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

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

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

A No.

Q Did you ever ask for that information?

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

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

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

|f they could share it with me, fine.

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

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

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

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

A Yes.

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

A No, it was a phone call.

Q And about what tine period did you nake that
call?

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

t hose docunents.
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Q Novenber 20177

A Yes.

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

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

Q About how | ong was the conversation or
conversations?

A My best recol |l ection, maybe 10 mnutes or so.

Q Was it just one phone call?

A Phone call for me asking if there was anyt hing
| should be concerned with, and then the phone -- the
return call saying no.

Q So it wasn't like you called, they said
I mredi ately no. They looked into it.

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

Q Wo did you talk to at the FBI?

A It would' ve been the SAC. Jeff Sallette.

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

A S-AL-L-E-T-T-E, | believe. He mght get me
if | msspell his nane.

Q Jeff Sallette, though?

A Yes.
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Q kay.

A To the best of ny know edge.

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

A Correct.

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

A Correct.

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

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

Q Did you just ask them about crimnal activity?

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

Q Did you give themany guidelines about what

activity would warrant relieving themof police powers?
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A No.

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

MR BURNS: (nbjection to formof question.
M5. VEST: Join.

A It woul dn't have been anything specifically,
but if there's a crimnal investigation, it would be
crimnal allegations, | would imagine. So, | -- there
was nothing that specifically, because | didn't want to
taint that response fromthem | just wanted to know if
there was something that | should be concerned about.

Q Did you go back and ask anyone in Internal
Affairs the same question?

A So when you say sanme question, was there
anyt hing that CPD shoul d be concerned wth?

Q Yeah. So, did you go back to -- it was a
joint investigation, right? So, | -- let nme back up a
sec. | was making an assunmption but tell me if |'m
right about this. You called the FBI and the US
Attorney's office because you knew they did a joint
I nvestigation into, at |east Watts and Mohammad, right?

A Correct.

Q And you are aware that, and would've, at a

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

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

A Correct.

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

A Correct.

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

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

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

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

Q And were those -- did you get no answer for
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Page 52
1 someone on your teamdid or both?
2 A It could have been both. Again, we had
3 quarterly neetings at tines and then there are -- there
4 aretinmes | -- | recall we were asked to go there and
5 neet on a separate date or -- or -- S0 it wasn't just
6 quarterly neetings, but there were other neetings that
7 we vere required or requested to go.
8 Q Do you have a specific nenory of either asking
9 that question or hearing someone el se ask it, or are you
10 making an assunption that it woul d have been asked?
11 MR NLAND (bject tothe form @ ahead.
12 A | recall it being asked by -- | don't know if
13 it was -- | think it was a task force -- one of the task
14 force officers, if | remenber correctly.
15  BY MR RAUSCHR
16 Q Do you remenber about when during the
17 investigation that was asked?
18 A No, I would -- | would be specul ating.
19 Q And do you recal | what -- the answer you got?
20 A I'msorry. | -- 1 lost track. Wat was the
21 question again?
22 Q If you recall the answer to the question?
23 A Wat was the question? [|'msorry.
24 Q (h, the question was -- well, there's a
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 (pjection. 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 frame 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 few of 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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Page 54
force officers that mght've been there woul d' ve been

Boehrer, Chester. Wio else? | forgot the officer's
nane. Daria-- | forgot her last name. She was a
[iaison, but she was CPD.

Q  Anyone el se?

A Not off the top of ny head. | think those
vere --

Q DOidyou see any of the 302 -- so you | ooked at
some 302s to prepare for your deposition?

A Yes.

Q  Had you seen any of those three oh twos
bef or e?

A N

Q Didyou see any 302s during the investigation?

A N

Q Didany of the 302s you | ooked at to prepare
for your deposition mention other officers besides Vétts
and Mhanmed?

A | --yes, | didnotice that one did nention
Jones, | believe.

Q Vs that about the theft of about $5,000, if
you renenber ?

A | --yeah | don't recall.

Q Wat do you know -- what do you renenber, if
anything, about what that 302 said about Jones?
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Page 69
factors that can affect the Iength of these

i nvestigations.
BY MR RAUSCHR

Q Doyouthink that Ronald Vétts was wongful Iy
convi ct ed?

A I'msorry? Do-- dol think that Ronald Vétts
Was wong -- no.

Q No? Wiy do you think he was not wongfull'y
convi ct ed?

A Al the evidence, you know, shows that he was
willing to extort drug dealers.

Q  Wat about Mhanmed? Ws he wongful ly
convi ct ed?

A N

Q Wy was -- why -- what's your position -- what
is your basis to say that Mbhamved was not wrongful |y
convi ct ed?

A Sane thing. Again, when | was there, he -- he
was part of the sting operation, the successful sting
operation.

Q Are you aware of any steps that the -- either
the Chicago Police Departnent or the FBl took to
determne whether other officers vere involved in the
alleged illegal activity?

A Again, going back to what | recall, | believe
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Page 70
they were all -- fromwhat | recal|l -- again, they were

all part of a either pen register or a wretap. And
towards the end of the investigation, we were adanant
that the -- that we knew exactly whether these of ficers
-- these other officers were involved or not. And, so
there were several nore. | don't knowif it was two
other sting operations that were either set up or
attenpted after the successful sting of Wétts and
Mhammed. And -- and that resulted in negative results.

Q Wio were -- who were the targets of those
other stings?

A | --1 just -- 1 thinkit was just -- | -- |
don't recall. Again, | don't recall the seeing the
operational plan, so | don't knowif they were named on
there or not.

Q Do you know if those stings actual |y took
pl ace?

A | -- 1 knowthat was -- | know they were
attenpted. | believe, on the second sting, |ike Wtts
and Mohammed were arrested.

Q  Second sting against other officers?

A Against the same group. Coviously, they --
Vétts and Mhamred weren't arrested in the first sting.
The goal was to determne if other officers were also
involved and | believe the last -- the last attenpt,
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Q And why was that? Wy was there nothing

witten?

MR BURNS: (bjection. Form

A | -- I"mnot a big paper person. | N
hear it if | have questions about it. And tf{%
ke

there's any paper, like a picture or sone
that, it all went back.

BY MR FLAXMAN.
Q And did you ever take notes(a

meet i ngs?
A No. Qx

t he

| ssue where your

Q You al so tal ked abou
departnent was trying to get b fromthe federal

I nvestigation every so o You remenber that?

A Yes.

Q Did you eveéer..communicate with federal

authorities about Xes?

A I have-sai d sonething to Bob Gant. |
don't recall. | do know this very
speci fi cal

to this”
two o f

happeni ng.

asked Bob Grant, is there anything el se
A .Q, said, absolutely not.

It's just these

And when we tried to obtain nore

we couldn't obtain it because federal
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Q And did you try to obtain that information
after Bob Grant told you that it was just these two

of ficers?
A | believe we tried for a while to --<i§§§%>
KI'i mas because there was sone sort of a vetttggizgg

they -- the feds were tal king about. Anc Iy, |

don't think we got anything.

Q Wel |, when you say there was sone sort of
vetting, what do you nean?

A In other words, they wo -~you know, they
woul d take them and redact thi @iizzii)ngs li ke that.
But they never did any of it/f J To ny
recol | ection, we got absol utel y-—nothing.

Q And given that G ant had told you that

there's nothing el se, st these two officers, why

did you want that ot i nformation?
A To ensu%é?iiﬁp there was nothing else. And,
like | said, you know” the -- the FBI was | ooking at

crim nal charThat doesn't nmean that we weren't

going to p

sonet hin e :
, was it -- did you say that it was Klinas

A | woul dn't say responsible. He was the guy
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