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Page 2 Page 4
1 APPEARANCES 1 APPEARANCES ( CONTI NUED)
2 2
3 ON BEHALF OF THE PLAI NTI FFS, RI CKEY HENDERSON, SHAUN 3 ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANTS, MATTHEW CADVAN, M CHAEL
4 JAMES, JAMAR LEW S, TAURUS SM TH: 4 SPAARGARN:
5 Scott Rauscher, Esquire 5 Mchael Schalka, Esquire
6 G anna G zzi, Esquire 6 Lei nenweber Baroni & Daffada LLC
7 Loevy & Loevy 7 120 North LaSalle Street
8 311 North Aberdeen Street 8 Suite 2000
9 Third Fl oor 9 Chicago, Illinois 60602
10  Chicago, Illinois 60607 10  Tel ephone No.: (866) 786-3705
11 Tel ephone No.: (312) 243-5900 11 E-mail: njs@]I esq.com
12 E-mai |l : scott @ oevy.com 12 (Appeared via vi deoconf erence)
13  gizzi @oevy.com 13
14 14 ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT, RONALD WATTS:
15 ON BEHALF OF THE PLAI NTI FFS, FLAXMAN PLAI NTI FFS: 15 Li sa McEl roy, Esquire
16 Kennet h Fl axman, Esquire 16 Johnson & Bel |
17 Kenneth N. Flaxman, P.C. 17 33 West Monroe Street
18 200 South M chigan Avenue 18 Suite 2700
19 Suite 201 19 Chicago, Illinois 60603
20 Chicago Illinois 60604 20 Tel ephone No.: (630) 765-7766
21  Tel ephone No.: (312) 427-3200 21 E-mail: ntelroyl @bl td. com
22 E-mai | : knf @enl aw. com 22 (Appeared via videoconference)
23 (Appeared via videoconference) 23
24 24
25 25
Page 3 Page 5
1 APPEARANCES ( CONTI NUED) 1 APPEARANCES ( CONTI NUED)
2 2
3 ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT, KALLATT MOHAMVED: 3 ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANTS, ROBERT GONZALEZ, MANUEL
4 Eric Palles, Esquire 4 LEANO, DOUGAS NI CHOLS, JUNI OR, CALVIN RI DGELL, CGEROVE
5 Dal ey Mohan Grobl e 5 SUMMVERS, JUNI OR, LAMONI CA LEW S, JOHN RODRI GUEZ,
6 55 West Monroe Street 6 ELSWORTH SM TH, ALVI N JONES, DARRYL EDWARDS, REBECCA
7 Suite 1600 7 BOGARD, BRI AN BOLTON, M GUEL CABRALES, FRANKI E LANE:
8 Chi cago, Illinois 60603 8 Wl liamE. Bazarek, Esquire
9  Tel ephone No.: (312) 422-9999 9 Hale & Mnico
10 E-mai | : epal | es@al eynbhan. com 10 Monadnock Bui | di ng
11 (Appeared via vi deoconf erence) 11 53 West Jackson Boul evard
12 12 Suite 337
13 ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT CI TY OF CHI CAGO 13 Chi cago, Illinois 60604
14 Dani el Nol and, Esquire 14  Tel ephone No.: (312) 341-9646
15 Reiter Burns 15 E-mai | : web@+al eMoni co. com
16 311 South Wacker Drive 16 (Appeared via videoconference)
17  Suite 5200 17
18 Chicago, Illinois 60606 18
19 Tel ephone No.: (312) 982-0090 19
20 E-mail: dnol and@eiterburns.com 20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24
25 25
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Page 6 Page 8
1 I NDEX 1 STI PULATI ON
2 Page 2
3 PROCEEDI NGS 9 3 The VIDEO deposition of JUAN RI VERA was taken at LOEVY
4 DI RECT EXAM NATI ON BY MR RAUSCHER 11 4 & LOEVY, 311 NORTH ABERDEEN STREET, THI RD FLOOR,
5 CONFI DENTI AL PORTI ON | REDACTED 91 5 CHI CAGD | LLINO' S 60607, via videoconference in which
6 CONFI DENTI AL PORTI ON || REDACTED 110 6 some participants attended remotely, on WEDNESDAY t he
7 CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, BAZAREK 120 7 6th day of SEPTEMBER 2023 at 12:33 p.m (CT); said
8  CONFI DENTI AL PORTION ||| REDACTED 123 8  VIDEO deposition was taken pursuant to the FEDERAL
9 9 Rules of Givil Procedure.
10 10
11 EXH BI TS 11 It is agreed that SYDNEY LITTLE, being a Notary Public
12 Exhi bi t Page 12 and Court Reporter for the State of ILLINOS, may swear
13 1 - Internal Affairs Division Confidential 13 the witness and that the reading and signing of the
14 I nvestigation Section To From Menorandum 14 conpleted transcript by the witness is not waived.
15 Sept ember 17, 2004 - PL JO NT 010946 80 15
16 2 - Internal Affairs Division Confidential 16
17 I nvestigation Section To From Menorandum 17
18 Sept ember 21, 2004 - PL JO NT 010844 82 18
19 3 - Letter Septenber 22, 2004 - 19
20 PL JO NT 010861 84 20
21 4 - Internal Affairs Division Confidential 21
22 I nvestigation Section To From Menorandum 22
23 Sept enber 27, 2004 - PL JO NT 010877 86 23
24 6 - Federal Bureau of Investigation Report - 24
25 PL JO NT 001092- 001106 90 25
Page 7 Page 9
1 EXH BI TS ( CONTI NUED) 1 PROCEED NS
2 2
3 7 - Bureau of Professional Standards 3 THE REPCRTER  Ckay. V¢'re on the record. M
4 Internal Affairs Division 4 naneis Sydney Little. |'mthe online video
5 January 21, 2010 - CITY-BG 011616 5 technician and court reporter today representing
6 ((CONFI DENTI AL) 91 6 Kentuckiana Court Reporters located at 730 Vst
7 8 - Detailed List of Chronol ogical Events in 7 Min Sreet, Suite 101, Louisville, Kentucky 40202.
8 Investigation - CITY-BG 023858- 023859 8 Today is the 6th day of Septenber 2023. The tine
9 ( CONFI DENTI AL) 98 9 is12:33 p.m, Central. V¢ are convened in person
10 9 - Internal Affairs Division Confidential 10 and by video conference to take the deposition of
11 I nvestigation Section To From Menorandum 11 Juan Rverainthe natter of Inre: Wtts
12 June 15, 2010 - CITY-BG 011614-011615 12 (oordinated Pretrial Proceedings pending in the
13 ((CONFI DENTI AL) 99 13 lnhited States District Court for the Northern
14 10 - Conplaint Register Report 14 District of Illinois Eastern Dvision. Master
15 Sept ember 17, 2004 - O TY-BG 011620 15 Docket Case nunber 19-Cv-01717. WII everyone, but
16 (CONFI DENTI AL) 101 16 the witness, please state your appearance, how
1711 - Illinois Traffic Crash Report PL JONT 17 you're attending, and the |ocation you're attending
18 010860- 010911 105 18 fromstarting with Plaintiff's counsel ?
19 12 - Federal Bureau of Investigation Report 19 MR RAUSCHER Scott Rauscher for the
20 Novenber 23, 2011 - FBI000014-000016 20 Paintiffs represented by Loevy and Loevy, and I'm
21 (CONFI DENTI AL) 109 21 attending in person at our office in Chicago.
22 22 MR FLAXMAN | amKenneth Haxnman for the
23 23 Faxman Paintiffs, attending remotely.
24 24 M NOAND Daniel --
25 25 MR PALLES: FEric Palles for Kallatt Mhanmed,

Kentuckiana Reporters
30 South Wacker Drive, 22nd Floor
Chicago, Tllinois 60606

KENTUCKIANA

502.589.2273 Phone
502.584.0119 Fax
schedule@kentuckianareporters.com
www.kentuckianareporters.com

— COURT REPORTERS ——




Case: 1:17-cv-02877 Document #: 262-8 Filed:

04/30/25 Page 5 of 33 PagelD #:17477

Page 10 Page 12
1 remotely fromny office in Chicago. 1 Frst Dstrict. In'94, | was promoted to sergeant, and
2 MR BAZAREK  WIliamBazarek for the 2 so | was assigned to Fourth District as a Field sergeant
3 individual defendants represented by Hale and 3 upuntil 1996. In'96, | ended up assigned to Sunmer
4 Mnico. |'mrenote, I'min Chicago. 4 Mbile as a supervisor.
5 M5. MELROY: Lisa MHroy fromJohnson and 5 Q Didyou say Sunmer Mobile?
6 Bell for Defendant Wtts, attending remotely from 6 A Summer Mbbile. And subsequently went to unit
7 (hi cago. 7 of assignnent was Narcotics and starting in '96 al so as
8 MR SCHALKA'  Mchael Schal ka on behal f of 8 astreet -- street corner -- Sreet Corner supervisor.
9 Defendants Spaargaren and Cadnan, appearing 9 Fromthere, '96to '98, as the Street Enforcement in '98
10 remotely from Chi cago. 10 to 2003, a sergeant of a long-termNarcotics
11 MR NLAND Daniel Noland for the Aty of 11 investigation team Fromthere, | was subsequently
12 (hicago, certain supervisory Defendants, and the 12 promoted to |ieutenant, reassigned to the Fifth Dstrict
13 witness. 13 as afield lieutenant. In 2000 -- | think, Mrch of
14 THE REPCRTER  Thank you. M. Rvera, wll 14 2004, | was reassigned to Internal Affairs as the
15 you please state your name for the record? 15  comandi ng officer of the Confidential section. And I
16 THE WTNESS. M nane is Juan Rvera. First 16 was there until July of 2005. And at that point | was
17 nane, J-UAN Last name, RI-V-ERA 17 promoted, reassigned as the conmander of the 25th
18 THE REPCRTER ~ Thank you. Do all parties 18 District, Gand and Central. | was there until -- until
19 agree that the witness is, in fact, Juan R vera? 19 2008, reassigned to -- it was a lateral reassignnent to
20 MR RAUSCHER  Yes. 20 commander of the -- of Area Four Detective division.
21 MR FLAXMAN  Yes. 21 That sanme year, 2008, | was pronoted to deputy chief of
22 MR NLAND  VYes. 22 Aea Five patrol, and | was there until March of 2009.
23 MR SCHALKA  Yes. 23 | was pronoted again as the chief of internal -- the
24 M5. MELROY:  Yes. 24 Bureau of Internal Affairs. And | remained there until
25 MR PALLES VYes. 25 the end of ny career, which was at 2015.

Page 11 Page 13
1 THE REPCRTER  Geat. Thank you. S, can 1 Q And did you voluntarily retire in 2015?
2 you pl ease raise your right hand? Do you sol emnly 2 A Yes.
3 swear or affirmthat the testinony you' re about to 3 Q Do you collect a pension?
4 give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 4 A Yes.
5 nothing but the truth? 5 Q Have you worked at all since 2015?
6 MR SCHALKA  Yes, | do. Thank you. Counsel, 6 A N
7 you nay begin. 7 Q You vere a tactical teamofficer for a couple
8 D RECT EXAM NATI N 8 years, '92to'94; is that right?
9 BY MR RASCHR 9 A The First District, yes.
10 Q Aevyou currently enpl oyed? 10 Q Were did the -- where did that -- where was
11 A N. 11 the Frst District in'92to '94?
12 Q  Wat was your |ast job? 12 A A that time, it was 11 East 11th Street.
13 A (hief of Internal Affairs in the Chicago 13 Q And what area of the city did it cover?
14 Police Departnent. 14 A Actually, the -- the central downtown area.
15 Q Hwlong were you with the Chicago Police 15 Probably fromthe river south to, at that time -- |
16  Departnent? 16 don't knowif it was just up to Cermak or close to
17 A Approxinately 30 years. 17 Cermak and to the |ake.
18 Q  Wat were the years that you worked for the 18 Q  Wat were your responsibilities as a tactical
19  Chicago Police Departnent? 19 teamofficer?
20 A From1986 to 2015. 20 A It was to aggressively investigate crines of
21 Q Wat roles did you have over the years at CPD? 21 property and al so any narcotics, gun related incidents.
22 A | started off as a Patrol Cfficer in the Third 22 Q Is narcotics and gun related incidents, were
23 District back in"87. | was there until 1989. | then 23 you describing two separate things when you said that?
24 was reassigned to Qun Task Force officer from'89 to 24 A | -- it should be gun related and narcotics,
25 '92. Fom'92to '94, | was a Tactical officer in the 25 it'sthe--it'sthe sane thing. Yes. It'snot --it's

Kentuckiana Reporters
30 South Wacker Drive, 22nd Floor
Chicago, Tllinois 60606

KENTUCKIANA

502.589.2273 Phone
502.584.0119 Fax
schedule@kentuckianareporters.com
www.kentuckianareporters.com

— COURT REPORTERS ——




Case: 1:17-cv-02877 Document #: 262-8 Filed:

04/30/25 Page 6 of 33 PagelD #:17478

Page 14 Page 16
1 not just drugs, but | nean, it's the sane thing with 1 THE REPCRTER ~ Karen who?
2 narcotics. 2 A Rovan.
3 Q  Wien -- you said you were charged with 3 BY MR RASCHR
4 aggressively investigating those? 4 Q  Had you worked with Karen Rowan before she
5 A Yes. 5 asked you to cone over?
6 Q Wat do you nean by aggressively investigate? 6 A N
7 A Wth being a TAC officer, you actual ly vere 7 Q Do you know why she -- did she tell you why
8 able to dedicate additional time for surveillance and 8 she asked you?
9 target certain |ocations versus being in a squad car. 9 A She understood that | had the background in
10 Q  Less reactive policing, more proactive? 10 Narcotics, including, you know surveillance and Title
11 A Mre -- nore proactive, | guess. 11 Threes.
12 Q How many nenbers of your TAC teamwere there, 12 Q Wat do you nean by Title Threes?
13 if you renenber? 13 A Wre -- viretaps.
14 A Anywhere fromeight to ten. 14 Q  And how had you gai ned experience with Title
15 Q Vés it an assignment you asked for? 15  Threes?
16 A Yes. 16 A It was narcotics related, these operations. V¢
17 Q Od you ever see anyone in your teamplant 17 woul d have informants inserted into the organization.
18  drugs on anyone? 18  They woul d then provide information where we were able
19 A M. 19 to proceed into wiretaps of phones to further the
20 Q Didyou get any CRs filed against you when you 20 investigations.
21 were a TAC team nenber ? 21 Q Wen you -- what roles at CPD did you have
22 A | don't believe so, but | could be wong. It's 22 where you were involved -- so before you got to I AD
23 -- it's been so |ong. 23 what roles at CPD did you have where you were invol ved
24 Q Do you know if anyone on your teamwas accused 24 in obtaining wretaps?
25 of planting drugs as a TAC teamof ficer? 25 A It was Long-term Narcotics Supervisor in,
Page 15 Page 17
1 A Again, | -- | don't recall anyone being 1 yeah, in NA@S or Narcotics.
2 accused of that. 2 Q  Wen you were in that role in NA@S, did you -
3 Q Did you request to nove over to Internal 3 - wvere all the informants who you teamworked with
4  Afairs? 4 registered with the Chicago Police Departnent?
5 A | -- 1 was asked to take a position there due 5 A Yes.
6 tothe fact that the lieutenant was retiring at 6 Q Wat was the process for registering an
7  Confidential. 7 informant with Chicago Police Departnent?
8 Q Wat -- who was retiring? 8 A It was a thorough background check. And
9 A Lieutenant Trancitello, | believeis -- 9 again, they were vetted and they were required to sign
10 Q Howdo you spell that? 10 docurents. It was actually a file that was kept by the
11 A | -- honestly, | don't wouldn't be able to 11 departnent.
12 tell you. 12 Q Do you know where those files were kept by the
13 Q You said Truncitello [sic]? 13 departnent ?
14 A Tranc, Trancitello. 14 A | believe there was soneone assigned, a
15 M NLAND |'d gowth, like, and thisis 15 supervisor, who had access to the files therein-- in
16 60 percent. T-RANGI-T-EL-L-Q Mke that 16  Narcotics.
17 50 percent. 17 Q And you said there was a thorough background
18 MR RAUSCHER It doesn't sound like it would 18 check, what did the background check consist of?
19 be right. Al right. V&Il nove on. 19 A Fromwhat -- what | understand it -- it
20 BY MR RAUSCHR 20 consisted of a background check to determ ne whet her
21 Q Al right. Soyou were at -- who asked you to 21 there -- that the individual wasn't wanted for any
22 take a positionin Internal Affairs? 22 crimes. They would also look at his crinmnal history.
23 A It was the assistant deputy superintendent in 23 Q  VWére you ever personally involved in running
24 charge of Internal Affairs at the tine, which was Karen 24 one of those background checks or reviewing it?
25  Rowan. 25 A N
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Page 18 Page 20
1 Q  And what's your understanding of what the 1 A That was a policy at the NAGS or Narcotics
2 background check was based -- what is your understanding 2 and Gangs |nvestigation Section.
3 of the background check based on? 3 Q Do you knowif that was a policy for any other
4 A It was to actually identify the person, to 4 sections?
5 make sure that person was who we said it was, or she 5 M NOLAND  (bject to the form
6 said, and alsolike -- Iike | nentioned earlier, nake 6 BY MR RAUSCHR
7 sure that they didn't have any outstanding warrants or 7 Q lhits, or divisions?
8 issues within our departnent or other agencies. 8 A That | wouldn't know
9 Q Andif they did have outstanding warrants, 9 Q Vs there any other experience that you had
10 woul d that disqualify themfrombeing an infornant? 10 gained over the years that made you particularly
11 A Yes. 11 qualified to work as a head of Confidential at Internal
12 Q And what is the basis for your belief that 12 Afairs?
13 this is the background check? 13 MR NLAND  (bjection. Form Foundation.
14 A It was a conversation | -- | had wth one of 14 You can answer.
15 ny officers who was handling one of the infornants. And 15 A Back -- again, going back to what | recall,
16 there's, again, | -- it happened years ago. There's a 16 there was an operation or an investigation taking place
17 file where | actually had to sign some of the forns. 17 at the tine and the |ieutenant who was in charge had
18 Q  Wo was the officer who you just mentioned? 18 limted know edge in terms of surveillance and
19 A | --1--therewas afew but | -- | don't 19 wiretapping, pen registers, and so on. And they were
20 renmenber exact|y which officer it was. 20 looking for soneone that obviously had that type of
21 Q You rean there were a few peopl e you had t hat 21 experience to further -- further the investigation.
22 conversation with or there were a fewwho it coul d have 22 BY MR RAUSCHR
23 been? 23 Q Isthat Trancitello?
24 A That it could have been. There was, you know, 24 A Yes.
25 | had a teamof again, seven, eight officers. | 25 Q H'stheonewthalinted experience with
Page 19 Page 21
1 renenber sone of themmnay have had registered 1 the pen registers, et cetera?
2 informants. Rght now off the top of ny head, | can't 2 MR NLAND  (bjection. Foundation. G
3 -- nmght be -- 3 ahead.
4 MR NOAND Before you identify nanes. |f 4 A Yes. Fromwhat | recall, yes.
5 there's any concern with confidentiality. | know 5 BY MR RAUSCHR
6 it's been a while. 6 Q  And do you know which investigation it was?
7 THE WTNESS:  Yeah. 7 M NLAD So | would caution you that if it
8 M NOLAND -- but if you have any, if there 8 is aninvestigation that wasn't -- didn't becone
9 woul d be, then please keep that in mnd, too. 9 public or if this otherw se would be confidential,
10 A | mean, I'mjust trying to think back which 10 then please keep that in mnd. V¢ also have the
11 officers were actively engaged with handling Os. And | 11 option of putting things under a protective order,
12 think the one that stands out is Rck Herrera, 12 if you have concerns that coul d be covered with
13 unfortunately he passed away. 13 that. | think I knowthe answer to this.
14  BY MR RAUSCHR 14 A Yeah, it was -- it was a successful operation.
15 Q Rck Herrera? 15 It was Restore Faith, Cperation Restore Faith.
16 A Yes. 16 BY MR RAUSCHR
17 Q Anddid-- were there any unregistered s who 17 Q Wat was Cperation Restore Faith?
18  your teamworked wth? 18 A It was a -- an investigation involving
19 M NLAND | think | just object tothe form 19 officers fromthe Seventh District Tact Teamwho were
20 of that. 20 involved in stealing or theft of drug deal er proceeds.
21 A No. They were required to be -- in order for 21 Q Wich officers were inplicated in Cperation
22 the O to be utilized, they were required to be 22 Restore Faith?
23 registered. 23 A There's afew The two that stand out was
24 BY MR RAUSCHRR 24 Corey Hagg and Broderick Jones. | can't recall the
25 Q Do you know where that requirenent canme fron? 25 other officers, but those two stand out.
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Page 22 Page 24
1 Q And was that ajoint investigation with 1 BY MR RAUSCHR
2 outside agencies or is that just OPD? 2 Q Wiy were you happy with the outcone of
3 A M understanding, it was initiated by CPD 3 (peration Restore Faith?
4 They requested assistance fromFBl, and it was actually 4 A Because we were actually able to arrest, not
5 officers fromny previous unit, the narcotics officers, 5 only the main target, but other officers that were
6 that actually tipped us off to a-- to the main target 6 assisting the -- the nain target.
7 following actual narcotics traffickers. 7 Q Vs the FB in charge of that investigation?
8 Q W was the main target? 8 A Yes.
9 A Broderick Jones. 9 Q Didthey dictate, you know, what investigative
10 Q Wat was your role in Cperation Restore Faith? 10 steps were taken?
11 A | was actually in charge of the officers 11 A Yes.
12 involved init. There were TAC officers involved in the 12 Q Didyou have any input into the investigation?
13 operation that were part of Internal Affairs 13 A | --inmany ways, | was able to ask what the
14 Qonfidential section. So | was in many ways involved in 14 progress -- what progress we were naking and what they
15 the -- the furtherance of the investigation. 15 needed for us to do in terns of assisting them But it
16 Q Hwlong did the investigation take? 16 was clear to me that it was going to be a conspiracy
17 A | would say alnost a year and a half. 17 case, and the charges woul dn't be all federal.
18 Somewhere -- | nean, | could be wong, but somewhere in 18 Q Howaquickly didit becone clear to you that it
19 that range. 19 was going to be a federal conspiracy case?
20 Q Didyouthink that was about howlong it 20 A Irediately after | arrived.
21 shoul d have taken? Vs that too slow for you? Too 21 Q Hwwould -- how did you know i medi at el y
22 fast? 22 after you arrived that it was going to be a federal
23 M NOLAND (bject tothe form Foundation. 23  conspiracy case?
24 I nconpl ete hypothetical. You can answer. 24 A During neetings wth the agents, they had
25 A Again, I'mnot 100 percent sure how long the 25 already taken certain steps in the investigation with
Page 23 Page 25
1 investigation was due to the fact that | -- that when I 1 federal informants and so on. So they were heading in
2 was assigned to that position, it was already ongoing, 2 that direction. That's the direction they were --
3 fromwhat | recall. So|'mnot 100 percent sure how 3 Q Did you have any concern, during the year and
4 long that aspect of it was. But | knowwhen | was 4 ahalf tine period when you were at |A and the
5 there, it probably was about a year and a half or year 5 investigation was ongoing, that the officers were out
6 and a fewnonths or sonewhere in that range. But it was 6 there comitting crines while still being active police
7 in-- it was active prior to nme being assigned to that 7 officers?
8 position. 8 A V¢ vere -- well, we were conducting
9 BY M RASHR 9 surveillances and actual |y nonitoring their -- their
10 Q Howdid the pace of the investigation seemto 10 conversations on phone. So if we did come across
11 you once you got in the position of head of Confidential 11  anything that sounded -- that woul d be a concern, we
12 at IA? 12 woul d depl oy our people to go out and conduct
13 M NOAND (bject tothe form G ahead. 13 surveillance on these individual s.
14 A Again, if these investigations are long-term 14 Q Wat do you nean by that?
15 that's what we consider them So we're | ooking to get 15 A If -- if they were planning sonething that was
16 conspiracies, wiretaps, pen registers. Soit -- it does 16 onthe -- the wiretap, the surveillance teamwould --
17 take some while. 17 woul d depl oy out to conduct surveillance of these
18 BY MR RAUSCHR 18 individuals. The -- the strategy was to videotape and
19 Q Just for this one specifically, didit seem 19 record anything that took place, including any crines,
20 like a, you know were you happy with the pace of it? 20 to prosecute themin the future.
21 M NOLAND (bject tothe form G ahead. 21 Q Vs there any sort of bal ancing done between
22 A | was happy with the outcome and that had a 22 the need to try to catch these officers comitting a
23 lot todowththe fact that we had patience and we 23 crine versus allowng themto be on the street still and
24 followed the course of the investigation, like I said, 24 potentially conmitting nore crimes?
25 with the actual surveillance and wiretaps. 25 M NOLAD (bject to the form Foundation.
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Page 26 Page 28
1 @ ahead. You can answer. 1 A Because it was a long-terminvestigation.
2 A | don't quite understand the question. 2 Q DOd-- vereyoutold-- were you kept up to
3  BY MR RASCHR 3 date so that you knewthe first tinme they were caught
4 Q Ckay. 4 comitting a crine?
5 A Interns of -- 5 A Mrethan likely | was, yes.
6 Q Soyou--isit fair to say that when you got 6 Q  And when that happened, did you do any sort of
7 intothat role as chief of Confidential at Internal 7 bal ancing between the need to nmake a federal case and
8 Affairs, you looked at this Restored Faith and you said 8 the need to get dirty police officers off the street?
9 "There's sonething wong here, these guys are doing 9 M NOLAD (pjection to the form G ahead.
10 something illegal"? | nean, you probably didn't say it 10 A Again, the only way to remove these officers
11 just like | saidit, but you |ooked at it and said, this 11 fromthe street is to continue the federal
12 is going to be a federal conspiracy, right? 12 investigation. Everything was under their jurisdiction.
13 A Yes. 13 Soit would have been difficult for me to insert nyself
14 Q And the fact that it was going to be a federal 14 and try to undernine the federal investigation.
15  conspiracy meant that there were police officers doing 15  BY MR RAUSCHR
16 things that were illegal ? 16 Q  So does that mean, no, you didn't do that
17 A It -- it neant that we nmay discover they were 17  balancing act that | asked about?
18 doing sonething illegal. A the tine when | first 18 MR NLAND  (bject tothe form but go ahead.
19 joined the investigation, they hadn't realized any 19 A | -- | nmean, we were aware and we had
20 progress in the investigation. It was only after | -- | 20 conversations regarding probably the acts that would --
21 actually arrived and received a phone call fromny 21 that took place, fromwhat | recall. Again, as |
22 previous teamnenbers in Narcotics that tipped us to 22 nmentioned earlier, the surveillance either observed them
23 this individual follow ng narcotics deal ers. 23 or actually videotaped sone of the acts.
24 Q  Wen you nean -- when you say "following," you 24 BY MR RAUSCHR
25 mean literally he would fol l ow narcotics deal ers and 25 Q  And when that happened, you didn't ook at it
Page 27 Page 29
1 take their noney? 1 and say, "Maybe we shoul d take themoff the street." And
2 A The main target, yes. 2 the reason you didn't do that is because you thought you
3 Q Wis there already a joint investigation wth 3 had to defer to the FBI?
4 the FB when you joined Confidential ? 4 MR NLAND (bject tothe form @ ahead.
5 A For that investigation, yes. 5 A Again, the -- the concern, it -- it was -- it
6 Q But it just -- no progress had been nade on 6 was there for all of us. But we understood that the
7 it? 7 only way to remove these officers fromthe street was to
8 A They weren't successful ininsertinga-- a-- 8 continue the investigation.
9 a-- again, I'mgoing back years, but they were 9 BY M RASHR
10 attenpting to insert human sources, A, confidential 10 Q And why was the only way to renove themfrom
11 informants, in order to obtain pen registers and work 11 the street to continue the investigation?
12 their way to a wretap. 12 A Because that -- that type of evidence was
13 Q Wat's a pen register? 13 necessary to -- to charge themand convict them
14 A It'sthe-- it's acourt order where -- where 14 Q Wat was the -- was there a way to renmove them
15 they actual Iy have the ability to nonitor the phone 15 fromthe street without a conviction?
16 calls that are made in terns of the nunbers that are 16 MR NLAND:  (bjection. Inconplete
17 being dial ed. 17 hypot hetical, but go ahead.
18 Q Sort of nowlike you get on a detailed phone 18 A Again, it wasn't our -- our -- at the ting, it
19 bill basically, right? 19 was not our decision to do that. | understood that they
20 A Yes. 20 wanted to charge themfederally, conspiracy, and that
21 Q Wre the officers who were inplicated in 21 was their goal. The other goal was, obviously they
22 (peration Restore Faith taken off of the street the 22 wanted to find out if other officers were involved. So
23 first time they were caught comitting a crine? 23 the -- the only way to do that is to continue this
24 A N. 24 operation, and -- and again, it's along- term
25 Q  And why was that? 25 operation, totry to determine if other officers are
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1 involved. M understanding wes that if we acted and 1 you, you could look at it and tell me which provision
2 stripped officers or renoved themoff the street, then 2 you woul d have been viol ating?
3 we failed probably to identify other officers that were 3 A | -- 1 couldn't answer that right now
4 probably involved in the same type of crimnal activity. 4 Q Al right. Véll, we can naybe get it on a
5 BY MR RASCHR 5 break and take a | ook.
6 Q Andis that sonething you had an understanding 6 MR NOLA\D (bjection. Mscharacterizes.
7 of at the tinme? 7 MR RAUSCHER Aml nischaracterizing? |
8 A Yes. | believe the information was that it 8 don't want do that.
9 wes either the ngjority of the teamsomewhat -- a few 9 A | --again, | -- | don't knowif for that
10 officers besides the main target fromthe team 10 particular case, there's certain facts that are entered
11 Q And so their concern on your end is, if | pull 11 into that 6(e) just based on that investigation. |
12 the first guy off the street and we caught him then we 12 don't recall. @ if it's a general 6(e) formset.
13 don't get the rest of then? 13 BY MR RAUSCHR
14 A Yes. 14 Q I'msorry, a general 6(e) what?
15 Q  But you understood there was not like there 15 A Form
16  was sone prohibition on you doing that that the FB 16 Q Forn?
17 coul d have or did inpose on CPD, right? 17 A Notification form
18 M NOLAND (hjection. Mscharacterize his 18 Q Wat isit -- what is 6(e) just in broad
19 testinony. @ ahead. 19  strokes?
20 A Again, if we-- if we had acted on our own, 20 A It's--it'sjust --
21 nunber one, there's no doubt that we woul d have been 21 MR NOLAND  (bjection. Legal conclusion. But
22 accused of obstructing their investigation. Sothat's 22 go ahead.
23 something that, you know, we take into consideration. 23 A Fromwhat | understood, it was a --
24 It's afederal investigation and the |ast thing we want 24 proceedings that took place under grand jury and all
25 todois obstruct something that they're involved in. 25 that remained sensitive and you weren't to disclose that
Page 31 Page 33
1 BY MR RAUSCHR 1 or violate any of those things that -- certain
2 Q Al right. Dd someone fromthe FBl tell you 2 requirenents that vere delineated in there with regards
3 -- you woul d be obstructing their investigationif you 3 tothat case.
4 took admnistrative action? 4 BY MR RAISCHR
5 A That was inplied. Again, they were grand jury 5 Q Adsoisit your belief that you could not
6 6(e) issues, and that was all part of that. 6 have removed an officer fromthe street wthout -- and
7 Q Wat does that mean? 7 under -- in-- as part of (peration Restore Faith
8 A VMiolating -- it's the -- the secrecy of the 8 without divulging grand jury secrets?
9 grand jury. And there were certain -- certain rules or 9 A Véll, it's sonething you woul d have to
10 things you have to follow If you violate them then 10 consider, and that's sonmething that's basically
11 you can actual ly be charged. 11 presented to you by the US-- US Attorney and the -- and
12 Q  And which act or restriction would you have 12 the FB agents.
13 been violating by taking admnistrative action? 13 Q Did you have access to what was being
14 A VeI, again, | don't have -- 14 presented to the grand jury?
15 M NLAND (hjection. Asked and answered, 15 MR NLAND  (bjection. Foundation. &
16 but go ahead. 16 ahead.
17 A Yeah. | don't have the 6(e) in-- in front of 17 A Again, thisis going back. | may been -- |
18 e, but it was delineated in-- inthe -- in the 6(e) 18 may have been nade aware of sone of the issues that were
19 notification that you receive. 19 inthe 6(e). | just don't recall specifically line per
20 BY MR RAUSCHR 20 line what it was.
21 Q The -- sothe -- you'd say -- when you say 21 BY MR RAUSCHR
22 6(e), that's federal rule of crinminal procedure? What 22 Q Wat is "the 6(e)"? Wat do you mean by that?
23 rule of 6(e) are you talking about? 23 A It's the notification that you are -- that
24 A Qand jury procedure. Secrecy. 24 they call 6(e), and you're included in that. In other
25 Q Soyou think if you had rule 6(e) in front of 25 words, people can actually discuss those itens in the
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1 6(e) grand jury secrecy list of itens or issues, they 1 Q Wen did that neeting take place?
2 can discuss themwith you, but you can't discuss them 2 A 1 -- 1 would have to say once | was cleared or
3 with anybody el se. 3 presented with the 6(e), which | -- | don't have a tine
4 Q And so -- okay. Anything else, any other 4 frame for that.
5 prohibitions you can think of against taking 5 Q Vs that toward the end of the investigation?
6 adnministrative action other than the fact that you may 6 A | -- 1 wouldn't be able to give you specific
7 have been included in the 6(e) group? 7 dates or tines.
8 MR NOLAND  Besides what he already said? So 8 Q  And when you say -- how did the AUSA nmake it
9 asked and answered. He's already testified to 9 clear that they would be the one to take action?
10 other things. G ahead. 10 A They told us, basically, thisis federally --
11 A Again it's-- it'srealy sinple. If | were 11 it's going to be federally charged. If there's
12 to request these officers be stripped, | would then have 12 something that can be charged or they're not going to
13 to have facts, docunents to justify that. And none of 13 charge it federally, they will ensure that we get
14 that was our property. That all was the federal 14 docurents to fol | ow through either state charge or
15 governnent's. 15 adnministratively, to relieve themand possibly
16 BY MR RAUSCHR 16  discipline or separate them
17 Q Wat do you mean it wasn't your property? 17 Q Andis this one of -- something where, you
18 A It -- everything generated on that 18  know, the feds cone in and then CPDjust has to kind of
19  investigation was theirs. 19 throwtheir hands up and say, "ell, if you're in charge,
20 Q Didyou ever ask themto use any of it? 20 you're in charge"?
21 A Ve -- weddat the conclusion of the 21 MR NOLAND  (hject to the form
22 investigation, yes. 22 Argunentative. But go ahead.
23 Q Anddidthey giveit to you? 23 A It cones down to the balancing act as to what
24 A | would have to -- 1'd be specul ating because 24 -- howbest to charge these officers. Soif you're
25 | -- 1 just don't knowif -- sometimes they give us 25 looking at state charges versus federal charges, you
Page 35 Page 37
1 certain documents, other tines, they won't. They 1 know that's usually the course of action. The federal
2 continue with the 6(e) issue. 2 charges are nore severe. And that's what we're usually
3 Q But you were part of the 6(e) group in that 3 looking or discussing at -- at that tinme, which charges.
4 case, right? 4  BY MR RAUSCHER
5 A Fromwhat | recall, | -- | didreceivea-- a 5 Q The balancing act that you're descri bing,
6 6(e) notification, yes. 6 that's sonething that you can do as a CPD Cificer? COPD
7 Q DOd anybody fromthe FBl ever affirmatively 7 is allowed to do that bal ancing act, right?
8 tell you, "You are not allowed to do anything to these 8 M NOLAND (pjection. Form Msstates,
9 officers while we're conducting the investigation"? 9 mscharacterizes it. @ ahead.
10 A I don't knowif it was the F-- the agents. It 10 A Again, we could do all the bal ancing we want,
11 was -- | think fromwhat | recall, there was a meeting 11 but when we work with these federal agencies, it was
12 with the AUSA who nade it clear that they were the ones 12 told, thisis afederal case. This is going federally.
13 that were going to prosecute, they vere the ones that 13 And at that point, we're not going to insert ourselves
14 were going to take any action on these of ficers. 14 and get caught up in obstruction or conpronising the
15 Q Howdid that -- who was that AUSA? 15 investigation.
16 A | -- 1 don't recall the name of fhand, because 16 BY MR RAUSCHR
17 there were a fewof them but -- | -- | can't recall 17 Q Wre you involved in the DQJ task force
18 Q Wo else was at the neeting? 18 investigation at all?
19 A | would have to say -- again, |'mspecul ating, 19 A DO task force?
20 some of the task force officers that were involved in 20 Q  So you know, somewhat recently, the DQJ cane
21 the -- in the investigation. 21 inand they wote a big report about the Chicago Police
22 Q And howdid the AUSA make it clear that they 22 Department?
23 woul d prosecute and take any actions? 23 A No, they never -- | was shocked they never
24 A It -- it was clear that they -- it was their - 24 even asked for an interview
25 - it was going to be federally charged. 25 Q Didyou ever talk to anybody at CPD about
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1 that? 1 Q But you've said you vere not involved in that
2 A N. 2 atall?
3 Q About the DQJ investigating, not about how 3 A | was not included, no.
4 they didn't interview you. 4 Q Aevyoufamliar with something called a
5 M NOLAND And |'mjust going to -- just for 5 Sandards and Quidelines for Internal Affairs:
6 the record, what -- | think | understand what 6 Recommendations froma Community of Practice? Have you
7 you' re asking about, but | nean, you were just 7 heard of that docunent before?
8 tal king about a DQJ case agai nst some police 8 A | -- offhand, no, | -- | don't recall.
9 officers, Jones and Fagg. | think you're talking 9 Q Aevyou fanmliar with any docunent that
10 about sonething conpletely different and -- 10 provide standards and gui delines fromlnternal Affairs
11 M RAUSCHER |'mtalking about -- 11 that was put together through a -- like a group of
12 MR NOAND -- irrelevant to this litigation, 12 municipalities in conjunction with the Departnent of
13 not the task force investigationinto Vétts. So 13 Justice?
14 now ! think it's areally confusing question. So | 14 A N
15 think | know what you're talking about, so you 15 Q You don't recall ever looking at that
16 shoul d probably clarify. 16  docunent ?
17 M RAUSCHER | think he also -- you 17 A N
18 understand what |'mtalking about, right? You've 18 Q Howmny joint investigations was Internal
19 given ne an answer about not being -- 19 Aifairs involved wth while you were either head of
20 MR NOLAND  Veéll, just because he -- you tell 20 Qonfidential or when you were -- when you came back in a
21 him | just think for the record, we should talk 21 nore senior role later?
22 about -- we should put on the record what we're 22 A Again, I'm-- 1'm-- |'d be speculating. | --
23 tal ki ng about. 23 | -- I"mnot sure.
24 M RAUSCHER It may be unclear on the record 24 Q Wat's your best estimate?
25 when we look at it. | was not asking about the 25 A V% used to have quarterly neetings, and it
Page 39 Page 41
1 VEtts investigation. 1 could include anywhere -- it varied depending on the
2  BY MR RAUSCHER 2 time frame, but it could have been from anywhere from
3 Q Did you have an understandi ng of what | was 3 half a dozen to -- anywhere from-- yeah, half a dozen
4 just asking you about? 4 to about 20 different investigations, but again, | was
5 A I --1 believe so. | don't knowif you -- if 5 there for six years, so it depends on the tine frane.
6 you get into nore specifics interns -- | understand 6 Q And those are -- sonmewhere between six and 20
7 there was a DQ) task force, but are you asking e if 7 at any given tine, those are joint investigations with
8 they included me in any of that? | -- | answered that 8 (PDand the feds?
9 by saying "No." 9 A Yes.
10 Q VWre you involved in the response to the DQJ 10 Q kay. Wre the terns of the joint
11 in any way? \Wre you consulted at CPD? 11 investigation typically laid out inwiting?
12 A N 12 A Again, going back, usually -- well, again, I
13 Q kay. Do you have any understanding of how 13 -- 1'd have to say when | was there, | recall it -- it
14 CPD responded to the DQJ task Force? 14 didn't always -- it wasn't always witten, but they --
15 A No, | was totally -- | was retired by then. 15 it depended on who was in charge. They would then -- in
16 Q kay. 16 many cases, they -- they did generate the memorandum of
17 MR NOLAND And |'mjust going to put on the 17 understandings, which dictated how we operated.
18 record, | believe you're talking about the task -- 18 Q Tell me nore about what you -- what to --
19 the DQJ investigation of the Chicago Police 19 generating memorandum of under st andi ngs?
20 Department for which there's now a consent decree, 20 A Wen the task -- the task force was
21 correct? 21 inplenented, which meant Internal Affairs task force
22 MR RAUSCHER  Yes. 22 officers were working in conjunction with the Public
23 M NLAND  Ckay. 23 Qorruption units of the FBI, they woul d generate these
24 MR RAUSCHER  Yes. 24 nmenoranduns of under st andi ng.
25 BY MR RAUSCHR 25 Q Sonowl'mgoing to agree vith M. Noland on
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1 the use of task force in so many contexts. Just so that 1 not.
2 we have a clean record, when you said the "task force 2 Q Wiy do you think that if there woul d have been
3 were operating," can you give ne sone -- just tell ne 3 one, it would have been signed off by the ADS?
4 what you mean. Wiich task force are you talking about? 4 A Fromwhat | understand, at |east the procedure
5 A There were -- okay. In Internal Affairs, 5 was when | was there, it's reviened -- it's actually
6 there were certain officers that were deputized that 6 reviewed by our general counsel, Legal Affairs. GOnce
7 were allowed to work with FBl agents, and those were 7 they approve it, then it comes to ne since I'min
8 considered our task force officers, and they woul d work 8 charge, at the time chief. | then sign off onit.
9 closely on any of these joint investigations. 9 Q Hwmany MJk do you recall signing off on as
10 Q Gt it. And so Mk would get generated on a 10 chief of Internal Affairs?
11 particular investigation or nore broadly? 11 A Theonel -- | knowfor sure. And | -- again,
12 A It -- it was broadly. It -- it -- it just 12 that covers a time span. It doesn't really cover a
13 depended on who was in charge there, you know, as far as 13 particular investigation.
14 the agent in charge at -- at Chicago. 14 Q Isthat the only MU you recall signing of f
15 Q The FBl -- who was in charge of the FB 15 on?
16  Chicago of fice? 16 A Yeah. | nean, again, it's -- it's been years.
17 A Yes -- yes. 17 That's -- that's -- that one in particul ar because it
18 Q Ot it. Doyourecall having nore than one 18 was a -- a ngjor case.
19 witten MUwth the FBI? 19 Q But it -- does it cover one specific case or
20 A | -- again, going back when | was a 20 does it cover any case?
21 lieutenant, | -- | don't recall. And that's something 21 A WII, | think inmny -- innmany -- | think it
22 that woul d have been an issue for the ADS at the tine. 22 vas [l vented to cover all the cases, but in
23 However, when | was the chief, that did cone to ne 23 particular because that case was al so starting to show
24 directly. 24 signs of, you know success, he wanted to nmake sure all
25 Q Wo's the -- what does ADS stand for? 25 that was in place, so there was an understanding between
Page 43 Page 45
1 A Assistant Deputy Superintendent. 1 the task force officers and Internal Affairs. | believe
2 Q So back in the 2004 time period, it woul d've 2 it was based on the fact that he may have -- fromwhat |
3 gone -- if there was an MU you woul dn't have seen it 3 recall, he was he asked if there was one in place and
4 necessarily; is that right? 4 vaes told that there hadn't been a recent one, and he --
5 A | may or may not. Again, | -- | don't recall, 5 he decided it was prudent to have an agreenent drawn up
6 but it --it--it's possible. But the person who woul d 6 and signed by both the departnent and the FBI.
7 have been notified and woul d have signed off on it would 7 Q Andyousaid"| N s that
8 have been the ADS of Bureau of Internal Affairs. 8 who was the Special Agent in Charge of the FBI Chicago
9 Q And wes that Rowan at the tine? 9 office?
10 A She was there -- | -- again, | -- 1'd be 10 A Yes.
11 specul ating because she wes there for a short tinme frane 11 Q Andyousaidit was for -- it covered ot her
12 and then Kirby took the position over. 12 cases, but it was -- it doesn't -- it was wittenupin
13 Q kay. ne of the two of then? 13 particular relating to one case? Wiich case?
14 A | -- yeah, | wouldn't be able to tell you for 14 A WII, | think at -- at the tine when we were
15  sure. 15 reviewng -- when he was review ng this case of Viétts
16 Q Youwouldn't be able to tell meif it was one 16 and he saw the progression, he wanted to make sure that
17 of the two of themor you just -- you're not sure which 17 there was an understanding as to how our task force
18  one? 18 officers were going to be utilized and the restrictions
19 A | -- yeah, | wouldn't know which one. If -- 19 and so on that we were going to fall under.
20 if it did happen, | -- | wouldn't know | don't recall. 20 Q And wes the purpose of the MU to nenorialize
21 Q Understood. | was just trying to nake sure 21 the existing relationship or was it, we're starting
22 that | understood the universe of peopl e who mght have 22 fresh, this is howit is going forward; or sonething
23 if so. W don't knowas we sit here today if there was 23 else?
24 an MU wth the feds in 2004? 24 MR NOLAND (pjection. Foundation. But go
25 A Yeah. | just don't recall if there was or 25 ahead.
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1 A Again, going back to what | recall, | believed 1 Q DOidanything change in the relationship
2 he thought there was one in place. And when he real i zed 2 between your task force officers and the Public
3 there wasn't and these operations were starting to pick 3 Corruption group relating to the Vétts investigation
4 up steam he decided to make sure that there was a MJ 4 once that MU was signed?
5 so there was an understanding as to how our task force 5 A No. Mirtually -- | nean, the -- one of the
6 officers vere going to interact with the Public 6 reasons | signed it is because we were follow ng those
7 CQorruption team 7 sane guidelines, principles anyways. | nean, they nade
8 BY MR RAUSCHR 8 it clear what they owned, what we coul d divul ge or not
9 Q Doesit -- was the goal also to reflect how 9 divulge, and so on and so on. | nean, they delineated
10 the teans had been operating? 10 all that there in the M.
11 M NLAND (bjection. Foundation. @ 11 Q  Sane principles and guidelines you were
12 ahead. 12 already operating under, so not a huge event to signit?
13 A | --again | -- 1 --1 wouldn't -- | wouldn't 13 A Rght.
14 be able to answer that. 14 Q DOdyoulook at that MU to prepare for your
15 BY MR RAUSCHR 15 deposi tion?
16 Q  Wio do you think woul d be able to answer that? 16 A Yes.
17 A If soneone actually had a -- an MU from 17 Q  And when was the last tinme you had seen it
18 previous years or so on, they mght be able to ascertain 18 before that?
19 whether the -- it's the sane guidelines or rules or if 19 A Probably back when the operation was taking
20 it changed. | -- I"mnot sure. 20 place, when | signed it in-- no, I'mnot even sure what
21 Q Do you think there was an MU bef ore? 21 year it waes.
22 A I'mnot certain. | couldn't say for sure. 22 Q | knowit's been reschedul ed at |east once,
23 Q | knowyou're not certain, but I'mjust -- | - 23 but what do you -- so you may not -- if -- you may not
24 - maybe |'mreading between the lines, but it seens like 24 renenber everything, but did you ook at any docurents
25 you think there mght have been. 25 to prepare for your deposition, whether it was for today
Page 47 Page 49
1 A It's possible. | -- 1 just don't recall. 1 or for aprior setting?
2 Q Do you have a -- like do you think there's 2 A Yes.
3 nore than a 50 percent chance it existed or -- 3 Q Wat documents did you | ook at?
4 M NOLAND (bject to form 4 A | looked at sone 302s fromthe FBl that was
5 BY MR RAUSCHR 5 generated based on this investigation.
6 Q Yeah, I'mnot asking you to -- | guess that's 6 Q This neaning the Mtts investigation?
7 not agreat way toask it. | don't want you just to 7 A Yes.
8 guess. | want to knowif you have sone basis to think 8 Q  Ckay.
9 there nay have been one, even if you don't know for 9 A Sone reports that were generated by officers
10 sure. 10 that were involved in the tts case. | may have | ooked
11 M NLAND (bjection. Form Asked and 11 at -- 1 -- 1 -- 1 just don't recall all of them but
12 answered. @ ahead. 12 that was the mgjority.
13 A The only vay |"mnot -- the only reason I'm 13 Q  Wen you say "reports generated by officers
14 not sure is because | know our task force officers were 14 involved in the Vtts case," you mean the investigation
15 working closely with their Public Corruption team So 15  of Wtts?
16 again, | -- | would assune maybe there might have been, 16 A Yes.
17 but I'mnot sure. And the only one that can probably 17 Q You mean C-- are you talking about CPD
18 answer that woul d be the person or -- that was in charge 18 reports?
19 at the time. They would -- probably woul d be the ones 19 A Myjority, yes.
20 that woul d receive the -- the MU 20 Q And then what -- so | know you said 302s,
21 BY MR RAUSCHR 21 which are -- those are created by the FBI, right?
22 Q DOdanything change in the way that the -- 22 A Correct.
23 when you said they were public corruption, you meant the 23 Q And then of the second category, reports
24 FBI's Public Gorruption unit? 24 generated by officers involved in the Viétts
25 A Yes. 25 investigation, were there reports by anyone other than
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1 OPDofficers you | ooked at? 1 soneone on your teamdid or both?
2 A N 2 A It could have been both. Again, we had
3 Q Do you renenber which officers fromCPD 3 quarterly neetings at tines and then there are -- there
4 prepared reports that you revi ened? 4 aretinmes | -- | recall we were asked to go there and
5 A Agent Holliday. 5 neet on a separate date or -- or -- S0 it wasn't just
6 Q Glvin Holliday? 6 quarterly neetings, but there were other neetings that
7 A QGlvin, yes. 7 we vere required or requested to go.
8 Q kay. Anyone el se? 8 Q Do you have a specific nenory of either asking
9 A Aso Echeverria, Cficer Echeverria. 9 that question or hearing someone el se ask it, or are you
10 Q Wre the Echeverria reports you' re tal king 10 making an assunption that it woul d have been asked?
11 about To- Frons? 11 MR NLAND (bject tothe form @ ahead.
12 A Yes, | believe so. 12 A I recall it being asked by -- | don't know if
13 Q Ay other reports other than the To-Frons from 13 it was -- | think it was a task force -- one of the task
14 Echeverria? 14 force officers, if | renenber correctly.
15 A N 15  BY MR RAUSCHR
16 Q Didyou reviewany deposition transcripts? 16 Q Do you remenber about when during the
17 A Yes. The Spalding and Echeverria one, | 17 investigation that was asked?
18 believe. Yes. 18 A No, | would -- | would be specul ating.
19 Q  You reviewed their depositions fromthis case 19 Q And do you recal | what -- the answer you got?
20 or you reviewed sone depositions fromtheir case? 20 A I'msorry. | -- 1 lost track. Wat was the
21 A No. Fromthe one | was invol ved wth them 21 question again?
22 Q Vés it your deposition in that case you 22 Q If you recall the answer to the question?
23 reviewed? 23 A Wat was the question? [|'msorry.
24 A Yes. 24 Q (h, the question was -- well, there's a
25 Q kay. Didthat deposition refresh your 25 question and then ny question was about a question, so.
Page 51 Page 53
1 recollection about any of the events? 1 But | had asked you if either you or someone on your
2 A Yes, of course. 2 teamasked the FBI, if anyone else was inplicated in the
3 Q Wat in particular were you -- was your 3 investigation. And | believe you said, | think, a task
4 recollection refreshed about fromreview ng your 4 force nenber asked at a neeting you were present at.
5 deposition? 5 A Rght.
6 M NOLAND (bjection. Form Qver broad & 6 Q Isthat right?
7 ahead. 7 A Yes, that's correct.
8 A I --1--minlytine frane, nore or less, the 8 Q Do you know how they -- well, so then it says,
9 time frane as to how the investigation progressed. 9 howdid they ask the question? Wiat did they say?
10 BY MR RAUSCHR 10 A | believe the question was whether any of the
11 Q The investigation into Vétts and Mhanmmed? 11 human sources had nentioned other officers on the team
12 A Yes. 12 at that point intime. And the answer, | believe, was
13 Q Do you knowif the investigation ever |ooked 13 no.
14 at other officers on the tactical tean? 14 Q And you don't remenber when during the
15 A | -- 1 --1 believe we asked, and | don't 15 investigation this happened?
16 recall any other names. Again, that's ny recollection, 16 A N, | -- 1 would have to -- | would be
17 but | knowthat the two nain officers were Vétts and 17 specul ating.
18 Mbhanmed. 18 Q  And you think the answer was no; is that
19 Q You -- who do you think you asked? 19 right?
20 A WlI, we were in quarterly neetings, so we 20 A CQorrect.
21 woul d probably have asked the case agent, the FBl case 21 Q Do you know who -- you don't know which
22 agents, and again, | wouldn't recall who they were, but 22 officer asked the question?
23 AUSAs that were invol ved. 23 A N, there were a fewof them but.
24 Q (kay. Wiat's the time period when -- do you 24 Q  Wich ones do you think it could have been?
25 think you asked that question personally or do you think 25 A Again, I'd be speculating, but I know the task
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1 force officers that might've been there woul d' ve been 1 not allowed into the FBI facility?
2 Boehner, Chester. Wo else? | forgot the officer's 2 A There was sore issue with equi pnent that was
3 name. Daria-- | forgot her last name. She was a 3 msplaced or lost or --
4 liaison, but she was CPD. 4 Q  Recording equi pment or sonething el se?
5 Q  Anyone el se? 5 A It may have been the recorded equipnent or
6 A Not off the top of ny head. | think those 6 sonething. Yeah.
7 were -- 7 Q Wo lost it?
8 Q Didyou see any of the 302 -- so you | ooked at 8 A Not sure who lost it. Al | knowis that they
9 sone 302s to prepare for your deposition? 9 couldn't locate it.
10 A Yes. 10 Q So they had been given the responsibility for
11 Q  Had you seen any of those three oh twos 11 hanging on to this equipment and they couldn't |ocate it
12 before? 12 and the FB said, "You can't come back here anynore"?
13 A N 13 A A -- and, you know -- that's the gist of it,
14 Q DOd you see any 302s during the investigation? 14 yes.
15 A N 15 Q But did you still want themworking on the
16 Q Didany of the 302s you | ooked at to prepare 16 investigation?
17 for your deposition mention other officers besides Wtts 17 A (h, yes, of course.
18 and Mbhamed? 18 Q Ddthe FB still want themworking on the
19 A | --yes, | didnotice that one did nention 19 investigation?
20 Jones, | believe. 20 A Yes, because they were handling the infornant.
21 Q Wis that about the theft of about $5,000, if 21 Q  Wich informant were they handling?
22 you renenber? 22 A | don't recall the nane.
23 A | -- yeah, | don't recall. 23 Q Do you know how many informants they handl ed
24 Q  Wat do you know -- what do you renenber, if 24 for the Vétts investigation?
25 anything, about what that 302 said about Jones? 25 A | only know of the one.

Page 55 Page 57
1 A That he was possibly present? ['m-- |'mnot, 1 Q Wre they the ones who handl ed the informant
2 again, 100 percent sure. 2 who was used in the event that ultinately led to the
3 Q  And you haven't seen other 302s tal king about 3 arrests?
4 another officers potentially being invol ved? 4 A Yes.
5 A N, | don't recall any. 5 Q Ves N that nane?
6 Q Do you have an independent recol | ection of 6 A | -- you know, again, | -- all | knew himas
7 receiving "To-Frons" that Echeverria created relating to 7 was "the informant," basically.
8 the Wétts investigation? 8 Q A the-- soyoudidn't even know his name at
9 A Dol recall all the content? Not all. 9 thetime?
10 Q No, just -- 10 A N
11 A --no | -- 11 Q Do you knowif the itts investigation was
12 Q -- doyourecall that he did that and gave 12 started while you were -- or was ongoing when you were
13 themto you? 13 the head of confidential in Internal Affairs?
14 A Yes. 14 MR NOLAND |'mgoing to object to the form
15 Q  And do you know why he did that and -- why he 15 of that question. You mean before he got there or
16 created those nmemos and gave themto you? 16 like --
17 A V¢ -- | should say the supervisors in Internal 17 MR RAUSCHER Yeah, it was not a good -- |
18 Afairs, nyself and Kinmas wanted himto document what 18 blended them It wasn't a great question.
19 their daily activity was, nore or |ess what they were 19  BY MR RAUSCHR
20 involved in. 20 Q Vs it -- do you know when the Wtts
21 Q Wy did you want himto do that? 21 investigation started?
22 A Because at that point intime, they really 22 A It started while | was assigned there as the
23 didn't have anywhere to report. They were no | onger 23 lieutenant of Confidential.
24 alloved into the FBI facility. 24 Q That was sonetine in 2004?
25 Q Wy were they not involved -- why were they 25 A Yes.
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Page 58 Page 60
1 Q  And do you know when it concl uded? 1 as chief.
2 A | -- I"'mnot sure what you nean by concl usion. 2 Q  And do you renenber any of those specifics?
3 Q vl -- 3 A It'sbeensolong. | -- 1 don't know exactly
4 A The crimnal aspect of it? Adnministrative? 4 vhat was told. Like, | kind of got a -- an idea of sone
5 Q Fromyour perspective, when did it end? 5 of the sequence of events that had taken place while |
6 A Wien they were arrested. 6 was gone, but not totally specifics as to, like, did
7 Q Al right. Do you know when that was? 7 they use a hunan source or undercovers or -- | -- |
8 A Sonetime in the beginning of -- and again, I'm 8 didn't have all those specifics.
9 not 100 percent sure. The beginning of 2012. 9 Q Didyouread any reports -- any internal
10 Q  Seven, eight years, basically? 10 reports saying, "\ caught Mhamed on a wire taking
11 A Yes. 11 noney," while you were gone? | nean, anything like
12 Q Do you have any opinions on the Iength of the 12 that?
13 investigation? 13 A | don't recall. | -- | just remenber being
14 A N 14 briefed by the task force officers. | don't recall. |
15 Q Do you have any opinions on the pace of the 15 nean, it's been years ago, so | -- | don't knowif they
16 investigation? 16 had a -- areport that they allowed me to see. | -- 1 -
17 A | --1 can't coment on that because | wasn't 17 - I don't know | don't recall that.
18 there for the entire tine. 18 Q It'sapretty big deal for an officer to steal
19 Q Didyoulook at the file when you cane back as 19  noney, right?
20 chief of Internal Affairs? 20 A Yes.
21 A | don't believe | was 6E so | relied on task 21 Q And that's what you were told that Mhammed
22 force officer and the other officers that were involved 22 did?
23 inbriefing us. 23 M NLAND Steal noney? (hject to the form
24 Q So there was some information that you wented, 24 M scharact eri zes the testinony and --
25 but couldn't get? 25 BY MR RAUSCHR

Page 59 Page 61
1 M NOLAND (bject to form Go ahead. 1 Q QOis--
2 A The -- the -- the information that -- | -- | 2 MR NLAND  -- the evidence in the case.
3 probably -- | mean, | wasn't privy to specifics was that 3 BY MR RAUSCHER
4 time frame when | wasn't there. | -- | probably - - | 4 Q Is that not what Mbhamved di d?
5 nean, | recall themgiving me a general idea that there 5 A He -- fromwhat | understood that there was
6 wes noney that was presented and taken by, | think 6 noney presented and he -- he did take it, yes.
7  Mhanmed several times, but | didn't have details or any 7 Q Hwwoul d you describe that?
8 of that information. 8 A H -- hestoleit from-- like | said, | don't
9 BY M RASHR 9 knowif it was an undercover departnent.
10 Q Wat do you nean you didn't have details or 10 Q And did you fol | ow up when you heard that this
11  any of that infornation? 11 officer, who was still on the street, stole money
12 A For instance, the dates, | nean, they were 12 mitiple times?
13 telling ne it happened during the time frame | was gone. 13 M NOLAND (bjection. Mscharacterizes
14 | don't knowif it was '07, '08. And | believe Joe 14 the --
15 Barnes may have not been there when | went back, and he 15 A WII, that was all part of the evidence that's
16 was the person involved in it during that time frane. 16 -- that was being accumul ated to charge him
17 So again, | mean, | got a-- a-- abriefing, but | 17 BY MR RAUSCHR
18 don't think I, you know -- obviously, | didn't -- | 18 Q And that was sonething that you knew -- right
19 wasn't there, so | didn't have a lot of the specifics. 19 when you got back as chief that had al ready happened?
20 For instance, | -- | was briefed that there was a sting 20 A Yeah, it was probably soon after | -- |
21 that took place at a -- at a house or something to that 21 returned.
22 effect. | -- | don't know the specifics of that sting. 22 Q Rght. But the events had al ready happened
23 Q  Wien were you briefed about a sting at a 23 before you were back, right?
24 house? 24 A Yes.
25 A Probably early on when | first arrived there 25 Q Inthat case, didyou think, "we better get
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1 this guy off the street"? 1 A Providing confidential -- yes.
2 A Véll, again, | was being told that it -- it 2 Q Tothe FBI?
3 was a source or an undercover being provided or 3 A CQorrect.
4 something to that effect. So it wasn't, fromwhat | 4 Q And then that happened and they caught
5 understood, he was out there stealing from other 5 Mhamed taking bribes. Wthin four years did you
6 individuals. It was scenarios -- stings that were 6 think, "all right, it's time to do sonething"?
7 directed towards him 7 M NLAND (bject to form G ahead.
8 Q And there were no conplaints that he had been 8 A Again. W're-- we're being briefed and the
9 doing that before? 9 AUSAs and the FBl agents, they were |ooking at |ong-
10 M NOLAND (bject tothe form Foundation. 10 termconspiracy to try to determine if other officers
11 @ ahead. 11 were involved. So that's not going to be sonething
12 A Again, that's -- we had information that they 12 where you renove one of ficer and then you al | ow ot her
13 were charging drug deal ers street tax. That's what | 13 officers that are out there, you know, conducting
14 understood when | was there as a |ieutenant. 14 thensel ves the sane way, you defeat the purpose of the
15 BY MR RAUSCHR 15 investigation. So we have to rely on the FBI, they're
16 Q Rght. And that's why there was an 16 looking at charging themw th conspiracy, and that's
17 investigation, at least in part? 17 federal. So we rely on themand they made it known to
18 A Rght. 18 us that that's the direction that they were going
19 Q And, so you found out that he actually was 19  BY MR RAUSCHR
20 doing it, didyou think, "we better get himoff the 20 Q This -- sorry, go ahead.
21 street"? 21 A  Ckay. Soit -- it would make no sense for,
22 A Wl -- well, again, |'mnot going to insert 22 again, like | nentioned earlier, for us to insert
23 nyself into a federal investigation and conpronise their 23 ourselves into the investigation or obstruct their
24 investigation or be accused of obstructing their 24 investigation by conpromising it by stripping an
25 investigation. The goal was to charge himfederally 25 officer. W don't acconplish what we want to which is
Page 63 Page 65
1 with severe penalties. That was the goal. 1 renoving as many officers that were involved in any of
2 Q Ad-- 2 this crinminal activity.
3 M NOAND Wiy don't -- he's still talking. 3 Q  Wich other officers did they tell you they
4 M RAUSCHER That's fair. | didn't nean to 4 vere |ooking at?
5 cut you of f. 5 A Again, at that point intine it was these
6 A That -- | mean, that's -- that was the goal. 6 two. But they're always, you know |ooking at whether
7 BY MR RAUSCHR 7 they knew they were part of a team so they're always
8 Q Hownany years were you prepared to wait for 8 looking to seeif there's -- thisis -- thisis goingto
9 the feds to act? 9 expand or not.
10 M NOAND (pjection. Form Galls for 10 Q | thought you said that an AUSA told you they
11 specul ation. Argumentative. @ ahead. 11 were looking at other officers and made clear that was
12 A WII, we veren't waiting. V¢ vere assisting 12 the direction of the investigation.
13 inevery -- every way we can to -- to pronpt this 13 MR NOLAND (pjection. Form Nowyou're
14 investigation and get it toits fruition. | -- from 14 just arguing with him
15 what | recall, when | was back in '04, we were trying to 15 A I'msorry. Wat was it?
16  devel op human sources to present to the federal agency 16 MR NLAND | don't -- is that a question?
17 so that they can do -- so we were suggesting integrity 17 MR RAUSCHER It is a question.
18 checks in an effort to possibly quicken the 18 MR NLAND  WIl, you can read it back if you
19 investigation. So we were constantly working with the 19 want .
20 FBl to ensure that this investigation moved as quickly 20 A Yeah, | don't know | don't understand.
21 as possible. 21 BY MR RAUSCHR
22 BY MR RAUSCHR 22 Q DOdyoutestify just a couple question -- a
23 Q  So you nmade sone suggestions all the way back 23 coupl e answers ago that an AUSA made clear that the
24 in 2004 about steps that could be taken, including 24 direction of the investigation was trying to nake a
25  devel oping confidential sources, right? 25 conspiracy and | ook at other officers?
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Page 66 Page 68
1 A If they were involved, that's -- that was 1 going the route of the conspiracy.
2 their goal. 2 Q And did you disagree with that decision?
3 Q (kay. Wo told you that and what did they 3 A No. Because if obviously, if it did discover
4 tell you? 4 that other officers were involved, we needed to renove
5 MR NOAND (bjection. Asked and answered. 5 themfromthe departnent.
6 @ ahead. 6 Q If they would ve said to you, back then toward
7 A That's what -- that was their goal. The 7 the end of 2004, "V¥'re not going to do the integrity
8 conspiracy involves nore than just one person, so that 8 check. Wat we're going to do is seven to eight years
9 wes their goal. They're looking at the R QO statute. 9 of investigation. Come back to us at the end." Wuld
10  Wether they acconplish that or not, that was part of 10 you have said, "that seens like a long tinge"?
11 their goal is to determne whether there were other 11 MR NLAND  (bjection. Form Foundation.
12 officers invol ved. 12 Inconpl ete hypothetical. Mscharacterized the
13 BY MR RAUSCHRR 13 W tness. @ ahead.
14 Q  And how many conversations were there in which 14 A Again, there -- every case is unique. This --
15 an AUSA told you they were | ooking at using R QO 15 there's a lot of unknowns and a ot of circunstances
16 statute? 16 that are beyond your control. So in |ooking back at
17 A I'msure there was a fewat the quarterly 17 this case, | recall the failure of hunan -- or hunman
18 nmeetings. Chviously, | think | recall the one tine 18 sources to come up with information. So that also
19  where we were trying to provide themwth a hunan 19 hanpered the investigation. | recall changes in the
20 source, and | encouraged Holliday to present the 20 investigating the agents that were in charge of the
21 integrity check scenario and they decided to go the 21 investigations at the FBI. The fact that the lda B
22 other direction because of the ROQ They wanted the 22 \Véll hones were torn down, the -- and | think when | --
23 conspiracy. 23 | arrived there, there was the issue with Vtts who was
24 Q Wat did-- what is anintegrity check? 24 on the medical, so that slowed the process of the
25 A It's when you present a scenario to target -- 25 investigation also. Sothere's alot of different

Page 67 Page 69
1 targeted officers or officer to determne whether they 1 factors that can affect the length of these
2 aregoing to conmit whatever acts of msconduct they've 2 investigations.
3 been alleged to be comitted. 3 BY MR RAUSCHER
4 Q And why did you encourage Holliday to present 4 Q Do you think that Fonald Wtts was wongful ly
5 anintegrity check as an option? 5 convicted?
6 A Because it woul d qui cken the pace of the -- 6 A I'msorry? Do-- dol think that Ronald Vétts
7 theinvestigation. As | nmentioned before, their -- 7 was wong -- no.
8 their direction was to look at the conspiracy case and 8 Q No? Wiy do you think he was not wongful l'y
9 deternine whether other officers may or may not be 9 convicted?
10 invol ved. 10 A Al the evidence, you know shows that he was
11 Q Wy did you want themto quicken the pace of 11 willing to extort drug deal ers.
12 the investigation? 12 Q  Wat about Mhammed? Ws he wongful |y
13 A Because at the time, the investigation was not 13 convi cted?
14 moving forward. | think, fromwhat | recall, the human 14 A N
15 sources that the FBl initially came in contact with, 15 Q Wy was -- why -- what's your position -- what
16 were not providing the information or that they needed 16 is your basis to say that Mhammed was not wrongful |y
17 to nove the case al ong. 17 convi cted?
18 Q  About what time period did this happen? 18 A Sane thing. Again, when | was there, he -- he
19 A This woul d probably have been towards the end 19 was part of the sting operation, the successful sting
20 of ny stay there as |ieutenant. 20 operation.
21 Q That was the original 2004 time period? 21 Q Are you aware of any steps that the -- either
22 A Yes. 22 the Chicago Police Departnent or the FBI took to
23 Q Andthey said, "no, we're not going to do 23 determne whether other officers were involved in the
24 that," right? 24 alleged illegal activity?
25 A Véll, they said we were going -- they were 25 A Again, going back to what | recall, | believe
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1 they were all -- fromwhat | recall -- again, they were 1 BY MR RAUSCHR
2 all part of aeither penregister or a wiretap. And 2 Q Wre you involved in investigating any CRs
3 towards the end of the investigation, we were adanant 3 when Witts or Mhanmed or anyone on their teamwas
4 that the -- that we knew exactly whether these officers 4 accused of framng anyone?
5 -- these other officers were involved or not. And, so 5 A N
6 there vere several nore. | don't knowif it was two 6 Q Do you recal | seeing any of those when you
7 other sting operations that were either set up or 7 wvere at Internal Affairs?
8 attenpted after the successful sting of Wtts and 8 A No, I don't recall seeing anything.
9 Mhammed. And -- and that resulted in negative results. 9 Q Wuld you have been given CRs agai nst VEtts,
10 Q  Wo vere -- vwho were the targets of those 10 Mhamred, and teamnenbers as a matter of course when
11 other stings? 11 you were at |A?
12 A I --1just -- 1| think it was just -- | -- 1 12 A If it was deened confidential investigation,
13 don't recall. Again, | don't recall the seeing the 13 it would've made its way to ny section, but | don't
14 operational plan, so | don't knowif they were naned on 14 recall that.
15 there or not. 15 Q You don't recall any of those -- any such CRs?
16 Q Do you knowif those stings actual l'y took 16 A | don't recall, no.
17 place? 17 Q Do you recal | being involved in any decisions
18 A 1 -- 1 knowthat was -- | know they were 18 as to whether CRs against Vétts, Mhammed, or others on
19 attenpted. | believe, on the second sting, |ike Wtts 19 the teamshoul d be deened confidential ?
20 and Mhanmed were arrested. 20 A | don't recall. | recall when | was there,
21 Q  Second sting against other officers? 21 other investigations involving themwere absorbed into
22 A Against the same group. Cobviously, they -- 22 this one.
23 Wtts and Mbhanmed weren't arrested in the first sting. 23 Q  Ckay.
24 The goal was to deternine if other officers were also 24 A Yes.
25 involved and | believe the last -- the last attenpt, 25 Q Wat do you mean "absorbed into this one"?
Page 71 Page 73
1 they arrested VWtts and Mhamed. Again, that's from 1 A There were other allegations. | -- | wouldn't
2 what | recall. 2 be abletotell you what they were, but | recall we
3 Q Do you know why they -- well, did CPD have any 3 allowed the investigators to conbine it into the one
4 say in whether Wtts and Mhamed were going to be 4 investigation that we were currently, actively |ooking
5 arrested? 5 at.
6 M NOLAND (bject to the form You nean the 6 Q Al right. Let'stryto break that down a
7 timng of it? 7 little bit. Yousaid "we allowed," who's the we?
8 MR RAUSCHER Generally. Tining, substance. 8 A The -- well, alot went through, not just ne,
9 M NLAND (hject tothe form @ ahead. 9 but the cormander, Kimas, he was -- he's actually the
10 A Vell, | mean, we knew that they were still 10 conmander. He's in-- his title is Conmander of
11 looking at the conspiracy and we had continued to ask 11 Investigations --
12 themif we had to be concerned about other officers. So 12 Q (kay.
13 they informed us that they were going to eventual Iy 13 A --soalot goes through himand, you know we
14 arrest them but they wanted to attenpt these other 14 actual |y work together and we nake the decisions and
15 sting operations. 15 determinations if it's best to conbine these cases and
16 BY MR RAUSCHR 16 allowthe task force officers to address the allegations
17 Q And did CPD have any say in whether and when 17 in these other --
18 Mhammed and Vtts were going to be arrested? 18 Q And then the other investigation you're
19 A N 19 talking about, are you talking about CRs that were
20 Q DOd OPDconduct its own investigation to see 20 filed?
21 wvhether it needed to be concerned wth other officers? 21 A Yes.
22 M NLAD (hject tothe form @ ahead. 22 Q CRs meaning conplaint register?
23 A No, werelied on the extensive investigation 23 A Rght.
24 and information that the FBI and our task force officers 24 Q dtizen conplaint, essentially?
25 gathered during the Vétts and Mbhanmed investigati on. 25 A Yes.
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1 Q  And when you say they were -- did you say they 1 also, sothat's why it's conbined. A tines, it doesn't
2 were absorbed into the investigation? 2 develop intothat, but other times it could. So that's
3 A They were incl uded. 3 whyit's all conbined.
4 Q Kay. 4 BY MR RAISHR
5 A And, sothe -- the reason for doing that is, 5 Q Didyou expect that wtnesses would go --
6 obviously, it involves the sane officers. Soif 6 would be interviewed as part of the CRinvestigation?
7 anything devel ops in the current investigation that we 7 Bven though the CRs were conbi ned?
8 can address these other CR nunbers, that would -- that's 8 A If they were going to be interviewed, they
9 sonething we would do. So we woul d conbine all those 9 would be interviewed by the FBI because they were the
10 allegations or charges, whatever, against the officer in 10 Iead agency.
11 that one investigation. 11 Q SoC(PDwasn't doing its own CRinvestigation
12 Q Asapractical matter, what didit nean for 12 for the ones that were conbi ned?
13 the CRto be included or conbined into the joint 13 A Again, it was made clear to us that they were
14 investigation with the feds? 14 incharge. They were going to handle all the aspects of
15 A It just neant that we could actually | ook into 15 this investigation.
16 those allegations as well as the current ones. 16 Q Including CRs?
17 Q You "could," you said? 17 A Véll, including -- no, you were asking
18 A Yes. 18 interview ng witnesses.
19 Q kay. I'msorry. | didn't mean to cut you 19 Q O --soawtness that isrelevant to the (R
20 off. | didn't hear if it was could or couldn't in the 20 Someone says, "l got framed." You look at the police
21  mdde. 21 report and say, "Veéll, all right -- well, there's five
22 A No, could. 22 people who are listed here," right? And then normally
23 Q Didyou have more to say about it? 23 as part of a QRinvestigation, shouldn't those people be
24 A The -- the whole point of the other CRs being 24 interviewed?
25 conbined with the one active one was to deternine 25 MR NOLAND  (pjection. Inconplete

Page 75 Page 77
1 whether any of those coul d be addressed. Those 1 hypothetical . Foundation. Form @ ahead.
2 allegations coul d be addressed in the open current 2 A Again, it's FBl investigation. Even though
3 investigation. 3 it'sour (Rinvestigations, they are -- they made it
4 Q Didyoustill expect that each individual CR 4 clear that any wtnesses, and whatnot, they were goi ng
5 would be conpletely investigated, as if it was a 5 tointerviewthenselves. And if anything cane from
6 standal one (R? 6 that, then we were -- we woul d be given any interviews
7 M NOLAND  (hjection. Inconplete 7 or whatnot that it's pertinent to closing off that --
8 hypothetical. @ ahead. 8 that investigation. That happens all the tine. Wen
9 A Again, it depends on the information. Wiatever 9 there's a federal case, they provide us the documents we
10 the investigation led us to and whatever evidence we 10 need to separate the officers or charge them
11 were able to obtain during the active investigation. 11 BY MR RAUSCHR
12 BY MR RAUSCHR 12 Q  Wio decided which CGRs woul d be included in the
13 Q Mybe it's not a clear question. | don't mean 13 joint investigation?
14 it even as a hypothetical. There were actual CRs that 14 A | --1 nean it ultimately -- | signed off on
15 were nade against Vétts and Mhamwed that were incl uded 15 it, sol -- | guess, | would -- | would say it was
16 inthe federal joint investigation with CPD, right? 16 presented to me, and | -- | did the final approval of
17 A Yes. 17 it.
18 Q  Wat was your expectation for how those CRs 18 Q It wasn't -- the feds didn't cone to you and
19 woul d be investigated? 19 say, "Any (Rthat's filed against these guys, we're in
20 MR NOLAND (bject to form G ahead. 20 charge of that one, too"?
21 A Yeah, | think | answered it. Basically, if we 21 A \Vell, they're nade avare of it, and it
22 can address those allegations, and in many cases, if 22 facilitates it if we conbine it, sothey're -- they're
23 there's an allegation that we deternine later was 23 aware of it. \% kept themaware of every -- | mean,
24 sonmething that came up during the active investigation, 24 including, | think, Keith -- Calvin Holliday even
25 then we can actual ly charge the officer with that one 25 included a -- a traffic accident that took place
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1 involving him He nade the -- we -- we nade the FBl 1 Q Vétts wanted sonmeone el se to pay for it,
2 aware of that case also, just in case that person coul d 2 right?
3 Dbecone a hunan source for the case. 3 A | don't even recall.
4 Q You said "involving him" You don't nean the 4 M RAUSCHER (kay. A break?
5 accident did involve Holliday? 5 MR NOLAND  V¢'ve been going for alittle
6 A No-- no, Wétts. 6 bit.
7 Q Rght. ay. 7 MR RAUSCHER  Yeah.
8 A Yeah. It was a (R against Viétts, and it was 8 MR NOLAND  Maybe some tine --
9 involving some kind of accident that hit -- | don't know 9 MR RAUSCHER Sure.
10 if it was hit-and-run or whatever. | -- | don't recall 10 M NLAND -- take five-nminutes?
11  exactly. So anything that cane through, ny whol e point 11 MR RAUSCHER  Yeah.
12 is, we notified and gave the FBl copies of everything 12 THE REPCRTER Al right, we are off the
13 that -- that were coming through. 13 record. Thetineis 2:10 p.m, Central.
14 Q And that one that you're talking about, 14 (CFF THE RECORD)
15 though, CPD did conduct in witness interviews, right, or 15 THE REPCRTER V% are back on the record for
16 at least tried to? 16 the deposition of Juan Rvera, being conducted in
17 A | think Holliday did -- his goal was to 17 person and by video conference. M name is Sydney
18  deternine whether the person invol ved woul d becone a 18 Little. Today is Septenber 6, 2023, and the tine
19 hunan source for us for the operation. 19 is 228 p.m, Central.
20 Q And at sone point, are you saying that in that 20 BY MR RAUSCHR
21 process of interview ng wtnesses who have rel evant 21 Q I"'mgoing to hand you what |'ve nmarked as
22 information on a Witts-related CR stopped as far as 22 Exhibit 1, which is PL Joint 010946. You had a chance
23 (PDs invol venent ? 23 toreviewthis meno?
24 M NLAND (hjection. Mscharacterized. & 24 (EHBT 1 MRKED FCR | DENTI FI CATI QN
25 ahead. 25 A Yes.
Page 79 Page 81
1 A N, the -- the interviewthat Holliday 1 BY MR RAUSCHR
2 conducted was nore towards whether this person would be 2 Q Have you seen it before?
3 ableto help us further the investigation. In terns of 3 A Yes.
4 the, you know, person giving us information with regards 4 Q kay. Canyou tell me what it is?
5 tothe allegations, it nmay have come up, but then at 5 A It'sthe Rinitiation for this investigation
6 that point we conbined it all into this investigation. 6 regarding Witts and Mohanmed.
7 Inother words, we let the FBI know here's anot her 7 Q Isthisthe -- to your know edge, is this the
8 incident, possibly a source. It's a hit-and-run, soit 8 first thing that kicked the -- kicked off the
9 wasn't involving the actual allegations that these two 9 investigation?
10 officers were, you know being alleged to be comitting, 10 A | -- again, |I'mgoing back years, but |
11 soit was more of us looking at it fromthe perspective 11  believe it was.
12 of anything involving these officers, trying to 12 Q Adit referstoa @ in here; you see that?
13 ascertain whether the parties involved woul d actual Iy be 13 A Yes.
14 able to be used as a human source to further the 14 Q Andit looks like you met with that Q?
15 investigation. 15 A Yes.
16 BY MR RAUSCHR 16 Q Yeah. Wo was that 0 ?
17 Q VeI, but just to be clear, it wasn't just a 17 A | -- | don't recall his name, but what | do
18 hit-and-run. It wasn't like Vtts left and that was the 18 recall was he was a -- a person who was part of a
19 end of it, right? 19  conbined, like, DEA ATF, FB operation and he was
20 A Again, | don't recall exact details, but | 20 willing to come forward with information. And we were
21 renmenber it was an accident and he somehow was invol ved. 21 asked if we could go neet at this location and speak to
22 And the other party knew of him so fromny 22 this individual.
23 recol lection, Holliday was trying to deternmne whether 23 Q Didyou find himcredible?
24 that person could be inserted as a human source for the 24 A Yes.
25 FB to further the investigation. 25 M NLAND (pject to form

Kentuckiana Reporters
30 South Wacker Drive, 22nd Floor
Chicago, Tllinois 60606

KENTUCKIANA

502.589.2273 Phone
502.584.0119 Fax
schedule@kentuckianareporters.com
www.kentuckianareporters.com

— COURT REPORTERS ——




Case: 1:17-cv-02877 Document #: 262-8 Filed: 04/30/25 Page 23 of 33 PagelD #:17495

Page 82 Page 84
1 A Yes. 1 Q Al right. I'mgoing to mark Exhibit 3, which
2  BY MR RAUSCHR 2 is PL Joint 010861. Have you had a chance to |ook at
3 Q Wat was the next step after this neno was 3 this?
4 witten? 4 (EXHBIT 3 MARKED FCR | DENTI FI CATI QY
5 A V¢ -- | know we asked the FBI, | think, who's 5 A Yes.
6 their agent. They were working along with one of our 6 BY MR RAUSCHR
7 Hghland teans, who's CPD, if they needed our 7 Q Do you recogni ze this letter?
8 assistance, or obviously they -- at that time, they told 8 A | reviewed this, but | -- I honestly don't
9 us they were -- they were the lead. It was their A, so 9 recall the letter itself.
10 we deferred, but we -- we basically offered any 10 Q Wen you say -- |'msorry, go ahead.
11 assistance with regards to the case. 11 A No, I'mjust saying | -- 1 -- | -- well, this
12 Q And then I'mjust going to show you what we'll 12 is one of theitens | reviewed, but | really didn't
13 mark as Exhibit 2, which is PL Joint 010844. Does this 13 recall this report.
14 neno describe the meeting conversation you j ust 14 Q That was going to be -- so ny question wvas,
15 testified about? 15 when you say you reviewed it, you nean in preparation
16 (EHBIT 2 MARKED FCR | DENTI FI CATICN 16  for your deposition?
17 A Yes. Inessence, it's what we were told, they 17 A Correct.
18 were going to take the |ead. 18 Q Thisis-- thisrelates to that car accident
19  BY MR RAUSCHR 19  you were tal king about earlier, right?
20 Q It says the lesson says that US Attorney's 20 A | -- not -- not 100 percent sure. Yeah.
21 Ofice believe they should be in control of everything 21 Q W, did you see anything el se involving a
22 that results fromhis cooperation; do you see that? 22 car accident where Vétts was trying to pay for or have
23 A Yes. 23 someone pay for getting a car fixed from Septenber of
24 Q Hwcone it doesn't say what CPD's position on 24 20047
25 that belief is? 25 A (, | seenow car fixed. | -- 1 -- | would
Page 83 Page 85
1 M NOAND (bject to the form foundation. 1 assume it's part of that investigation. Again, thisis
2 & ahead. 2 not a To-Fromto me. It's just an attachnent to an
3 A Again, they're look -- if you read up there, 3 investigation.
4 it says "federally prosecuted," so that woul d be -- 4 Q Do you know who Patrick Nooner is?
5 they're taking the | ead. 5 A N
6 BY MR RAUSCHR 6 Q  You see where it says, "Quincy told me how
7 Q Andwhenit says in here, "It was deternined 7 Sergeant \Mtts forces Patrick and workers to pay himoff
8 that this would be a federal |y prosecuted investigation 8 inorder tocontinue to sell drugs in lda B Veélls"?
9 at anmeeting that CPD attended, among others," does that 9 A Again, the nane sounds famliar, but I -- I'm
10 rmean there was a joint decision that it woul d be 10 not 100 percent sure if he was one of the individuals
11  federally prosecuted? 11  that came forward. The nane does sound famliar, but |
12 A It was the AUSA who made the decision. Again, 12 can't -- I'mnot going to specul ate.
13 this was not our informant. It was theirs, so there's 13 Q Vs the allegation that Vétts was trying to
14 no way we woul d' ve nade any deci sion here. 14 have a drug deal er pay for an accident that he caused
15 Q Is that because you coul dn't have devel oped 15 troubling to you?
16  evidence without themor for some other reason? 16 MR NLAND (bject tothe form @ ahead.
17 A Because anything they -- 17 A Yes.
18 M NOLAND (bjection form G ahead. 18 BY MR RAUSCHR
19 A Anything they generate woul d be their 19 Q And why was that a troubling allegation?
20  property. 20 A Because it sounds |ike there was sone sort of
21 BY MR RAUSCHR 21 coverup. Again, thisis just an allegation being made.
22 Q Let me rephrase. So does that nean you 22 You know, again, it -- it is concerning, but it's an
23 couldn't devel op evidence fromthis G without the feds 23 allegation that -- that was, | think, forwarded to
24 giving it toyou; isthat fair? 24 Clvin.
25 A The way we understood, yes. 25 Q Yeah, but that's what it |ooks like in the
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1 letter, right? 1 A N
2 A Rght. 2 Q Do you know the identities of any sources who
3 Q Glvin Holliday? 3 participated in the joint investigation?
4 A Yes. 4 A | nean, if | did, it was back then. | can't
5 Q I'mgoing to mark another page as Exhibit 4, 5 recall now
6 PL Joint 010877. 6 Q Do you know if the person who is identified as
7 (EHBIT 4 MARKED FCR | DENTI FI CATICN 7 the d inExhibit 1is the same person who is the
8 A Yes. 8 confidential source used for the sting that led to the
9 BY M RASCHR 9 arrest of Mhamed and Vétts?
10 Q Thisis another part of the CRrelating to 10 A Gn |l seethat?
11 that car accident, right? 11 Q Yeah, of course.
12 A Yes. 12 A Wich one?
13 Q Al right. 13 Q It's your Exhibit 1.
14 M NLAND (bject to the form 14 A Wich one?
15 BY MR RAUSCHR 15 Q It's Bxhibit 1 there.
16 Q Do you know what other steps, if any, that CPD 16 A 17
17 took to investigate this CR other -- if we haven't -- 17 Q But | can showyou ny copy if that's easier.
18 well, let nme ask you a different way: Dd CPD do 18 It doesn't have a nanme onit. It just says O.
19 anything to investigate the CR that we haven't yet 19 A Soyou're-- I'm-- I'msorry. Can you repeat
20 talked about today? 20 what --
21 M NLAND ['Il -- objection. Foundation. 21 Q Sothis Septenber 17, 2004 To-Fromsays that a
22 A | --it's beensolong ago, | don't -- I'mnot 22 -- you net wth -- you and others net with a  who
23 sure. | -- 1 knowthat | recall Calvin looking at 23 provided information, right?
24 devel oping a human source fromthis, but | wouldn't be 24 A Rght.
25 able -- I'd be speculating if they -- if they actually 25 Q In 2004?

Page 87 Page 89
1 conducted an investigation or addressed the allegations. 1 A CQorrect.
2 | --it"s been so I ong ago. 2 Q Later, toward the end of the investigation, a
3  BY MR RAUSCHR 3 Q wes used as part of a sting, right?
4 Q And then he essentially turned it over to the 4 MR NOLA\D So there were a couple --
5 feds, right? 5 objection. You're talking about the Novenber 2011?
6 M NOAND (bject to form foundation. 6 MR RAUSCHER Yeah. There was --
7 A | don't knowif this was included. | know 7 MR NLAND  The successful sting?
8 this was presented to himbecause this was an 8 MR RAUSCHER Yeah. The successful sting.
9 opportunity for a human source, and that's what | 9 A No. | -- ny understanding is this O was not
10 recall. 10 cooperative at a certain point. And so then the two
11 BY MR RAUSCHR 11 officers, Spalding and Echeverria, they devel oped a
12 Q Wat do you mean, you don't knowif it was 12 source, and that was the d towards the end.
13 incl uded? 13 MR NOLAND  And just for the record, when you
14 A Included in the nmain CRinvestigation. 14 say "this," you were referring to Exhibit 1,
15 Q If this nunber, 300778, is listed as one of 15 correct?
16 the ones included, would that mean that it was turned 16 A Yes.
17 over to the feds for investigation? 17 MR NOLAND  The paper in front of you?
18 A It would've been -- well, it would' ve been 18 BY MR RAUSCHER
19 part of that investigation. 19 Q Sothe short answer is the 0 -- the unnamed
20 Q Soisthat yes? 20 QA who was listed in the report as -- in Bxhibit 1is
21 A Yes. 21 not the same O used in the sting in 2011 or stings in
22 Q Do yourecall looking at any police reports 22 20117
23 relating to the car accident? 23 A That's what | recall. Yes.
24 A N 24 Q  Thanks.
25 Q Do you know who [N i ° 25 MR RAUSCHR Al right. | amgoing to mark
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1 Exhibit 5. | think this part will have to be 1 before, right?
2 confidential because it's an FBl Report. 2 A Yes.
3 (CONFI DENTI AL PCRTICN | REDACTED) 3 Q Andthisis aneno fromSergeant Chester to
4  BY MR RAUSCHR 4 you talking about the consolidation of certain GRs into
5 Q  The next one was a plaintiff production. It's 5 the FBl investigation; is that right?
6 -- so Exhibit 6is going to be PL Joint 001092 through 6 A That's correct.
7 001106. Dd you have a chance to review this? 7 Q Adthe -- looks like the lead one is 300778,
8 (EHBIT 6 MARKED FCR | DENTI FI CATICN 8 whichis the car accident one we tal ked about earlier?
9 A Yes. 9 MR NOLAND  (bjection. That mscharacterizes
10 Q DOdyou see this -- have you seen this 302 10 the car accident.
11 before? 11 MR RAUSCHR | don't nean lead as, like, a
12 A N 12 substantive thing, so if that's the objection,
13 Q Do you know who Bernard Brown is? 13 | ead.
14 A N 14 BY MR RAUSCHR
15 Q DOdyou ever talk about Bernard Brown with 15 Q M --1 just meant the subject lineis the
16  Echeverria and Spal di ng? 16 first one nentioned in this neno, right?
17 A | don't recall, but that doesn't nean | 17 MR PALLES: Can you speak up a little Scott?
18 didn't. | nean, again, there was a lot of conversations 18 MR RAUSCHER Yeah, sure. [I'Il nove closer.
19  we had. 19 I's this better?
20 Q Do you know who Big Shorty is? 20 MR PALLES: Geat. Thanks.
21 A The -- the nane -- the -- the ni cknane sounds 21 BY MR RAUSCHR
22 famliar, so | -- | know ve probably di scussed that 22 Q The first CRmentioned here, it's in the
23 name. | just don't know-- | don't remenber what 23 subject line. That's the car accident one we tal ked
24 context. 24 about earlier, right?
25 Q Do you know the name WI bur Moore? 25 MR NOLAND  (pjection. Mscharacterizes.
Page 91 Page 93
1 A The nane sounds famliar. | don't knowif 1 A It looks to be. | -- I'd have to refer back
2 they include it in areport, but I -- | just don't 2 to the Report.
3 renenber, again, the context of it. 3  BY MR RAUSCHER
4 Q npage 2, there's -- second paragraph, |ast 4 Q Soif youlook at Exhibit 1, you can refer
5 sentence says, "Brown knew that Chost Face, Ganbino, and 5 back. Mybe I'mjust wong. | don't --
6 Zeke paid Wétts to remain out of jail." 6 MR NOLAND It's the sane nunber.
7 A Let ne look at this here. Ckay. 7 M RASCHER Isit?
8 Q Seethat? 8 THE WTNESS.  Let's see.
9 A Yes. 9 MR RAUSCHER Wiat's the objection, then?
10 Q Do you know any of those peopl e are? 10 MR NOLAND  Véll, the car -- the case
11 A N 11 initiation 300778 is Exhibit nunber 1, the
12 Q Doyouknowif that allegation is true? 12 presentment of a . The car accident was fol ded
13 A N 13 into that CR nunber. The presentnent of somebody
14 Q Afewparagraphs down, the |ast paragraph of 14 who was claining a street tax was being coll ected.
15 the report starts talking about photos. That paragraph 15 That's the objection.
16 ends, "Brown knew one of Vétts' informants by the street 16 MR RAUSCHR  (kay.
17 named Goon." You see that? 17 MR NOLAD You're calling it the car
18 A Yes. 18 accident (R
19 Q Do you know who Goon is? 19 MR RAUSCHR  (kay.
20 A | don't recall the nane. 20 MR NLAND It's not the car accident CR
21 Q Al right. Bxhibit 7 is dty BG011616. 21 M RASCHER (kay.
22 (EHBIT 7 MARKED FCR | DENTI FI CATI QN 22 MR NOLAND  The car accident CRwas put into
23 A Yes. 23 the, you know --
24 BY MR RAUSCHRR 24 MR RAUSCHER | appreciate the clarification.
25 Q Sothisis asubject we've talked about 25 M NOLAD Yeah. And | don't -- yeah. | --
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1 M RAUSCHER (kay. | was not intentionally 1 A Again, it's been a while, but there -- it
2 saying the wong -- | was -- that was a shorthand 2 would nore than likely be Kiimas. He reviews the
3 reference. So | got it, though. 3 intake. And also, if, let's say, a confidential
4 MR NOLAND | understand now Thank you. 4 investigator who is working this case sees this a new CR
5 M RAUSCHER | -- sorry. 5 nunber with new allegations involving the officer, they
6 M NOLAND Sojust for the record, this 6 can actually approach Kimas, and the decision is nade
7 docunent is confidential, so-- but | don't think 7 by him Andif he needs to, he could cone and confer
8 anything has been sai d confidential that we need to 8 withnme and |'ve signed off on it al so, where | was
9 desi gnate -- 9 included.
10 M RAUSCHER kay. 10 Q  Shoul d soneone frominternal Affairs have seen
11 M NLAND ~-- or relativetoit. 11  every (Rthat was filed against Viétts, Mhanmed, or
12 BY MR RAUSCHR 12 someone on their tean?
13 Q Do you knowwhy this memo is -- well, was this 13 A I'mnot sure what you nmean by that.
14 meno witten in 20107 14 Q W, were there certain standards in place to
15 A It looks to be witten in 2010. 15  decide which ORs woul d be incorporated into the federal
16 Q  And do you know why this was done in 2010? 16 investigation and which ones woul dn't?
17 A | -- | would be specul ating. 17 A It -- it just -- it -- werelied on the
18 Q  Wat's your best guess just based on your 18 allegations. If the allegations were sinlar to what ve
19 experience? 19 were investigating with the FBI, then it could be fol ded
20 M NOLAND (bject tothe form G ahead. 20 in, or if they were, let's say totally unrelated
21 A Like | said, it looks like they're 21 operational personnel violations or something, it
22 consolidating everything into one under Sergeant 22 wouldn't be incl uded.
23 Chester, so he's now taking responsibility for this 23 Q Wuld an allegation that someone was being
24 investigation. 24 framed by Witts or Mhammed or someone on the team be
25 BY MR RAUSCHR 25 the type that woul d be included?

Page 95 Page 97
1 Q Do you know why -- do you know when it was 1 A Again, it -- it -- it could be. Yes.
2 reassi gned? 2 Q Wat do you nean coul d be?
3 A |'mnot sure. 3 A | nean, again, I'd-- I'd have to see the
4 Q Wuld it have been reassigned around the tine 4 nature of the allegations, and, | nmean, nore than
5 this meno was witten? 5 likely, if soneone caught that it woul d be included.
6 M NOLAND (pjection. Form 6 Q Wat do you nean caught it?
7 A It -- it's possible. | mean, 1'd be 7 A Inother words, if -- we have an intake system
8 specul ating. 8 in--inlInternal Affairs, and at times they may not
9 BY M RASHR 9 catchit and assignit to some -- someone else. And
10 Q Is there anything you can think of that you 10 Kimas, he woul d actual ly go through these intake
11 could look at to refresh your recollection as to when 11 investigations, and he woul d actual Iy I ook at anything
12 the reassignnent occurred? 12 that we could tie into sone of the najor investigations
13 A Anything that lists Sergeant Chester having 13 and then assign it either to the investigator or
14 responsibility for this investigation or this aspect of 14 Internal Affairs. A that point, we could discuss it
15 it, but, | mean, this is clearly what's happening here. 15 with whatever agency we were working with, and then they
16 He's -- he's now responsible for addressing these and 16  coul d decide, you know if it should become part of the
17 -- and folding theminto the larger investigation. 17 investigation or not.
18 Q  And when you say he's responsibl e for 18 Q Sowaes Kinas, like, the backstop if the first
19  addressing them you nean just as part of the joint 19 intake mssed it, or was there --
20 investigation, not as the |ead investigator? 20 A Yes. Because, again, alot of these cases are
21 A Yes. 21 confidential, the intake personnel are not going to know
22 Q \Vés there one person at CPD who was in charge 22 what cases are inportant or confidential. So Kimas
23 of identifying which of the CRs that were filed agai nst 23 would go through -- again, he was the head of
24 \dtts or Mhamed or people on their team should be 24 investigations, and he would go through intake to see if
25 folded into the investigation? 25 there's anything in there that we needed to take over to
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1 confidential and include -- include with other 1 MR NOLA\D  So yeah the docunent will be
2 investigations or discuss it with the federal agencies 2 confidential, but perhaps the transcript won't have
3 or partner agencies that we were working with. 3 to be.
4 Q That'sa--isit fair tosaythat isathing 4 M RAUSCHER (kay.
5 that shoul d have happened throughout the investigation? 5 MR NOLAND So let's just see what you ask.
6 A Again, | was only there initially and not sure 6 BY MR RAUSCHR
7 what tinme frane you' re speaking of later. | would 7 Q Sony only question about this one, | think,
8 assune that that was being done, but during that tine 8 isthe third paragraph tal ks about "the original
9 frame when | wasn't there, I'm-- |'mnot sure what was 9 unredacted report placed within the original
10 being done or howit was being handl ed. 10 investigative file," and then it goes on to talk a
11 Q I'mnot asking you -- that's fair, but I'mnot 11 little bit nore about it. Do you see that?
12 asking you is -- if it happened when you were gone. 12 A Yes.
13 Wiat 1" masking you, though, is: Should it 13 Q  Were would that file have been kept?
14 have happened throughout the entire investigation from 14 A It looks like it may have been returned to
15 CPD's perspective? 15  Records.
16 M NOLAND (bject to form G ahead. 16 Q  Ckay.
17 A | wouldvetosayit should. Yes. 17 A This -- yeah.
18 Q Al right. W're going to mark Exhibit 8, 18 Q Nb, go ahead.
19 which is Aty BG 023858. 19 A I didn't signit. | -- 1 didn't -- | don't
20 (EHBIT 8 MARKED FCR | DENTI FI CATI ON 20 renenber this.
21 M NLAND This is marked confidential, so | 21 Q Your -- but you didsignit, right?
22 think we put this part of the transcript as 22 A No, that's not mine. | don't know what that
23 confidential. But, Scott, | also think there's a 23 meant, but Kinas signed for ne.
24 second page in this. 24 Q O | see. Isthat --
25 MR RAUSCHER Yes. | think | have multiple 25 A That's not ny signature.
Page 99 Page 101
1 versions of this. You knowwhat? Isit all right 1 Q That's not your --
2 if we gooff for about two-minutes? | want to see 2 A That's not ny initials or not --
3 if | have themprinted in ny office. If not, | 3 Q Tothe left of your name's not yours?
4 wll have someone print the full thing and come 4 A Yeah. No
5 back toit. 5 Q Ckay. Got it.
6 THE REPCRTER  Ckay. W're of f the record. 6 A | think that's four. That's the word "four."
7 The time is 3:12 p.m, Central. 7 Q (h, okay. WII, it's his nane twice it |ooks
8 (CFF THE RECRD) 8 like, right?
9 THE REPCRTER V¥ are back on the record for 9 A Yeah
10 the deposition of Juan R vera being conducted in 10 MR RAUSCHER Al right. Exhibit 10is Gty
11 person and by video conference. M name is Sydney 11 BG 011620.
12 Little. Today is Septenber 6, 2023 and the tine is 12 (EHBT 10 MARKED FCR | DENTI FI CATI QN
13 3:16 p.m, Central. 13 MR NOLAND  And again, this is a confidential
14  BY MR RAUSCHR 14 docurent, but it could be that there's nothing
15 Q W'regoing to cone back to Exhibit 8 when | 15 confidential about the questions and answers.
16 get the full version, and | think ['Il just add or 16 BY MR RAUSCHR
17  substitute the exhibit. Sol'mgoing to -- we actually 17 Q Do you recogni ze this docunent ?
18 should, | guess -- well, you'll tell ne if we should go 18 A Not this docunent. | recognize the -- the
19 back to confidential. ['mgoing to show you Exhibit 9, 19 system
20 whichis Gty BG011614 to 615. And | -- you can read 20 Q (kay. Wat's the systen?
21 that thing. | just have a -- one specific question 21 A | think it's -- it had an acronym CR\S.
22 about it. 22 Q Adisthat a-- that's a conputer system
23 (EXHBIT 9 MARKED FCR | DENTI FI CATI QN 23 where information about GRS is hel d?
24 M NLAD 97 24 A Yes.
25 MR RAUSCHER Yeah, sorry. That's 9. 25 Q Do you see what CRthis relates to?
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1 A Yes. 1 don't knowif there was additional information that came
2 Q And which (Rdoes it relate to? 2 out of this. | -- I'mnot sure.
3 A The -- the one involving Vétts in the vehicle. 3 BY MR RASCHR
4 Q Adthenit says it was initiated by 4 Q  Wen you say you don't know what investigation
5 anonymous. Do you see that? 5 was done, what do you nean?
6 A Yes. 6 A A tines when the federal cases are
7 Q Isthat right? 7 adjudicated, we could close thembased on the
8 A | -- nore than likely this was entered in 8 information they provided or if there's a need to open
9 there to avoid other people being able to deternine 9 it and address that specific allegation, it -- it could
10 identities. 10 -- could be addressed.
11 Q Ot it. Andthenit -- there's a conplaint 11 Q Have you seen any evidence that the feds
12 finding that says "unfounded." Wat does that mean? 12 investigated this (R and determned that Viatts didn't do
13 A The actual unfounded means that there was no 13 the things he was accused of relating to that car
14 factual evidence to support the allegation. 14 accident ?
15 Q Isthat true for this one or is that another 15 M NLAD So--
16 one that's a placehol der kind of thing? 16 MR RAUSCHER And the (R --
17 A | think it mght be the fact that they just 17 MR NLAND W're creating a false -- a
18 want that to be listed as unfounded and just like a 18 m sl eading record here about this CR but objection
19 placehol der here. 19 to form foundation, and car accident.
20 Q Wy would they want that to be listed as 20 M RAUSCHER M. Rverareferredtoit as a
21 unfounded? 21 car acci dent.
22 A (oviously, so no one looks to try to determne 22 MR NOLAND It's just because you introduced
23 what the outcone was. Mre likely, Records has a copy 23 it earlier. So go ahead. I'Il have to cleanit up
24 of it. Again, it's probably redacted. But they're 24 later, so !l don't -- you know Go ahead.
25 making -- | think it [ooks like they' re making every 25 A I'msorry. Can you repeat that just so | nake
Page 103 Page 105
1 effort to avoid any access to it or anybody being able 1 sure | answer it correctly?
2 toidentify anybody through this cover -- or the sheet. 2 MR RAUSCHER | think | lost that question to
3 Q Wo's the "they" you're referring to, like 3 be honest. Can you try to read it back?
4 when you're saying they woul dn't want anyone to have 4 THE REPCRTER  Qadly.
5 access? 5 MR RAUSCHER  Thanks.
6 A It would be -- it would be us, the 6 ( REPCRTER PLAYS BACK REQUESTED QUESTI QN
7 admnistrative -- | nean, it would be Kimas woul d end 7 THE REPCRTER  Did you hear that? Because |
8 up ensuring that this was done in -- in Records. 8 can repeat it.
9 Q Isthere a-- sonething in place so that 9 MR RAUSCHER | think | --
10 someone can go back, for exanple, after the joint 10 ( REPCRTER READS BACK REQUESTED QUESTICN
11  investigation was concluded and change this so it 11 A Again, I'd be speculating. |'d have to see
12 doesn't say unfounded? 12 the closing report on the actual main investigationto
13 A Thereisif someone -- again, | don't know 13 see if they addressed it or if this was referred -- or -
14 what happened, if this still stands this way or if it's 14 - or if it was just closed unfounded there. | -- 1 -- 1
15 included into the other case and it was closed there. 15 wouldn't be able to answer that.
16  That can happen. It -- at tines they'Il put unfounded 16 BY MR RAUSCHR
17 onthis, but it's absorbed into the other one. And then 17 Q Ckay. Wiy don't we nark as Exhibit 11 PL
18 that's where the actual classificationis entered. It's 18  Joint 010860 through 010911. You got a chance to flip
19 all conbined. 19 through this?
20 Q To your know edge, is it accurate to say that 20 (EHBIT 11 MARKED FCR | DENTI Fl CATIQON
21 this conplaint was unfounded? 21 A Yes.
22 A Again, | -- | don't know 22  BY MR RAUSCHER
23 M NOLAND |'mgoing to object to form @ 23 Q DOidyou see Conplaint Register 300778 on a
24 ahead. 24 bunch of pages?
25 A | don't know what investigation was done. | 25 A Uh-huh.
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1 Q Including a bunch of pages discussing the car 1 conducted the -- the -- |'mnot sure which task force or
2 accident we've been talking about today? 2 both of themwere there. They cane and they ran down,
3 A Yes. 3 nore or less, what has been done and up to the date of
4 Q Wat's the significance of that CR nunber 4 vhat we vere planning. And again, it was a verbal
5 being on docunents relating to the car accident? 5 brief. | don't remenber actually getting this paperwork
6 A It's--it's all part of this packet -- this 6 handed to ne, but | renenber in essence a briefing
7 investigation. 7 covering nost of this.
8 Q This investigation nmeaning investigation of 8 Q | gotit. Isit possible that the FB created
9 Wtts, including the car accident or -- 9 this document? It referenced it. VeII, | nean, |'[l
10 A No, thisis just the incident. 10 let you answer that question.
11 M NLAND Hold on. (bjection. Foundation. 11 A It's--it's possible.
12 & ahead. 12 Q It references the bottomof the first page, a
13 A This, the incident with the vehicle. 13 briefing that is to be conducted Novenber, it |ooks |ike
14  BY MR RASCHR 14 2011. Do you see that?
15 Q Ckay. Al right. W're going to go back to 15 A Yes.
16 Exhibit 8. And now | have both pages of the document to 16 Q Isthat the briefing that you are renenbering?
17 show M. Rvera. Sothe full thingis Gty BG 023858 to 17 A It could have been sonething prior to that. |
18 23859. So I'mjust going to add this to your the second 18 -- 1 -- | amnot sure.
19 page. | only have one, though. Is that all right? I'm 19 Q Isthat around the tine of the briefing that
20 sure you've seen it. 20 you are testifying about?
21 M NLAND Yeah, that's fine. 21 A | --1'd be speculating it.
22 MR PALLES 23858? 22 Q Rght?
23 M NLAND Yeah, to 23859. 23 A Yeah
24 A Yes. Let ne see. 24 Q Ckay.
25 BY MR RAUSCHR 25 A | don't want to speculate. It could have
Page 107 Page 109
1 Q  Have you seen this docunent before? 1 'been. | --1 don't know | don't recall.
2 A Yes, prepping. 2 Q \Vés it fairly closeintime to the successful
3 Q kay. Have you not -- you hadn't seen it 3 sting?
4 before prepping? 4 A Fromwhat | recall, it was -- yeah. It was in
5 A | don't recall. 5 the planning stage, so it would probably be close.
6 Q Do you know who created it? 6 Q Al right. W're going to be at another FBl
7 A N 7 Privacy Act document, FBl 14 to 16, as Exhibit 12.
8 Q Do you know why it was created? 8 (EHBIT 12 MARKED FCR | DENTI H CATICON
9 A | -- it just details what was the tineline and 9 MR NLAND  So again, that document wes
10 what was done. 10 confidential, but | don't think anything di scussed
11 Q It's not something to your know edge that you 11 regarding it was confidential.
12 asked to be created? 12 MR RAUSCHER (kay. The one we just did?
13 A It's possible, but | don't recall this. | -- 13 MR NOLAND  Yeah. MNunber 8.
14 | recall being briefed and a I ot of the briefing covered 14 THE REPCRTER  So we are confidential now,
15 some of this. Again, not in detail like this, but this 15 though, correct?
16 was prior to this. | was briefed prior to the 16 MR RAUSCHER  Yes.
17 successful sting. 17 THE REPCRTER ~ Ckay.
18 Q  ay. 18 (OONFI DENTI AL PCRTION || REDACTED)
19 A Yes. 19 Q Do you have -- do you understand that there
20 Q  Wen you say you were briefed prior to the 20 are 175 or so people suing and alleging that they were
21 successful sting, you mean there was |ike a particul ar 21 wongfully convicted by Vétts and other menbers of this
22 briefing that you asked for close intine to the 22 tean?
23 successful sting in 20117 23 A Yes.
24 A | don't knowif | asked for it, but | believe, 24 Q Do you know any of the plaintiffs in those
25 if I canrecall correctly, before this sting was 25  cases?
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1 MR NOAND  (bjection. Foundation. 1 A As asergeant, from'94, all the way up to
2  BY MR RAUSCHR 2 lieutenant. Beyond that, it's review ng.
3 Q To your know edge, are you aware of any of the 3 Q Wat were the -- what are the typical steps in
4 plaintiffsinthe -- 4 the investigation of a CR?
5 A | have -- 5 MR NOLA\D  (pjection. Form Foundation.
6 Q --inthose cases? 6 Inconpl ete hypothetical. You may answer.
7 A --no clue nanes or anything, sol -- I'm-- 7 A First and forenost, contacting the -- the
8 1'd have to say, no. 8 conplai nant.
9 Q Do you know -- does the name Qarissa denn 9 BYM RASCHR
10 sound famliar to you? 10 Q Wat happens after that?
11 A Qarissa Genn. Cf the top of ny head, no. 11 MR NOLAND  Sare objection. But go ahead.
12 Q Wat about Ben Baker? 12 A You'd take a statenent.
13 A Ben Baker. It sounds famliar, but | -- | 13 BY MR RAUSCHER
14 can't recall for sure. 14 Q Al right. After you take the statenent,
15 Q You don't knowwhy it sounds famliar? 15 woul d you sonetimes end the investigation right there?
16 A No. | don't knowif it was in a report, or -- 16 A If -- if thereis away of -- if thereis
17 but Baker does sound familiar. 17 evidence that proves it's unfounded, yes, you could end
18 Q I'mnot suggesting the next personis a 18 it.
19 plaintiff, but do you know the nane |’ 19 Q Wuld you typically end it after talking to
20 A | ™Mat -- no. That nane, | do not know 20 the conplainant, or would you have to go do other
21 Q | may have asked you this earlier, but one of 21 things?
22 the reports referenced someone alleging that Vétts had 22 MR NLAND  (bjection. Form Foundation.
23 shot at then? 23 Inconpl ete hypothetical. G ahead.
24 A Yes, | dorecall. -- 24 A | recall where they were able to decline
25 Q Do you know who that person is who allegedy 25 further investigation, and they signed a form of

Page 111 Page 113
1 was shot at by Vétts? 1 declination, as they called it, and we were able to
2 A N 2 closeit.
3 Q Didyou personal ly investigate CRs during your 3 BY MR RAUSCHER
4 time at CPD? 4 Q DOid you ever ask anyone to sign a form of
5 A Yes. As asergeant, that was one of your 5 declination?
6 responsibilities. 6 A N
7 Q Wat types of CRs did you investigate as a 7 Q Assuning that the conplainant didn't want to -
8 sergeant? 8 - assumng the conplainant wanted to pursue it and there
9 MR NOLAND Before you answer that, can | 9 was nothing that proved that the conplainant was |ying,
10 just go back? You can stop the confidential 10 what were the next steps?
11 portion after -- it woul d have been Exhibit -- 11 MR NLAND  (bjection. Form Foundation.
12 THE REPCRTER  25. 12 Inconpl ete hypothetical. @ ahead.
13 M NLAD -- 25 13 A | would then schedul e interviews with the
14 THE REPCRTER 25, Ckay. 14 officers or the accused.
15 A They -- they were CR nunbers that cane to the 15 BY MR RAUSCHR
16 district for investigation involving officers assigned 16 Q Wuld you also talk to witnesses, if there
17 tothe district at the tinme, 4th District. 17 wvere any?
18  BY MR RAUSCHR 18 A If there vere, yes.
19 Q Al types of OR? 19 Q Wat's the reason for talking to officers and
20 A For the nost part, yes. 20 witnesses?
21 Q  About how nmany did you personal |y investigate? 21 M NOLAD (pjection. Form Foundation.
22 A | --1--1"d be speculating on that. | don't 22 I nconpl ete hypothetical. @ ahead.
23 -- it -- over ny career, it could have been over 100. 23 A To establish whether the incident took place
24 Q kay. Wat wvere the years where you woul d 24 or didn't take place.
25 have been charged with investigating CRs? 25 BY MR RAUSCHR
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1 Q Vés there arule that said you should believe 1 BY MR RAUSCHR
2 officers over civilians if there's a credibility gap? 2 Q And failure to inventory?
3 A N 3 A Rght.
4 Q Gp'snot theright way to say it. If there's 4 Q  Same type of thing, where the officer woul d
5 acredibility issue -- you know, if you have to deci de 5 admt it, or it's sonething different there?
6 credibility, to pick the officers over civilians? 6 A Rght. | nean, the -- there's certain
7 A N It --it--it al came down to whether 7 property that we expect the officers to secure, personal
8 you had a substantial amount of evidence to sustainit 8 property of a -- say, an arrestee, and when they fail to
9 or youdidn't. Sothere's cases where you coul dn't 9 dothat, we -- we discipline.
10 prove either way, and so it woul d be not sustained, 10 Q That's failure to secure officer -- |'msorry,
11 which didn't mean you couldn't reopen it at a future 11 that isn't, like, for -- you're not saying you sustain
12 date if you received additional infornation or 12 someone if an officer was accused of stealing money from
13 additional witnesses cane forward. 13 soneone there?
14 Q Soyou'd have -- not sustained meant you just 14 A N -- no
15 couldn't tell one way or the other? 15 Q You're saying, they didn't search them
16 A (ne way or the other. 16 properly or sonething like that, and didn't -- and
17 Q  And unfounded neans that it -- there's no 17 didn't secure their property?
18 basis for it? 18 A Exactly.
19 A It's factually, yeah, not true. 19 Q (kay. Got it. And what about msuse of
20 Q  And unsustained neans it is true? 20  equipnent ?
21 A It's true. V¢ have substantial anount of 21 A That could -- that could be sone simlar as a
22 evidence. 22 -- aradiothey failed to care for, and it ended up
23 Q Do you have any idea of what percentage of CRs 23 damaged.
24 you investigated you found sustai ned? 24 Q Ot it.
25 A | -- | wouldn't even pretend to know | -- 25 MR RAUSCHER Al right. Can we go off for
Page 115 Page 117
1 it's been so many years. 1 about five-ninutes?
2 Q Do you know i f you sustained any? 2 MR NLAND  Yeah.
3 A Yes. 3 THE REPCRTER Al right. \é're off the
4 Q Do you have any specific recollection of 4 record. Thetineis 440 p.m, Central.
5 sustaining any CRs? 5 (CFF THE RECRD)
6 A Sone of the ORs were -- that | sustained woul d 6 THE REPCRTER V¢ are back on the record for
7 be like a verbal abuse, msuse of equipnent, failure to 7 the deposition of Juan Rvera, being conducted in
8 inventory property. 8 person and by video conference. M nane is Sydney
9 Q  And how woul d you prove, for exanple, verbal 9 Little. Today is Septenber 6, 2023, and the tine
10 abuse? 10 is 4:52 p.m, Central.
11 A The officer at -- at tines would adnit, you 11  BY MR RAUSCHR
12 know, | lost -- or, you know, | -- | -- I didit. | did 12 Q Do youthink there was a code of silence at
13 say what | did, and -- 13 the Chicago Police Department during any of the period
14 Q You -- do you have any -- do you know -- do 14 of time when you worked there?
15  you renenber any instances of sustaining a verbal abuse 15 M NOLA\D (bject tothe form G ahead.
16 conplaint where the officer didn't admt that they |ost 16 A Again, | -- I've heard the -- the term code
17  their tenper and did it? 17 of silence. W& never used the termcode of silence.
18 M NOLA\D So | know Scott, you got 18 It's a big departnent. You know we're always going to
19 30(b)(6) on discipline, sol would think this would 19 have issues with officers covering up for other
20 take tine away fromthat. 20 officers, but it wasn't a -- you know, widespread in the
21 MR RAUSCHER | don't have too many questions 21 department. Ve didn't -- we didn't witness that. |
22 about it. 22 didn't, so, | -- | didn't see this code of silence. | --
23 M NLAD Ch, yeah. @ ahead. 23 |I've seen cases where officers did lie, or didn't
24 A I can't recall that. | nean, | just -- right 24 report, and we disciplined or separated them
25 now | can't. 25 BY MR RAUSCHR
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1 Q Is this one of those cases? 1 A | --1 nean, I'd have to really think hard
2 A | would say that there were officers, the two 2 about it on these other cases that |'ve reviewed.
3 targets, that obviously did not turn the other officer 3 Q | think that's it.
4 in. They decided to collude together, so it would be, 4 MR NOLAND  Anybody on the TV here got
5 you know appropriate to say yes, and they were charged 5 questi ons.
6 and -- you know, arrested and charged. 6 CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
7 Q Yousaid, "we" don't use the term code of 7 BY MR BAZAREK
8 silence. Wo did you nean by we? 8 Q Yeah, | have a few questions. Chief Rvera,
9 A The -- the department. | mean, |'ve been 9 you reviewed your prior deposition that you gave in the
10 asked is there a code of silence? |'ve never heard 10 Spalding, Echeverria |awsuit before this deposition?
11  departnent nenbers, "Ch, it's a code of silence." | 11 A Yes.
12 nmean, that was -- | don't knowthat -- | heard that 12 Q kay. Inthat deposition, you referred to a
13 start inthe media. You know that's when | first heard 13 briefing that you gave to then interimsuperintendent,
14 that, and then | was like, well, | -- | never heard 14 Terry Filler and Bea Quello. Do you recall that?
15 anybody in the departnent use that. You -- you refer to 15 A Yes.
16 it as the code of silence, and now you know, obviously 16 Q And what you told themwas that the targets of
17 everybody's saying it's a code of silence, but when | 17 the investigation were Vtts and Mhaned; is that
18 was there, there was no, you know, wi despread code of 18 correct?
19 silence. There were, obviously because the departnent 19 A | did not give any names.
20 is large, cases in which I knew where officers had 20 Q Youtold themthat the target of the
21 either lied to-- to cover up or failed to report 21 investigation was a sergeant and a patrol man; is that
22 msconduct, and we went after them 22 correct?
23 Q Aeyou aware of any instances where officers 23 A | may have nentioned that. | don't recall
24 vere retaliated for conplaining about another officer's 24 nanes.
25  behavior or perfornance? 25 Q kay, but it was -- you were tal king about two
Page 119 Page 121
1 A That's kind of vague. |'mnot sure, retaliate 1 officers, correct?
2 interns of -- 2 MR RAUSCHER (bject to form
3 Q Wat's vague about it? Wat would you -- what 3 A Yes.
4 do you need to know to answer that? 4 BY MR BAZAREK
5 A Véll, | nean, they're retaliating against an 5 Q Meaning the sergeant and a patrol of ficer,
6 officer, for what purpose? 6 correct?
7 Q For -- not for what purpose, but have you seen 7 A That's correct.
8 any officers or heard of any officers being retaliated 8 Q kay. And also when you cane back to Internal
9 against for conplaining about another of ficer? 9 Affairs as a chief, that woul d ve been in 2009; is that
10 A It -- it's happened, yes. 10 correct?
11 Q Ay specific instances that you can think of ? 11 A As chief, yes.
12 A No. COf the top of ny head, no. | nean -- | 12 Q  And you were briefed on operation Brass Tax at
13 -- | nmean, | was involved in the Spal ding, Echeverria 13 that tine; is that correct?
14 and again, they did cone to ne with that issue and | was 14 A That's correct.
15 fine, let's look intoit, and every tine they nade a 15 Q And you had learned that the targets of the
16 nmention of that, | said, well, we're -- give ne names of 16 investigation were Vétts and Mhamed; is that correct?
17 whoit is. Sothey clained it happened. They were 17 MR RAUSCHER (bject to form
18 never able to give ne nanes of witnesses or peopl e who 18 A That's correct.
19 were actually calling them and that was investigated or 19 MR BAZAREK: What did -- | want to ask the
20 at least addressed in two CR nunbers. So |'ve heard of 20 court reporter, Scott, what was the exhibit nunber
21 it, but that actually involved ne, but that was, you 21 for the interviewof | ' knowit's
22 know never sustained or never, you know found to be 22 FBl 44 --
23 true. 23 THE REPCRTER  Yeah, that's Exhibit 5.
24 Q kay. And no other specific exanples you can 24 BY MR BAZAREK
25 think of. 25 Q -- through 48. (kay. Chief, do you have that
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1 exhibit infront of you, Exhibit 5? 1 CERTIFI CATE OF DI G TAL REPORTER
2 A Yes. 2 STATE OF ILLINO'S
3 ((CONFI DENTI AL PORTION |11 REDACTED) 3
4 M RAUSCHER | got nothing el se. 4 | do hereby certify that the witness in the foregoing
5 THE REPCRTER  Anyone on Zoon? No? Nb. 5 transcript was taken on the date, and at the time and
6 Before we go off the record, I'msorry. |'mgoing 6 place set out on the Title page hereof by nme after first
7 to get orders really quickly. Scott, woul d you 7 being duly sworn to testify the truth, the whole truth,
8 like a copy? 8 and nothing but the truth; and that the said matter was
9 MR NOLAN Hold on. W'll reserve. 9 recorded digitally by me and then reduced to typewitten
10 M5. MELROY: (h, we'll reserve. Ckay. Thank 10 formunder ny direction, and constitutes a true record
11 you. 11 of the transcript as taken, all to the best of ny skills
12 M RAUSCHER |'mgoing towait. |'mnot 12 and ability. | certify that | amnot a relative or
13 sure. 13 enployee of either counsel, and that | amin no way
14 THE REPCRTER  Ckay. No worri es. 14 interested financially, directly or indirectly, in this
15 M RAUSCHR  Thanks. 15 action.
16 THE REPCRTER M. Noland, woul d you |ike one? 16 muf,:

NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF ILINOIS

17 M NOLAND  Yes. 17 L1y commission xnes auson 1o
18 THE REPCRTER  Ckay.  And how woul d you | ke 18 MW
19 it? 19 At
20 M NLAND  Expedited. 20
21 THE REPCRTER  Expedi t ed? 21
22 MR NOLAND.  Yeah. 22 SYDNEY LITTLE,
23 THE REPCRTER O(ay. 23 DIG TAL REPORTER / NOTARY
24 M NOLAND Like, 1'dlike it tonorrow 24 COW SSI ON EXPI RES ON: 03/18/ 2026
25 THE REPCRTER  Tonorrow. Vi can do a rough 25 SUBM TTED ON. 09/13/2023

Page 123
1 tonorrow not final; is that okay?
2 M NLAD  Ckay.
3 THE REPCRTER  Ckay. And then anyone on Zoom
4 woul d anyone |ike a copy of the transcript?
5 M FLAXVN  Not for me. Thanks.
6 M SCHALKA'  Not for me as well. Thisis
7 Mchael.
8 THE REPORTER  Ckay.
9 MR PALLES. No. Not yet.
10 THE REPCRTER  Ckay, great. |'Il get us off
11 the record. (ne nonent.
12 (DEPCSI TI ON GONCLUDED AT 5:17 P.M CI)
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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