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CPD and the federal government into a CP officer doesn't
| ead to charges, does CPD ever still do anything?
Do they still ever act?
MR BATTLE: (Going to object to the fact that
i ncompl ete hypothetical. Go ahead and answer,
i f you can.

A Soif it didn't lead to crimnal charges, then
sonmetimes CPD would do internal investigation. Because
it mght not lead to any crimnal charges, but it could
be something that was a violation of policy, or things
of that nature. So we would still ook at the
investigation at the conclusion of the crimnal portion.

Q Were you ever given any specifics about any of
the evidence that the federal government with CPD
devel oped agai nst Watts and ot her nembers of this teanf

A No.

Q Did you ever ask for that information?

A So with Watts and Mohammad, they were -- prior
to nme becom ng superintendent, as far as | knew, they
had been indicted, went to prison. | don't know if they
were out of prison at the time that | becane
superintendent. So, there would' ve been no need for ne
to inquire about them As far as the other menbers of
the team goes, when we got notification fromthe state's

attorney's office concerning their credibility issues,
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| knew that | personally reached out to the

US Attorney's office and the FBI to ask them did they
have anything at that point that would suggest that |
shoul d take further action against those officers?

If they could share it with me, fine.

If not, | understood. But if | were to take a job
action against them was -- did they have any reason to
think that they had evidence that would suggest that?
And t hey said, no.

Q Who did you talk to at the US Attorney's
of fice?

A It would've been -- | can't renenber if Zach
Fardon was the US Attorney at the tine or John Lausch,
but whi chever one of themwas in charge, | woul d' ve
reached out to that person.

Q Did you talk directly to the US Attorney at
the tine?

A Yes.

Q When did you nake that -- was it a call or a
letter or --

A No, it was a phone call

Q And about what tine period did you nake that
cal | ?

A It woul d've been around the tine we received

t hose docunents.
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Q November 201772

A Yes.

Q s it a call that had been set up by, like, a
staff menber or did you just pick up the phone and call?

A No, we had personal relationships, so |
woul d' ve just picked up the phone and call ed.

Q About how | ong was the conversation or
conversations?

A My best recollection, maybe 10 m nutes or so.

Q Was it just one phone call?

A Phone call for me asking if there was anything
| shoul d be concerned with, and then the phone -- the
return call saying no.

Q So it wasn't |ike you called, they said
i mredi ately no. They |ooked into it.

A No, they looked -- they -- I"'mgoing to
assume they | ooked into it because they -- it was a few
days before both of them got back to ne.

Q Wio did you talk to at the FBI?

A It woul d've been the SAC. Jeff Sallette.

Q |'"msorry. Could you spell that |ast name?

A SAL-L-E-T-T-E, | believe. He mght get ne
if I msspell his nane.

Q Jeff Sallette, though?

A Yes.
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Q Ckay.

A To the best of ny know edge.

Q He's the special agent in charge of the
Chicago office at the time?

A Correct.

Q Was it the sane process? You just picked up
t he phone, called and he called you back |ater?

A Correct.

Q And what specifically did you ask either
Fardon or Lausch, and then Sallette?

A | don't remenber specifically how the
conversation went, but | would have said, "Listen,
| have these officers that can no |onger testify at
court that were involved in the Watts case. |f there's
any reason | should have a concern about any crim nal
activity or any evidence that mght come forward |ater,
that woul d suggest they shouldn't be on the street.
You don't have to share it with me if you can't, but at
the very least, | need to know so that | can relieve
them of their police powers if that's appropriate.”

Q Did you just ask them about crimnal activity?

A Any activity that woul d suggest relieving them
of their police powers.

Q Did you give themany guidelines about what

activity would warrant relieving themof police powers?
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A No.

Q In your mnd, what types of activity would you
have been | ooking for that woul d' ve justified relieving
those officers of their police powers?

MR. BURNS: (bjection to formof question.
M5. VEST: Joi n.

A It woul dn't have been anything specifically,
but if there's a crimnal investigation, it would be
crimnal allegations, | would inagine. So, | -- there
was not hing that specifically, because | didn't want to
taint that response fromthem | just wanted to know i f
there was sonething that | should be concerned about.

Q Did you go back and ask anyone in |nternal

Affairs the sane question?

A So when you say sane question, was there
anything that CPD should be concerned wth?

Q Yeah. So, did you go back to -- it was a
joint investigation, right? So, | -- let me back up a
sec. | was nmeking an assunption but tell ne if |I'm

right about this. You called the FBI and the US
Attorney's office because you knew they did a joint
I nvestigation into, at |east Watts and Mohammad, right?
A Correct.
Q And you are aware that, and would' ve, at a

m ni mum i ncl uded | ooking at other officers' activities?
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A Correct.

Q That's the reason you called themto ask if
there was anything they knew about the other officers
that would warrant relieving themof police powers,
right?

A Correct.

Q And the joint investigation included the
Chi cago Police Department?

A Correct.

Q So did you go back and talk to the division or
divisions at CPD that were involved in the joint
I nvestigation?

A Yeah. | spoke to themprior to reaching out
to the US Attorney and the FBI

Q Ckay. Wo did you speak to at the CPD before
you reached out to the FBI and the US Attorney?

A | woul d have asked the CGeneral Counsel if she
had any information. And | don't recall if Eddie Welch
or Keith Callaway were the chiefs, both of them at
different times were Chiefs of Internal Affairs, but
whoever the Chief was at the time, | woul d have inquired
to that person if there was sonething there that we had
internally that would suggest relieving themof their
pol i ce powers.

Q And were those -- did you get no answer for
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