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3DJH 3DJH
1 1 PROCEEDINGS
3DJH 2
352&((",176 3 VIDEOGRAPHER:: This is the video deposition of
,5(&7 (;$0,1$7,21 %< 05 5$86&+(5 4 Eddie Johnson taken by Loevy & Loevy in the matter
&5266 (;$0,187,21 %< 06 :(67 5 of Watts Coordinated Pretrial Proceedings, Civil
6 Action No. 19-CV-01717, held at Loevy & Loevy, 311
(;+,%,76 7 North Aberdeen Street, Chicago, Illinois 60607.
3DJH 8 Today is August 31, 2022. The time is 1:09. Court
&, 7< %* 9 Reporter is Kortney Chase of Churchill Reporting.
$QVZHUV WR /LRQHO :KLWH ,QWHUURJDWRUYUHV The videographer is Rick Casper. The Counsel can
3/ -2,17 11  now introduce themselves and the Court Reporter's
&23% :$776 12 free to administer the oath.
'2- SHSRUW 13 MR. RAUSCHER: Scott Rauscher on behalf of the
14 Plaintiffs represented by Loevy & Loevy and the
15  Watts Coordinated Proceedings.
16 MR. FLAXMAN: Joel Flaxman for the Flaxman
17  Plaintiffs. Collin Gill from my office is also
18  present.
19 MR. BATTLE: Kenneth Battle on behalf of the
20 witness, Eddie Johnson.
21 MR. BURNS: Terrence Burns on behalf of the
22 City of Chicago Defendants.
23 MR. KOSOKO: Ahmed Kosoko on behalf of Ronald
24 TWatts.
25 MR. PALLES: FEric Palles on behalf of Kallat
3DJH 3DJH
67,38/$7,21 1 Moharmad. And I got to tell you, I can't hear
2 anything. Or actually, it's very low.
7KH 9,"(2 GHSRVLWLRQ RI ("',( -2+1621 zDV WDNHQ BW /2(9< MR, IEINENWEBER: Tom Leinenweber on behalf of
12(9< 1257+ $%(5'((1 675((7 7+,5')/225 4 Matthew Cadman and Michael Spaargaren.
&+,&%%2 ,/1,12,6 RQ :('1(6'$< WKH 67 GD\ RI| 5 MS. WEST: Allyson West on behalf of the
$8*867 bw S P VDLG GHSRVLWLRQ ZDV WDNHQ  remaining individual Defendant Officers.
SXUVXDQW WR WKH )("(5$/ 5XOHV RI &LYLO 3URFHGXUH COURT REPORTER: Mr. Johnson, would you please
8 raise your right hand? Do you solemnly swear or

,W LV DJUHHG WKDW .2571(< &+$6( EHLQJ D 1R
DQG &RXUW 5HSRUWHU IRU WKH 6WDWH RI ,//,12
WKH ZLWQHVV DQG WKDW WKH UHDGLQJ DQG VL
FRPSOHWHG WUDQVFULSW E\ WKH ZLWQHVV LV

DUJ 3XEO4sirm that the testimony that you're about to give
610PD\ VZHDUe the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
VQLQJI RI VWK Rryth?

PRYW ZDLYHG THE WITNESS: Yes, I do.
13 COURT REPORTER: Thank you.
14 DIRECT EXAMINATION
15  BY MR. RAUSCHER:
16 Q  Can you say and spell your name please?
17 A Eddie Johnson, E-D-D-I-E J-O-H-N-S-O-N.
18 Q  And you're probably already aware of this.
19 We agreed with your Counsel on a three-hour time limit
20 today, and then we'll be asking you questions on certain
21 specific topics. I'm not going to spend time
22 memorializing that, but I trust that your Counsel will
23  jump in if he thinks that I'm going astray from that.
24 A Thank you.
25 MR. PALLES: Please, Scott. You must talk
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1 louder. 1 Q  How long ago did you work with, is it Nedra?
2 MR. RAUSCHER: I'm going to try my best, but I 2 A Nedra, yes.

3 mean, we're in Chicago. If you need to call in, we 3 Q How long ago did you work with Nedra?

4 can set up a dial-in or something. But I think 4 A So I was a sergeant in the Fifth District from
5 everyone here can hear me. I'll do my best. 5 2000 -- I'm sorry, 1998 to, I believe, 2001.

0 MR. PALLES: All right. I mean, all right. 6 Q She was in the Fifth District during that

7 Fine. I'll -- maybe I'll do that the next part. 7 time?

8 Okay, thanks. 8 A Correct.

9 BY MR. RAUSCHER: 9 0 What was her job in the Fifth District?

10 Q  Were you the Superintendent of the Chicago 10 A She was on patrol to the best of my

11  Police Department? 11 recollection.

12 A Yes. 12 0 Did you ever talk to her about her husband?
13 Q  What years did you serve as superintendent? 13 A No.

14 A Rpril of 2016 through December of 2019. 14 Q To your knowledge, have you ever talked to

15 Q  Were you with CPD before April 2016? 15 Al Jones?

16 A Yes. 16 A T may have bumped into him maybe, but I -- I'd
17 Q  How many years did you serve in the police 17 be guessing, but I don't recall talking to him.

18  department? 18 Q  Did you ever work in the Second District?

19 A I served a total of 31 years with the Chicago 19 A No.

20 Police Department. 20 Q  Had you heard of -- when was the first time
21 Q  Did you know Ronald Watts? 21  you heard of Ronald Watts?

22 A Personally? 22 A I would be guessing. I don't recall the
23 Q Personally. 23 year, but I -- when things happened and it was reported
24 A No. 24 on the news, that's my first recollection of hearing
25 Q What about Kallat Mohammad? 25 about Ronald Watts.
3DJH 3DJH

1 A No. 1 Q And was that around the time when he was

2 Q  Did you know -- do you know any members of 2 arrested or around the time when exoneration started

3 the Watts team personally? 3 happening?

4 A No. 4 A It would've been the time he was arrested.

5 Q Do you know who Al Jones is? 5 Q  What was your job with CPD around 20127

6 A Yes. 6 A 20122 2012, I believe I was the Deputy Chief
7 Q Do you know him personally? 7  of Area Central, which -- so 2012, I believe I was

8 A I know who he is, but I don't have a —- I 8 Deputy Chief of Area Four at some time. And I believe
9 never had a personal relationship with him. No. 9 that's the year we consolidated. And then I would've
10 Q  When you say you know who he is, you mean like 10 been a Deputy Chief of Area Central.

11  you recognize him or you knew of him, or something else? 11 Q  Were you ever briefed by anyone on Watts' or
12 A I may recognize him if I were to bump into him 12 Mohammad's arrest?

13 on the street. I'm not sure. But I don't recall ever 13 A No.

14 working with him. I just know who he is because his son 14 Q  Were you ever involved in any discussions

15 played baseball with Jackie Robinson West and so did I 15 whether formal or informal at CPD about those arrests?
16 at one time. 16 A No.

17 Q  How do you know that fact? 17 Q  Did you ever talk to anybody about those

18 A That his son played baseball? I saw him. 18 arrests around that time, around 2012?

19 Q  Okay. You saw his son playing? 19 A Not that I recall.

20 A Yes. 20 Q  Was there a time when you were Superintendent
21 Q  How did you know who it was? 21  of the Chicago Police Department when you learned more
22 A By his name. His mom, I believe her first 22 about Watts and Mohammad in mid-2013?

23  name is Nedra Jones, used to work -- we -- she and I 23 A While I was superintendent?

24 used to work together in the Fifth District at one 24 Q  Yes.

25 point. So, I'm more familiar with her than I am him. 25 A Not so much Watts and Mohammad, but about the
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1 other officers involved. 1 Q  From anyone?
2 Q  So maybe let's back up one step. Was there 2 A To the best of my recollection when Charise
3 any time when you learned any of the circumstances of 3 and I discussed it, I said to her, "When you get that
4 Watts' or Mohammad's arrests or the reason for those 4 information, let me know."
5 arrests? 5 Q  Did she say to you, "I'm asking for more
0 A No. I don't recall ever being briefed about 6 information," and you said, "let me know what you find
7 the specific details of their arrests. I knew they had 7 out?"
8  Dbeen arrested and went to prison, but I don't recall 8 A Something to that effect.
9 ever being briefed about the specifics of their arrests. 9 Q  And when you said you don't think you got
10 Q  And does that include while you were 10 that -- that CPD didn't get that information, are you
11  superintendent you don't think you were briefed on the 11 Dbasing it on the fact that you never heard more about it
12 specifics of their arrests? 12 or is there something more specific?
13 A No, by the time I became superintendent, 13 A I'm basing it on the fact that I never heard
14 they had already been arrested, in prison, may have been 14 anything additional.
15 out of prison. I really can't say. 15 Q  And you would've expected her or someone else
16 Q  All right, but you learned about members of 16 to come follow up with you if they would've learned
17  their team while you were superintendent; is that right? 17 more; is that right?
18 A Correct. 18 A Correct.
19 Q  What did you learn about members of the Watts 19 Q  Was that a -- do you remenber any other
20 team while you were the superintendent? 20 instances while you were superintendent where you had
21 A So while I was superintendent, I can recall 21 learned that the Cook County State's Attorney's office
22 being informed that the State's Attorney's Office was no 22 was not going to be calling CPD officers to testify at
23 longer going to call some members that were affiliated 23  trial because of credibility concerns?
24 with Watts and Mohammad. They would no longer call them 24 A I don't recall. 1I'd be guessing right now,
25  to testify at court proceedings. 25 but there may have been instances, but I don't recall
3DJH 3DJH
1 Q  Is there anything else you learned about the 1 any specific other times where that occurred.
2  team while you were superintendent? 2 Q  Was it uncommon then in your experience for
3 A To the best of my recollection, 3 the CCSAO to make this type of request?
4 that was -- that was about it. 4 A T had heard, and it might not have been as my
5 Q  Who told you that the CCSAO wasn't going to 5 time as superintendent, but I could have been deputy
6 call some members of the Watts and Mohammad team to 6 chief or chief, and I had heard about certain officers
T testify? 7 not being allowed to come testify at Cook County Court.
8 A To the best of my recollection, I believe it 8 Yes.
9 was the General Counsel, Charise Valente. 9 Q What was your -- you know, we've talked about
10 Q  What did she tell you? 10 in general temms at least your discussion with
11 A She told me that she had received notification 11 Ms. Valentine's -- Ms. Valentine?
12 from the state's attorney's office that they would no 12 A Valente.
13 longer call these particular officers to testify in 13 Q  Valente. Sorry. With Ms. Valente. What was
14 criminal proceedings. 14 your reaction -- what was your reaction, gut reaction
15 Q  Did she say why? 15 when you heard that a bunch of officers weren't going to
16 A She said that they had concerns about their 16 be called to testify?
17  credibility concerning the Watts and Mohammad 17 A I wanted to know what was the circumstances
18 investigation. 18 that they came to that decision. TWhat was it based on?
19 Q  Did she explain what those concerns about 19 Q  Did you have concerns when you heard that?
20 credibility were in any detail? 20 A Well, of course. You know, being the
21 A No. To the best of my recollection, she asked 21 superintendent, if I -- if I hear that a group of
22 them for further information, but as far as I know, 22 officers aren't going to be called anymore, then yeah,
23 we never received anything in furtherance. 23 I want to know why.
24 Q Did you ask for more information? 24 Q  Did you do anything internally other than ask
25 A From whom? 25 for more -- ask someone to go get more information? Did




3DJH

3DJH

1 you do anything internally to look into why the CCSA0 1  keep track of officers that would no longer be able to
2 made -- might have made the decision it made? 2 testify.
3 A Well, internally, we wouldn't be able to 3 Q And who do you think -- who do you think is
4 figure that out. They would have to tell us. They made 4 more likely to have tracked it? Internal Affairs, the
5 that decision. So, it -- internally there would be 5 General Counsel or both?
6 nothing for us to do except to ask them why they came to 6 A T would think both would have knowledge of it.
7 that decision. 7 Q  And why do you think that they would've -- why
8 Q  Did you or anyone else, to your knowledge, 8 do you think they track -- let me rephrase. What's the
9 talk to any of the officers at the CCSAO? I'm going 9 Dbasis for your belief that they may have tracked this
10 to -- let me rephrase that. Did you ever talk to any of 10 information?
11  the affected officers about the CCSAO's decision? 11 A Because if officers were no longer be called
12 A Me, personally? 12 as witnesses at criminal proceedings, we wouldn't want
13 Q  Yeah. 13 them to be involved in any litigation or court cases or
14 A No. 14 criminal cases, because the credibility of the case
15 Q  Did you direct anybody at CPD to talk to any 15 would be in jeopardy and those officers could taint that
16 of the officers about the state's attorney's decision 16 particular case. So, it would be incumbent on us to
17 not to call them to testify? 17 keep track of who those individuals were.
18 A No. 18 Q  Would -- were there any repercussions for the
19 Q Do you know if anyone at CPD did talk to the 19 officers internally based on the county state's
20 officers about the state's attorney's decision to not 20 attorney's decision not to call them to testify?
21 call them to testify? 21 A Yes.
22 A I don't know. 22 Q  All right. What were the repercussions for
23 Q  Does the department have any sort of tracking 23  the officers?
24 system for when the state's attorney says we're not 24 A So because the Cook County State Attorney's
25 calling someone because of credibility reasons? 25 Office would no longer use them as witnesses in court
3DJH 3DJH
1 MR. BATTLE: Scott, when you get through the 1
2 questions like that, I just want to make sure you're
3 asking him about his personal knowledge, right?
4 MR. RAUSCHER: To his knowledge they
5 haven't --
6 MR. BATTLE: Yeah. Sure, I understand.
7 I just want to make sure we're all on the same page.
8 Go ahead. I'm sorry. That's no problem. That's
9 okay.
10 A So, my personal knowledge, the only tracking
11  mechanism that we may have had, and again, I would be
12 guessing, but I would imagine if we did have a tracking
13 mechanism, Internal Affairs would be aware of it as well
14 as the General Counsel's office.
15 BY MR. RAUSCHER:
16 Q Do you know whether Internal Affairs or the
17 General Counsel's office tracked that type of
18 information while you were superintendent?
19 A I couldn't emphatically say yes, I did.
20 Q Do you have any -- what's your best guess?
21  You did or you didn't?
22 A I -—-1--
23 MR. BURNS: Objection to the form of the
24 question.
25 A My best guess would be that, yes, they did






































































