and Gonzalez. After leaving the parking lot, A. Hernandez,
Escobedo, Fuentes, Gonzalez and Casas left the location separately, and regrouped shortly
thereafter. Although no evidence has been provided to show what they discussed, this fact could
be used to imply that they discussed these incidents with each other prior to providing a
statement to investigators. The fact that all parties and witnesses know each other could be used
to imply a bias or other motive to fabricate evidence by all individuals involved.

Finally, given the above factors and that the overall fact pattern identifies a group beating or
melee, it is difficult to determine whether any specific individual was acting in what he perceived
to be self-defense or defense of another. This fact pattern obfuscates the ability to prove each
charge beyond a reasonable doubt.

Deputy Greg Rodriguez
Battery against Fuentes

During the “off-training” party, it appeared that Rodriguez and other more senior deputies
verbally confronted Gonzalez numerous times — a fact that Fuentes found offensive. At one
point, Fuentes verbally interjected when Rodriguez attempted to confront Gonzalez again in the
parking lot. At this point, Rodriguez allegedly placed his head against Fuentes' head, and then
pushed Fuentes. Fuentes, Gonzalez, and A. Hernandez all agree that Rodriguez pushed Fuentes,
without physical provocation by Fuentes. Escobedo, who said he was present, did not see
Rodriguez push Fuentes. This initial push is what started the assaults which followed, and the
accounts of what occurred after this initial shove vary. The evidence as to this one act - the push
by Rodriguez - is generally consistent.

Even though three witnesses are consistent in their description of this push or shove, the overall
evidence is insufficient to prove that Rodriguez committed the crime of battery. This incident
appears to the be the culmination of other preceding events, which both provide a motive for the
crime, and demonstrate bias on the part of the witnesses. All witnesses had been drinking for
several hours and the events occurred at night in the dark. Prior to providing a statement to
authorities, A. Hernandez, Escobedo, Fuentes, and Gonzalez met in a location away from the
altercation. No independent evidence exists which would objectively document what occurred.
As such, the overall evidence is insufficient to support a criminal filing.
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Battery causing serious bodily injury against A. Hernandez

During the incident, A. Hernandez was rendered unconscious for a period of time, Being
rendered unconscious can constitute serious bodily injury under the law. However, the overall
evidence is insufficient to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Rodriguez committed this crime.

A. Hernandez has no independent recollection as to who punched him. The only witness who
states he saw Rodriguez assault A. Hernandez causing him to become unconscious is Contreras,
A, Hernandez’s partner. Contreras stated he saw A. Hernandez push Munoz on the left shoulder,
causing Munoz to fall to the floor. Immediately afterwards, Contreras saw Rodriguez throw a
single jab, which connected with A, Hernandez's face, causing him to fall to the ground and
render him unconscious.

Fuentes, Gonzalez, and Escobedo did not recall A. Hernandez being assaulted or rendered
unconscious. Saavadra said while A. Hernandez was on the sidewalk, he saw A. Hernandez fall
down on his own, Casas said that after Munoz pushed both A. Hernandez and Rodriguez down,
Rodriguez and Munoz stood over A. Hernandez and both repeatedly punched him in the face and
torso causing A. Hernandez to cut his lip. Muniz, Sanchez, Lupita Q., Jennifer O., Moore, and
Duran stated that they did not see Rodriguez attack A. Hernandez.

Although a single witness' testimony may be sufficient to prove any fact, the overall evidence in
this case is insufficient to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Rodriguez assaulted A.
Hernandez in violation of Penal Code section 243(d). Contreras was A. Hernandez's partner at
the time, which could be used to suggest that he had a bias or interest if he was called to testify.
Given the conflicting statements by all witnesses, the fact that A. Hernandez was unable to
identify who assaulted him, and the lack of a recording or independent witness to the event, the
evidence is insufficient to support a criminal filing.

Deputy Rafael Munoz
Battery against A. Hernande:z

After Fuentes verbally confronted Rodriguez, most witnesses agreed that A. Hernandez grabbed
and held Rodriguez in an attempt to stop Rodriguez from fighting Fuentes. Fuentes and
Gonzalez stated Munoz then charged and pushed A. Hernandez and Rodriguez down to the floor.
Escobedo stated that Munoz tackled A. Hernandez. A. Hernandez stated that Munoz tried to
punch A. Hernandez, missed and his body momentum carried him into A. Hernandez and
Rodriguez, knocking them down. Contreras stated after A. Hernandez grabbed Rodriguez, the
next thing he saw was A, Hernandez, Rodriguez, and Saavadra on the floor. Saavedra denied
ever being involved or witnessing any altercation, Casas stated that A, Hernandez did not
physically intervene after Rodriguez pushed Fuentes.

Although it’s likely Munoz punched A. Hemandez once they were both on the ground, the
evidence is insufficient to prove the charge beyond a reasonable doubt. Give the bias or motive
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of all participants, the fact that all had been drinking, and the lack of any objective evidence, the
evidence presented is insufficient to support a criminal filing. Moreover, the evidence suggests
that Munoz became involved in the physical dispute after witnessing A. Hernandez grab his
friend. As such, the evidence is insufficient to show that Munoz was not acting in what he
reasonably believed was lawful defense of a Rodriguez.

Sergeant Michael Hernandez
Battery against Jose Fuentes

After Fuentes verbally confronted Rodriguez, witnesses stated that M. Hernandez interjected
himself into the melee and pushed Fuentes out of the parking lot. Fuentes said as he was being
pushed, M. Hernandez kept stating, “What do you got to say.” In response, Fuentes backed out
of the parking lot and entered a patrol vehicle driven by Duran and left the party.

Other witnesses tend to corroborate that M. Hernandez pushed Fuentes. Gonzalez said he
observed M. Hernandez push Fuentes out of the parking lot and added that Moore, who was on
duty at the time, was also present. Moore acknowledged his presence, admitted there was a lot
of yelling back and forth, however, he denied witnessing any batteries. Escobedo stated M.
Hernandez tried to grab Fuentes, as opposed to push him into the street, at which point Escobedo
intervened and pushed M. Hernandez.

Contreras made no mention of M. Hernandez pushing Fuentes out of the parking lot.

Again, inconsistent witness accounts and lack of corroboration make a precise determination as
to exactly what occurred, and whether M. Hernandez did commit a battery against Fuentes,
unachievable. Moreover, the evidence is insufficient to show that M. Hernandez was not acting
to keep Fuentes from being involved in the melee, and therefore in defense of others. As such,
the People cannot prove beyond a reasonable doubt that M. Hernandez committed a battery
against Fuentes.

Battery against Escobedo

Escobedo stated he pushed M. Hernandez, and M. Hernandez then grabbed him and pushed him
up against the chain link fence. Gonzalez and Casas also saw M. Hernandez push Escobedo
against a chain link fence and try to strangle him. Contreras believed Silverio, not M.
Hernandez, pinned Escobedo against the chain link fence. According to Casas and Escobedo,
Muniz assisted in pulling M. Hernandez off of Escobedo. Per Muniz, he did not pull M.
Hernandez away from Escobedo. Muniz stated he saw Silverio and Escobedo arguing at the
entrance to the parking lot and he convinced Escobedo to get in a car and leave.

Escobedo, Gonzalez and Casas all state that M. Hernandez strangled Escobedo. However, their
statements, although reasonably consistent, are of less convincing force due to their alcohol
consumption and that they all regrouped after the altercation. However, a contrary recollection
by Contreras and lack of a recording or other objective evidence to clarify this event weaken the
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force of Escobedo's, Gonzalez's and Casas' statement. Moreover, Escobedo's statement arguably
supports that M, Hernandez acted in self-defense. As such, the People cannot prove beyond a
reasonable doubt that M. Hernandez committed a battery against Escobedo.

Criminal Threats against Alfred Gonzalez

Finally, during the party, Gonzalez stated that M. Hernandez threatened to ““deal” with him or his
family. Threatening to “deal” with Gonzalez and his family, although ominous and menacing in
nature, does not necessarily prove that M. Hernandez had an intent to kill or cause great bodily
injury. The statement was not so clear, immediate, unconditional and specific as to communicate
a serious intention to Gonzalez that the threat would be carried out. Moreover, the threat did not
actually cause Gonzalez to be in sustained fear, as required by law. Gonzalez stated that M.
Hernandez was just being drunk and trying to provoke a fight. After the threat was made,
Gonzalez stayed at the party. Such actions are not those of someone who was in sustained fear
of his life or physical safety.

As such, the People cannot prove beyond a reasonable doubt that M. Hernandez committed the
crime of criminal threats against Gonzalez.

Deputy David Silverio
Battery against Escobedo

Contreras stated he saw Silverio hold Escobedo against a chain link fence yelling, “I got him.
Get away." Contreras’s account is inconsistent with statements made by Gonzalez, Escobedo,
and Casas — all of whom claimed it was M. Hernandez who pressed Escobedo against the chain
link fence. Given the conflicting statements regarding this act, there is insufficient evidence to
prove Silverio committed this crime.

CONCLUSION

The evidence examined in this investigation shows that all involved individuals had consumed
alcohol, the area in question was dark and unlit, many contradictory statements were made by
both witnesses and the parties involved, and everyone involved has potential bias. These factors
taken together raise a reasonable doubt as to whether M. Hernandez, Rodriguez, Silverio, and
Munoz committed the alleged crimes. As such, there is insufficient evidence to prove beyond a
reasonable doubt that any of the suspects committed any crimes. Therefore, we are closing our
file and will take no further action in this matter.
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