
 

 

September 13 CPRB Meeting Notes 

 

Mr. Hess calls the meeting to order 

Mr. Hess, chair 

David Gatian, vice chair 

Chenoa Miller 

Sherall Hardy 

Kenneth Mountcastle 

Roz Quarto 

Mike Graham will join as soon as he can. 

 

Public Comment 

LaTonya Goldsby, President and Co-Found of BLM Cleveland and member of Citizens for a Safer 

Cleveland  

I wanted to get an update from you all.  The last time you had a meeting, there was a 

conversation about the updated manual that was supposed to reflect the requirements of the 

new implementations for the CRPB under charter section 115.  I wanted to see if you all had 

updated that manual and if it is available.  Also, the progress on the new hires.  There were 

some positions that needed to be filled – I want to know if you have filled those positions yet?  

And are you operating under the guidelines under charter section 115? 

Mike Hess:  There’s going to be – when we get an update on the new manual, there is 

no update that I’m aware of on that.  That is in the control of the DoJ monitoring team 

and the federal court, and there’s not a lot that the CPRB can do to change the speed in 

which that process happens.  As far as the new hires go –  

LG:  Sorry, you all are now independent and I don’t understand the reason why you’re waiting 

for the DoJ and the judge to update your manual.  You all operate as an independent entity, 

correct? 

MH:  Well, independent of the Safety Department, but we need to comply with the 

federal court order. 

LG:  Right.  And the federal court order now institutes charter section 115, correct?  It’s a federal 

court order? 

MH:  We cannot move forward though until our manual is approved by the federal 

court.   



 

 

LG:  Right.  And at the last meeting, about two months ago, you all said that it was being 

updated.  We are now in September 13 – that’s been over 90 days now, so you all are still not 

complete with the update? 

MH:  I mean again, I have no control over that operation, and there’s very little that I 

can add to the matter.  If you want me to speak to the new hires, that is something that 

the Board can do.  We are actually going to discuss this at the end of our meeting today 

on how we are going to move forward with some of the applicants that we’ve gotten for 

the administrator position.  We have an interim administrator here who is running the 

meeting, and that process is going be hopefully wrapped up pretty shortly – we just 

need a process in place to do it.   

LG:  Now, will these interviews for these new hires, will they be open to the public, considering 

this a public body?   

MH:  That’s a decision that the Board is going to make.  There’s not a process in place – 

this is the first time that we’ve done it this way, and we’re going to decide how we do 

this moving forward.   

 LG:  Okay, thank you.   

 

Brenda Bickerstaff: 

I’ve got a question.  Are you aware, on March 17, 2022, that the federal judge implemented 

Issue 24 aka charter 115? 

 MH:  I’m not sure I understand that.   

Okay, on March 17, when Issue 24 passed in November 2021, immediately it converted over to 

charter 115, because they had to integrate it into the charter.  In March of 2022, an order was 

drafted by the Law Department and the DoJ in a joint motion so when there was a hearing on 

that day because we attended – myself, LaTonya who is the president of Black Lives Matter, and 

families who have been impacted by police violence – the judge modified the Consent Decree 

and incorporated charter 115.  Are you aware of that?  

MH:  Okay, I think…Gerri, does the Law Department have a comment?  My guess here is 

that implementing 115 did not itself alter our manual.   

Okay, so what you’re saying just I can be clear when I talk to the monitor today, because I’m 

going to Charles See or either Aiden, so I can be clear, even though the judge implemented 

charter 115 and modified the consent decree, from what you’re telling me, your office cannot 

do anything until it goes back to court or you hear from the federal judge?  Is someone on here 

from the Law Department? 

 GB:  Yes.   

Are you aware that Judge Oliver modified the Consent Decree per Marv Griffin of the Law 

Department and the DoJ in a joint motion? 



 

 

GB:  Are you aware that the CPRB does not operate under anything but it’s manuals 

currently?  And until the manuals are approved by Judge Oliver with the new language, 

they continue to operate under the manual they currently have.  So that is how we are 

going to proceed today.  If you have any questions or you want to make a comment to 

the Monitoring Team, please do so.  If you would like to contact the Law Department, 

you’re certainly welcome to do that, but the CPRB is going to operate under the manual 

they currently have, and that is approved by the court.   

BB:  Okay, that’s why I’m asking the question.  To be clear, they can’t do anything until they hear 

from the judge?   

 MH:  Yes, that is correct. 

BB:  Okay, that is why I was asking because from the information that I witnessed on March 17, 

2022, per your law director, everybody agreed and the judge modified it, so I can only assume 

that meant that you could move forward. But what you are saying is you have to still hear from 

the judge.   

 MH:  The judge has to approve the operating manual, yes.   

BB:  Okay.  Is there a meeting scheduled for that approval?   

 MH:  Not to my knowledge.   

BB:  Hold on one second.  We’re gong to be at the status hearing on September 22.  Will this be 

a part of that?   

 MH:  I don’t know what the agenda is for the status hearing. 

TF:  Ms. Bickerstaff, that might be able to be answered for you at another time, 

but the public comment portion of this meeting, we do have to limit to 3 

minutes per person so that we can get through the disciplinary investigations of 

OPS to present to the Board.   

 BB:  Okay, I was just trying to get some clarity because we can never seem to get clarity.   

TF:  We will try to do that Ms. Bickerstaff, but for now we have to move on 

because the investigations that OPS and that the Board has reviewed since the 

last meeting – we do need to address those officer and complainant’s issues.   

 BB:  Okay, so did I understand you when you said you were the new administrator?   

TF:  I am the interim administrator while the Board is interviewing new potential 

permanent administrators, yes.   

 BB:  Okay, thank you. 

   TF:  You’re welcome.  Thank you, ma’am, and thank you also Ms. Goldsby.   

 

David Lima, SURJ 



 

 

I appreciate being able to comment on this, but just for a clarification, has the manual been 

revised and completed and yet approved?  Or, is the manual undergoing revision accordingly so 

that the proper language can be included, and if it’s still undergoing revision, who is involved in 

that process?  Thank you.   

MH:  The City of Cleveland Law Department and the Department of Justice are the two 

entitles involved in drafting it, and I imagine that it’s not going to be finalized – there 

will probably be ongoing revisions, and we will work with the court to finalize those 

revisions.  It’s not going to finalized 100% until the moment it gets approved.   

 DL:  Thank you, that clarifies it.  It’s still in the process of being revised.   

  MH:  Yes, I think that’s fair to say.   

 

Presentation of Investigations: 

2021-0199:  Adkins/Shoff.  Complainant is present.  I don’t have anything to add as far as his 

summary, but I do have a victim impact statement, if I could?  Since the events that took place on July 

4, 2021, I have felt angry, violated, and my trust in law enforcement has been broken.  My family 

looks forward to the Fourth all year long, and it’s been a family tradition to get together and celebrate 

freedom for years, as long as I can remember.  After Michael Glick barged into my sister’s yard 

thinking he was untouchable with his badge in my face, assaulted my son and my brother-in-law, then 

drew his weapon, I knew we weren’t actually free.  I knew that at any moment, our lives could be 

taken by a police officer for absolutely no reason.  I’m extremely disappointed not only in the 

Cleveland Police Department but also my police department in Lakewood.  Nothing was resolved from 

that night.  We were victimized by Michael Glick.  You’re supposed to find safety and protection in law 

enforcement when things like this happen, but what happens when you’re violated by the very 

people who are supposed to protect you?  Absolutely nothing.  And to add insult to injury, my son, 

brother-in-law, and myself were placed in handcuffs and ticketed.  My bathing suit was ripped off by 

Lakewood Police, exposing my body to not only the many people who were out celebrating that night, 

but also my teenage children, my teenage nephews, and my extended family.  I can’t begin to describe 

the humiliation and fear I felt that night.  The situation has been a tough pill to swallow because 

there’s no justice for us.  The behavior of that officer was disgusting and unbelievable.  I’ll never 

forget what happened to my family that night, and I just can’t shake the unfortunate conclusion that 

when it comes down to it, it’s ultimately us against them.  I’ve lost my faith in law enforcement, and 

he put our lives and the lives of other innocent people at risk that night.  Thank you for your time.   

To whom it may concern, my name is Andrea.  I’m here to talk about what took place on July 4, 2021.  

I’m a person who suffers from anxiety and depression.  On January 6, 2021, my life changed for the 

worst.  I lost my sister and due to Covid-19 we weren’t able to give her a proper funeral.  I spent the 

next few months in and out of the hospital and couldn’t get out of bed due to my illness that had 

gotten worse as time went on.  With the push of family and friends, we decided to go ahead with our 

annual 4th of July party.  July 4, 2021, was the second worst day for us that year.  We had family and 

friends over for a barbecue, we cooked, swam, and spent time together for the first time in 6 months.  

I was able to smile, until about 9:30 or 10pm.  I heard yelling coming from my side yard.  Hearing that 



 

 

a gun was pulled and pointed at my family put me in a panic fight-or-flight mode, and that day I chose 

to fight.  My panic turned to anger that someone, let alone a cop, did this.  After Lakewood police 

showed up, it was very hard to understand how we went from needing help to becoming the bad 

guys.  Watching my family be thrown to the ground, my sister’s clothes being ripped off, exposing her 

chest, I froze and panic set in.  I knew I had to calm down and get my family home.  (Directed at Mr. 

Glick), Mr. Glick, not only were our lives endangered, you also put the whole City of Lakewood in 

danger that somehow we got the blame for.  We still have neighbors that won’t speak to us.  The 

trauma you’ve caused our family is unforgivable.   Our family would like to thank David Hammons for 

being the only person who took this matter seriously by giving it a fair investigation and the 

opportunity to be heard.   

Mr. Hess, on the allegation of off-duty violation, my motion is to sustain, the preponderance of the 

evidence, including WCS video footage of spoken witness statements, written witness statements, 

testimony from complainants, witnesses, the responding officers and the subject officer, indicated that 

the alleged conduct, which was a failure to – in the words of the GPO – take a conservative approach 

when faced with the decision of taking any police action while off-duty or in plain clothes, did occur, in 

violation of GPO 3.4.23.  Specifically, the GPO basically gives a four-factor test for officers to decide 

when they should act when they’re either off-duty or out of uniform.  Those things include the severity 

of the crime, potential of serious harm to innocent persons if no action is taken, the number of suspects 

involved, and the ability to contact 911.  If you balance those out, it’s really hard for me to see how P.O. 

Glick justified his actions, so my motion is to sustain, seconded by Ms. Quarto, motion passed. 

Mr. Hess moves for a Group II violation; tactics, violation of training and conduct unbecoming, 

seconded by Ms. Quarto, motion passed. 

Mr. Hess, on the allegation of unprofessional conduct, moves to sustain, that the preponderance of 

evidence, including WCS video footage, spoke witness statements, written witness statements, 

testimony from the complainants, witnesses, and responding officers, indicate that the alleged conduct 

– which was to respond to a 4th of July party while armed and off-duty to attempt to investigate the 

source of fireworks – did occur, in violation of MRR 5.01 and 5.13, seconded by Ms. Quarto, motion 

passed. 

Mr. Hess moves for a Group II violation, diminished the esteem of the department and other 

similar misconduct, seconded by Ms. Hardy, motion passed.   

Mr. Hess, on the allegation of excessive force, moves to sustain, that the preponderance of evidence, 

including WCS video footage of spoken witness statements, written witness statements, testimony from 

the complainants, testimony from witnesses, testimony from responding officers and testimony from 

the subject officer, and evidence that would include photographs of injuries that were allegedly 

sustained during the altercation indicate that the alleged conduct did occur – when P.O. Glick responded 

to the party, he did start a physical altercation with multiple members of the complainant’s group and 

he did so in violation of GPO 2.01.03 which is excessive force rule for the Cleveland Police Department, 

and the statements by the witnesses were consistent between each other for the time of the incident, 

and again in follow up with the investigation, and part of GPO 2.01.03 not only deals with 

proportionality and objective reasonableness, it also deals with de-escalation, and the off-duty officer 

put himself into this situation – this whole thing started by P.O. Glick essentially escalating the situation, 

I concur with the motion, Mr. Mountcastle, Ms. Quarto abstains, motion passed. 



 

 

Mr. Hess moves for a Group III violation, seconded by Mr. Gatian, Ms. Quarto abstains, motion 

passed.  

Mr. Hess, on the allegation of administrative compliance, moves to sustain, that the preponderance of 

evidence, including all of the evidence we’ve outlined, and also for this one, the subject officer’s 

admission, indicates that the alleged conduct, which is a violation of a criminal trespass law, did occur, in 

violation of MRR 2.01.  I’ll also point out that there was a court proceeding about that, in which the 

subject officer pled no contest, seconded by Ms. Hardy, Ms. Quarto abstains, motion passed. 

Mr. Hess moves for Group III violation, serious misdemeanor offense, seconded by Ms. Hardy, 

Ms. Quarto abstains, motion passed.  

 

2021-0201:  Miyashiro.  Complainant is present.  I have many family members in public service, I 

highly respect the police, I did not want to file a police report.  If you see the body camera footage at 

the scene, I even said that the officers at the scene of the accident.  I didn’t know that I would be filing 

a complaint, but I was at the scene of a life-threatening accident.  I didn’t physically see the accident, I 

was across the street, I heard the accident and then I saw a body flying and went to the victim.  As 

soon as I got to the scene, a woman from the U-Haul truck came running around stating, ‘I was 

driving, I was driving,’ which is an odd thing to say when you’ve just hit someone.  Like, wouldn’t you 

be checking the person to see if they’re okay or say ‘Oh my god, I’m sorry’?  But instead, the supposed 

driver kept saying, ‘I was driving, I was driving.’   A male then came out of the passenger side of the 

vehicle and he was very nervous, very skinny, he had sores and scratches on him, he had red eyes and 

he was jittery.  I do have experience with drugs – several drug addicts, one was a neighbor of mine, 

and he looked like he was on drugs.  So the fact that he looked like he was on drugs and high, and the 

fact that she kept insinuating or stating that she was driving made me very suspicious of maybe he 

was driving and they had switched seats.  If you go back and look at video footage from businesses in 

the area, you will find out that he was in fact the driver and they did switch seats.  I believe that he 

was charged for that, for switching seats and for lying or whatever – I don’t know what your 

professional term is for that – but I believe that he never showed up to court, the suspect.  Anyway, at 

the scene I saw police officers sitting in a patrol car and I told them of my suspicions, and I asked that 

they ensure that the man and woman get drug tested or have a sobriety test done due to their actions 

and the severity of the accident.  It was a life-threatening accident.  The man was very very badly 

injured.  Because I was so shaken up by the accident, and because of the internet, I started to follow 

up on the case and I found out online – I was shocked to find out – that there was no sobriety test 

done and there were no charges filed regarding being unfit to drive a vehicle.  My voice was not heard 

– rather it was ignored – the accident victim has no justice or accountability from the perpetrator or 

from the police.  The police and the AIU totally dropped the ball.  They did not take the issue 

seriously, and they did not do their job.  I don’t know why the AIU are only called the scene when it’s 

a very serious accident.  They could have taken five minutes to do a sobriety test, and they didn’t, so 

the fact that my original complaint voiced to the patrol officers on scene – they didn’t even simply 

communicate that to AIU, and there was no test done – no sobriety test, no blood test, no drug test – 

which is now a year and a half later.  Nothing can be done about that.  So, that’s my complaint.  Thank 

you.   



 

 

Mr. Gatian, we have the allegation of Improper Procedure against three officers, and the complainant’s 

statements and the one made here notwithstanding, I don’t think it’s unreasonable for an officer to see 

other officers speaking with the people in the accident and having a belief that if those people were 

impaired, that officer would have identified it.  So I don’t think that the officers were unreasonable, 

because the people involved in the accident were spoken with directly.  We have a case here of one 

person sees one thing, another person sees another thing, but I don’t think it rises to a level where we 

could sustain an allegation that there was improper procedure in this case, so my motion is going to be 

the allegation of improper procedure be unfounded against P.O. Miller, that their review and the AIU 

investigators’ review on the scene did not give rise to information that would require a sobriety test or a 

drug test in this situation, and that they were in compliance with CDP policy and procedures, motion 

failed.   

Mr. Gatian, reincorporating everything I just said, that it would be reasonable that we have insufficient 

evidence – we have a witness making a statement that the officers on scene did not see the same thing 

the witness did – I find it hard to believe that an officer on scene would have seen somebody was 

impaired and just said, ‘Well, we’re not going to do anything about that,’ especially in a serious accident 

case, so I revise my motion for P.O. Miller that there is insufficient evidence to affirm this allegation – 

the preponderance of the evidence fails to establish whether or not the conduct occurred.  Motion fails. 

 Mr. Gatian re-did the unfounded allegation, seconded by Ms. Miller, Mr. Mountcastle opposed, Ms. 

Hardy and Mr. Graham abstains, motion passed. 

Mr. Gatian, on the allegation of improper procedure, incorporating the same motion for unfounded 

against P.O. Oravec, seconded by Ms. Miller, Mr. Mountcastle is opposed, Ms. Hardy and Mr. Graham, 

motion passed. 

Mr. Gatian, on the allegation of improper procedure, incorporating the same rationale for the 

unfounded motion for P.O. Mejia, seconded by Ms. Miller, Mr. Mountcastle is opposed, Ms. Hardy and 

Mr. Graham abstain, motion passed. 

 

2021-0320:  Popivker.  Complainant is present.  I appreciate you sustaining the allegations.  I’m okay 

with letting go the face mask even though I’m sure cameras could verify that account.  I feel it was – 

he made me feel very uncomfortable that he kind of put his head into my window and was right in my 

face at the time when you know, in at least my family, we’re very careful about keeping distances – it 

was almost threatening to me.  Also, that officer claimed that they were just talking amongst 

themselves and I had to wait for an hour because at first they cancelled the call, saying they were just 

talking amongst themselves, basically nobody came for an hour, I was freezing outside, waiting for 

someone to come, and it did bother me a lot because you know, this is something – I’m from Ukraine 

myself, and I’ve experienced anti-Semitism there, and we came to this country because here we didn’t 

feel that, at least in 1989 when we got here, but more and more I’ve experienced it from many 

groups, from many unexpected groups unfortunately.  It’s developing and are changing faces and 

putting on new masks, this hate of Jews, and particularly claiming the Jews killed Jesus is at the root 

of the foundation of anti-Semitism that claimed millions and millions of Jewish lives and caused so 

much suffering, and for a police officer of Cleveland to scream at me that the ‘Jews killed Jesus’ it 

makes me wonder how such police officers can defend me, or when I do go to protest, unfortunately I 



 

 

am seen as the perpetrator because I’m a Jew, and I’ve been falsely arrested several times just 

because they’ve claimed that I attacked them.  So there is a bias, I believe, in the Cleveland police 

force.  Recently there was a policeman, Ismail Quran, who continues to serve with the Cleveland 

police even though he praised Hitler, and I understand that he did it before he was hired, but I believe 

that education is necessary for these kinds of prejudices to be dealt with.  I hope that you guys can 

help me pave the way for an education, just lie we confront racism of all kinds, we must also confront 

this terrible racism and fix this problem with education so that we don’t have to suffer anti-Semitism 

ever again.  Thank you.   

Mr. Hess, on the allegation on unprofessional conduct against P.O. Moss, moves to sustain, that the 

preponderance of evidence, indicated that the alleged conduct occurred, in violation of 5.01 and GPO 

1.07.08 section Ib2 members shall not use any…., seconded by Mr. Graham, Ms. Hardy abstains, motion 

passed. 

 Mr. Hess moves for a Group II violation, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 

Mr. Hess, on the face mask violation, moves for insufficient evidence, Mr. Mountcastle seconds, Ms. 

Hardy abstains, motion passed. 

 

2021-0180:  Jackson.  Complainant is present.  I made a video that showed both the police officers 

that when they arrived what happened.  I gave them all the complete information which comes from 

multiple angles, of this man pulling at my fence.  It has been a very very rough in getting this male 

under control.  I have 135 feet of fencing, and this male has taken his hands from one end to the 

other, bent it, ripped it out of the ground, he’s rammed it with his car, and in this particular situation, 

because I know we can’t be all over the place with it, he is seen ripping the fence right on the video 

itself and the police officer is standing straight there.  The female that lives next door to me – her 

sister works for the Cleveland police department, and each and every time we have had any kind of 

problems, all they do is bring up police officers who no longer work for them name, and then all of a 

sudden the policing stops.  This has led to many complaints that have been filed, and I have had to go 

out and buy more video cameras and also body cameras and file more complaints about what has 

happened, okay?  The damage to my property is shown in all the videos and the pictures that I’ve 

submitted to Mr. Hammons, so I believe that quite a bit of information has been submitted to show 

that the police department, in this particular case here, continues to allow crime to happen against 

me simply because they refuse to handle this problem.  This man has committed menacing, he’s 

threatened me, and the officer even asked me if my cameras have audio and video, because she was 

concerned about when she looked up and seen the cameras whether or not there was audio video to 

the camera because it happened right in front of them.  I believe that all of the information that I’ve 

given – video from the multiple angles and everything that I have stated has been sustained, because 

nowhere in the City of Cleveland is any person going to be able to go into a white community, climb a 

fence, pull on the fence, and yank it and tear it right in front of them and then get away with it.  That’s 

the reason why our suburban communities look so much better than our inner city community 

because they don’t have fences knocked out from people, neighbors who are supposed to be living 

next door to one another, who are renters and come in and completely destroy your property and 

then stand there and just say, ‘Well, I know a Cleveland police officer,’ they give this person’s name, 

and all of a sudden they lie and report about what happened.  The fence is bent; it’s ripped up out of 



 

 

the ground, and his hands are shown physically doing that in the video.  I’m not sure if you have the 

videos, if you have seen the videos or can request to see my videos, because I’ve not heard that my 

videos were ever given to this Board, but there’s multitudes of videos that I provided on my security 

cameras that show the actions taken, from start to finish.   

Ms. Hardy, based on the preponderance of evidence, including the camera footage that was reviewed, I 

make a motion for unfounded against P.O. Barnes, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 

Ms. Hardy, for the allegation of unprofessional conduct against P.O. Barnes moves for unfounded using 

the same rationale as above, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 

Ms. Hardy, on the allegation of lack of service as against P.O. Barnes, moves for unfounded, seconded by 

Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 

Ms. Hardy, on the allegation of lack of service as against P.O. Long, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, 

motion passed.   

Ms. Hardy, on the allegation of biased policing as against P.O. Barnes, based on WCS video footage, 

moves for unfounded, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 

Ms. Hardy, on the allegation of biased policing as against P.O. Long moves for unfounded, Mr. 

Mountcastle seconds, motion passed.   

 

2020-0253:  Brown 

Ms. Hardy, on the allegation of unprofessional conduct against P.O. Levert, moves for unfounded, 

seconded by Mr. Graham, motion passed. 

 

2022-0045:  Napier 

Mr. Hess, on the allegation of lack of service against P.O. Fedorko, moves to exonerate, that the 

preponderance of the evidence indicates that the alleged service, failure to remove the burglar she 

owned did happen, it was determined that the person in the home was a worker and had a valid 

comprehensive work order that allowed him to be in the residence, and there was no violation of CDP 

policy and procedure.  Seconded by Mr. Graham, motion passed. 

Mr. Hess, on the allegation of unprofessional conduct as against Sgt. Tews, moves for insufficient 

evidence, because the crux of the complaint was a series of phone call, and there is not recording of that 

phone and it is now a word-versus-word situation, seconded by Mr. Graham, motion passed. 

 

2022-0059:  Marrero 

Mr. Gatian, on the allegation of unprofessional conduct as against P.O. Lyons, moves for insufficient 

evidence, it’s a word-versus-word situation, and the preponderance of evidences fails to establish that 

the conduct occurred.  Seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 



 

 

2020-0276:  Pawlus 

Ms. Quarto, on the allegation of damaged property - ceiling as against Sgt. Blaine moves that the 

preponderance of the evidence including event chronology and statements done by drone and by dog 

indicated that the damage done to the ceiling was necessary to apprehend the suspect (exonerated) – 

seconded by Mr. Graham, Mr. Gatian abstains, motion passed. 

Ms. Quarto on the allegation of damaged property – ceiling as against Sgt. Saffo, moves for exonerated 

using the same rationale as above, seconded by Mr. Graham, Mr. Gatian abstains, motion passed. 

Ms. Quarto, on the allegation of damaged property for the televisions/doors against Sgt. Blaine moves 

for insufficient evidence, seconded by Mr. Graham, motion passed, Mr. Gatian abstains motion passed. 

Ms. Quarto, on the allegation of damaged property – television/doors, insufficient evidence, seconded 

by graham, Mr. Gatian abstains, motion passed. 

Ms. Quarto, on the allegation of exigent circumstances, seconded by mr. graham, Mr. Gatain abstains, 

motion passed. 

Ms. Quarto, on the allegation of improper search, moves for exonerated, seconded by Mr. graham, Mr. 

Gatian abstains motion passed.  

 

2021-0068:  Reynolds 

Mr. Hess, on the allegation of unprofessional conduct against P.O. Wells, moves for unfounded, that the 

preponderance of evidence including WCS video footage indicated that the alleged behavior did not 

occur, seconded by Mr. Gatian, Ms. Quarto abstains, motion passes. 

Mr. Hess, on the allegation of improper procedure against P.O. Wells moves to sustain, that the P.O. 

Wells violated the procedure for handling the complainant’s property and failed to return the property 

to the complainant, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, Ms. Quarto abstains, motion passed. 

Mr. Hess moves for a Group I – Letter of Reinstruction seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, Ms. 

Quarto abstains, motion passed.   

 

2021-0041:  Davis 

Mr. Hess, on the allegation of unprofessional conduct against P.O. Blade, moves for unfounded, that the 

preponderance of evidence, including WCS video footage, indicated that the alleged conduct did not 

occur, that P.O. Blade behaved professionally and used departmentally approved de-escalation tactics to 

diffuse a hostile situation, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 

 

 

 



 

 

2021-0067:  Figueroa 

Mr. Graham, on the allegation of unprofessional conduct against P.O. Ali, moves for unfounded, that the 

preponderance of evidence including WCS video footage shows that the conduct did not occur, the 

officer behaved professionally, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 

Mr. Graham, on the allegation of unprofessional conduct against P.O. Clemens, moves for unfounded 

incorporating the above rationale, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed.   

 

2021-0145:  Jeffries 

Mr. Gatian, on the allegation of excessive force against P.O. Laird, moves for unfounded, that the 

preponderance of the evidence, including security video footage, indicates that there was no force used 

on the complainant and her sister, seconded by Mr. Graham, motion passed. 

 

2021-0162:  Lindsey 

Ms. Quarto, on the allegation of lack of service against P.O. Kvach moves that the preponderance of the 

evidence including security video footage indicates that P.O. Kvach investigated the accident, seconded 

by Mr. Graham, motion passed. 

Ms. Quarto, on the allegation of improper citation against P.O. Kvach, moves for exonerated, that the 

complainant was properly cited for illegally riding on a sidewalk, seconded by Mr. Graham, motion 

passed. 

 

2021-0191:  Burkey 

Mr. Graham, on the allegation of P.O. Robles for unprofessional conduct, moves for unfounded, that the 

preponderance of evidence including WCS video footage shows that the officers escorted the 

complainant into the hospital and waited with the complainant while they waited for his brother to 

arrive, seconded by Ms. Quarto, motion passed. 

Mr. Graham on the allegation of P.O. Grammes for unprofessional conduct, moves for unfounded 

incorporating the same rationale as above, seconded by Ms. Quarto, motion passed. 

 

2022-0017:  Anonymous 

Mr. Gatian, on the allegation of unprofessional conduct/social media policy violation, moves to sustain, 

that the preponderance of evidence, including screen grabs of the officer’s Facebook page and the 

officer’s own acknowledgement that he made the post, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 

 Mr. Gatian moves for a Group II violation, seconded by Mr. Mountcastle, motion passed. 



 

 

Motion on the table to move to an executive session made by Mr. Mountcastle, seconded by Mr. 

Graham, motion passed.  A Webex breakout session was created for the Board Members and OPS 

Administrator. 

(At this point there was an IT error and the Youtube livestream cut out and did not return – the meeting 

continued on Webex only.) When the Board members returned from the breakout session, a motion 

was made to adjourn the meeting, it was seconded, the motion passed and the meeting adjourned.  


