
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ~II 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS u . 01,~ 1 
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NIKITA HAWKINS, as Personal Representative 
of the Estate ofLANDRIS HAWKINS, deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

JAMES CHRIST and JASON ROBERTS, 
STUART THOMAS, in his individual and official 
capacities and the CITY OF LITTLE ROCK, 
a municipality, 

Defendants. 
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COMPLAINT 

NOW COMES, Plaintiff, NIKITA HAWKINS, Personal Representative of the Estate of 

LANDRIS HAWKINS, deceased, by and through her attorneys, and for her cause of action, 

states as follows: 

JURISDICTION and VENUE 

1. This cause arises under the United States Constitution, under the Fourth and 

Fourteenth Amendments, and under federal law, particularly 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and the laws of 

the State of Arkansas. This Honorable Court has jurisdiction by virtue of 28 U.S.C. §§§ 1331, 

1343 and 1367. Venue is founded in this Court upon 28 U.S.C. § 1391, as the acts of which 

Plaintiff complains arose in this District. 

2. This action is re-filed, with the current pleading, pursuant to the Arkansas 

"savings statute," A.C.A. § 16-56-126. The action was previously filed in federal court in the 

Eastern District of Arkansas, as Nikita Hawkins, as Personal Representative of the Estate of 

Landris Hawkins, deceased, v. James Christ and Jason Roberts, individually and in their official 
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capacities, Stuart Thomas, individually and in his official capacity, and the City of Little Rock, a 

municipality, Case No. 4:12-CV-694-BSM, and was dismissed without prejudice, per stipulation 

of the parties, by the Honorable Brian S. Miller on May 21, 2014. See May 21, 2014 Voluntary 

Dismissal Order (Doc. #45), attached hereto as Exhibit 1. The Eighth Circuit applies A.C.A. § 

16-56-126 to § 1983 claims, and Plaintiff, in bringing the current cause, invokes said Arkansas 

statute. Whittle v. Wiseman, 683 F.2d 1128, 1129 (8th Cir. 1982). 

PARTIES and WITNESSES 

3. At all relevant times, LANDRIS HAWKINS ("LANDRIS") was a citizen of the 

United States of America and was, therefore, entitled to all legal and constitutional rights 

afforded citizens of the United States of America. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant 

times, LANDRIS resided at the 5915 Carlyle Avenue, Little Rock, Arkansas. 

4. The heirs-at-law of LANDRIS, namely NIKITA HAWKINS ("PLAINTIFF" and 

LANDRIS' mother), Robert Murry (father), Deshuna Hawkins (sister) and Levonne Steele 

(sister), are all citizens of the United States of America and, therefore, they are entitled to all 

legal and constitutional rights afforded citizens of the United States of America. PLAINTIFF is 

the court-appointed administrator of the Estate of LANDRIS HAWKINS. See November 5, 

2012 Probate Order attached hereto as Exhibit 2. PLAINTIFF brings this action on behalf of 

the estate, and on behalf of LANDRIS' heirs-at-law above. 

5. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, JAMES CHRIST ("CHRIST"), 

was employed by the CITY OF LITTLE ROCK ("CITY") as a police officer, and was acting 

under the color of state law, and within the scope of his employment. At all relevant times, 

CHRIST was held out as fully trained in police work, including, but not limited to, the Fourth 
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Amendment of the United States Constitution, and was held out as fully apprised of, and trained 

in, LRPD General Orders ("GO's"). 

6. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, JASON ROBERTS 

("ROBERTS"), was employed by the CITY as a police officer, and was acting under the color of 

state law, and within the scope of his employment. At all relevant times, ROBERTS was held 

out as fully trained in police work, including, but not limited to, the Fourth Amendment of the 

United States Constitution, and was held out as fully apprised of, and trained in, LRPD GO's. 

7. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, STUART THOMAS, 

("THOMAS"), was employed by the CITY OF LITTLE ROCK as police chief of the Little Rock 

Police Department ("LRPD") and acted under the color of state law, and within the scope of his 

employment. At all relevant times, THOMAS had the ultimate responsibility within the LRPD 

for the protection of life, preservation of law and order, investigation of all crimes and the 

enforcement of state laws and city ordinances. At all relevant times, the LRPD was an apparatus 

within, and agent of, the CITY. 

8. At all relevant times, including November 3, 2009, and for years prior thereto, 

THOMAS had final policy-making authority in terms of creating, adopting, implementing and/or 

enforcing police policies within the LRPD, whether formal or informal. At all relevant times, 

including November 3, 2009, and for years prior thereto, THOMAS had final decision-making 

authority in terms of training, supervision, control and discipline of LRPD officers. Per policy, 

THOMAS is notified of all Early Intervention Systems ("EIS") alerts that LRPD officers trigger. 

9. At all relevant times, LRPD Rules and Regulations ("RR's") were promulgated 

by the Chief of Police and approved by the legislative body of the City of Little Rock, per § 19-

1604, Arkansas Statutes Annotated. LRPD RR's mandate that the provisions contained therein 
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shall be observed by all sworn members of the Department in order to maintain the confidence, 

respect and support of the community. 

10. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, all LRPD patrol officers, 

including CHRIST and ROBERTS, were required to be apprised of the Fourth Amendment of 

the United States Constitution, and were required to follow all LRPD GO's and RR's at all times. 

11. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, the CITY was a municipality 

organized and existing under the laws of the State of Arkansas. At all relevant times, the CITY 

was located in the County of Pulaski, State of Arkansas, and was the employer of the 

individually-named defendants. The CITY is and was empowered, funded and directed to pay 

any § 1983 civil rights judgment for compensatory damages, actual damages, and attorney fees 

for which any city employee acting within the scope of his or her employment is found liable. 

The CITY is an indemnification party for those liable in the acts of which PLAINTIFF 

complains. 

12. At all relevant times, the CITY was insured against lawsuits premised upon the 

actions or omissions of its police officers, within the scope of employment, which constitute 

violations of citizens' civil rights. The acts of which PLAINTIFF complains constitute a civil 

rights lawsuit against the CITY and the other CITY-employed defendants. The CITY is a 

primary or secondary indemnification party regarding the acts of the CITY-employed defendants 

of which PLAINTIFF complains. 

13. At all relevant times, the CITY was a municipality which participated in the 

Municipal Legal Defense Program. The Municipal Legal Defense Program is a primary or 

secondary indemnification party regarding the acts of the CITY and the CITY-employed 

defendants of which PLAINTIFF complains. 
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14. In regard to the excessive force alleged by Little Rock resident, Demetrius Curtis, 

in 2008, as reflected in LRPD File #08-4014, and case caption, Curtis v. [LRPD officer}, et al., 

the CITY settled Mr. Curtis' claim of excessive force against a certain LRPD officer(s), on 

behalf of that LRPD officer(s). 

15. In regard to Mr. Curtis' claim of excessive force against a certain LRPD 

officer(s), in the case styled Curtis v. [LRPD officer}, et al., the CITY, in fact, indemnified that 

LRPD officer(s). 

16. Prior to November 3, 2009, the CITY had paid monetary settlements for 

individual police officers who were sued under allegations of excessive force committed by the 

officers, within the scope of their employment. 

PERTINENT LRPD GENERAL ORDERS AND RULES & REGULATIONS 

17. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, GO 108 (Administrative 

Procedures) was in effect, and authorizes the CITY to "defend an employee in a court action, 

brought against him for an act or alleged act, which was performed as a result of his 

responsibilities and consistent with his regularly assigned duties, as an employee" of the CITY. 

GO 108 authorizes the CITY "defend an employee and/or pay damages," in lawsuits brought 

against employees, including those premised on civil rights violations. 

18. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, GO 303 (Use of Force) was in 

effect, and constitutes the LRPD's official policy for uses of force by LRPD officers. GO 303 

mandates Detective Division ("DD") and Internal Affairs ("IA") Investigations whenever a 

LRPD officer has used deadly force. DD and IA investigations are "internal," meaning that each 

of them is conducted by fellow LRPD officers, who are also employees of the CITY. 
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19. Per GO 303, the DD investigation 1s a criminal investigation to facilitate 

successful prosecution, if deemed appropriate, by the Prosecuting Attorney's Office 

("Prosecutor"). The IA investigation is an administrative investigation to ensure compliance 

with LRPD GO's and RR's. 

20. Per GO 303, THOMAS is required to review each DD Investigation file and each 

IA Investigation file related to police-involved shootings. Moreover, THOMAS has attested that 

he has reviewed each and every DD and IA investigation file related to police-involved shootings 

during his tenure as Chief of the LRPD, from 2005 through 2013. In an affidavit from a prior 

cause, THOMAS has attested that "No incident or complaint has been ignored" by him. 

21. GO 303 also provides for a Deadly Force Review Board ("DFRB"), the purpose 

of which is to review and evaluate incidents of firearms discharge, which result in injury or 

death, by sworn members of the LRPD, while in the performance of their duties as police 

officers. In evaluating deadly force incidents, the DFRB reviews the DD and IA investigation 

files related thereto. Per GO 303, the objective of the DFRB is to make recommendations 

directly to the Chief concerning firearms discharge in order to avoid future similar incidents. 

22. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, there existed within the LRPD a 

Crime Scene Specialist Unit ("CSSU"). GO 303 states that the CSSU "will be summoned to the 

scene of all officer-involved shootings, and will process the scene for evidence in compliance 

with standard investigative procedures." It states that the "first supervisor on the scene of an 

officer-involved shooting or other incidents established above shall take charge and limit 

unnecessary access to the scene," and that the "field supervisor in charge at the scene will be 

responsible for the integrity of the crime scene until it is released to the Detective Division 

supervisor." At all relevant times, the CSSU was under the authority of THOMAS. 
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23. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, GO 309 (Handling Mentally Ill 

Persons) was in effect, and it instructed police officers on handling mentally ill persons, as 

follows: 

• A void excitement, confusion, or upsetting circumstances. 
These may frighten the person, inhibit communications, and 
increase the risk of physical injury to the subject, the officer or 
other persons. 

• Do not abuse, belittle, or threaten the person. Such actions 
may cause the person to become alarmed and distrustful. 

• Do not deceive the person. This may limit chances for 
successful treatment and make future management of the 
person by other officers more difficult. 

• Do not take the person's anger personally. Ignore any attacks 
on your character, physical appearance or profession, and 
encourage ventilation to safely release the frustration. 

• Remain professional in your contacts with the person. With an 
image of quiet self-assurance and an insistence on your orders 
being followed, gently indicate that your only intention is to 
help the person. 

24. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, GO 316 (Mobile Video 

Recording Equipment) was in effect, and states that "MVR equipment will be assigned and 

deployed at the direction of the Chief of Police," and that "MVR equipment, including wireless 

microphone, will be active during all traffic stops, pursuits, and enforcement actions, including 

calls for service, prisoner transports, field contracts and interviews." 

25. GO 316 states that "[t]he officer and/or Sergeant will ensure that the wireless 

microphone remains activated at all times during citizen contact to provide narration with the 

video." GO 316 also states that "[ o ]fficers and/or Sergeants will inspect the MVR equipment at 

the beginning of the tour of duty; any problems with the MVR equipment will be referred to a 

Supervisor immediately." 
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26. GO 316 states that "Tampering with or disabling MVR equipment, shielding, or 

taking any other action, which interferes with the proper operation of MVR equipment is cause 

for disciplinary action." GO 316 states that "Officers and/or Sergeants will not deactivate the 

MVR equipment until the recorded contact is complete." GO 316 also states "Intentional 

deactivation during incidents where the use of the MVR equipment is required by this Order may 

be cause for disciplinary action. Obstructing, shielding, or any act of interference with the MVR 

equipment is not permitted." 

27. GO 316 states that "Officers and/or Sergeants will ensure the proper alignment, 

focusing and positioning of MVR equipment to provide quality documentation." GO 316 further 

states that "Sergeants will ensure that CD/DVD copies of the video data file are included in 

supervisory review files required by the General Orders." 

28. THOMAS has testified under oath that while police statements can be self-

serving, videotape is not self-serving, and where video footage of an incident is in conflict with 

an officer's oral account of the same incident, one should rely on the video over the oral account 

to resolve the conflict. 

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

29. On November 3, 2009, at approximately 2:20 p.m., Neomia Hawkins ("Ms. 

Hawkins"), LANDRIS' grandmother who resided at 5915 Carlyle Avenue, called 911 and 

explained to the 911 dispatch operator, a CITY employee, that LANDRIS was acting unusually, 

holding a knife, and threatening to cut his throat. 

30. The operator broadcasted the call over the LRPD radio, referring to it as an 

attempted suicide. 
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31. ROBERTS heard the call, and within a few minutes, he arrived at the Hawkins 

residence, parked across the street, and ran toward the residence with his gun drawn. 

32. ROBERTS did not tum his MVR dashboard camera in the direction of the 

residence in an effort to obtain quality documentation. 

33. When ROBERTS reached the front door of the residence, he asked Ms. Hawkins 

if she was hurt, and she responded at least twice that she was "not hurt." 

34. CHRIST arrived at the location, parked across the street from the residence, and 

ran across the street with his gun drawn. 

35. CHRIST did not tum his MVR dashboard camera in the direction of the residence 

in an effort to obtain quality documentation. 

36. When CHRIST and ROBERTS reached the front porch of the residence, they 

each stopped at the front porch, and did not go inside the residence. 

37. Both CHRIST and ROBERTS had Oleoresin Capsicum (OC spray), commonly 

referred to as "pepper spray," on their persons when they arrived at the residence. 

38. When CHRIST and ROBERTS saw LANDRIS inside the residence, he was 

holding a knife to his neck, and had blood on his shirt. 

39. Officer Mark Rainey ("Rainey"), a CITY employee, arrived at the scene, and he 

also possessed OC spray. 

40. LANDRIS' great-grandmother, Willie Jean Hawkins, was outside the residence 

with the officers, and she informed the officers that LANDRIS had vision and hearing deficits, 

and that he probably could not see them very well or understand what they were saying. 

41. ROBERTS yelled at LANDRIS, telling him to "put the/that knife down" three (3) 

times, and then said "I won't tell you again." 
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42. Then ROBERTS again yelled at LANDRIS, telling him to "put the/that knife 

down" four (4) more times, and then again said "I won't tell you again." 

43. Then ROBERTS again yelled at LANDRIS, telling him to "put the/that knife 

down, I mean it! Put that knife down." 

44. Willie Jean Hawkins told the officers that LANDRIS' "mind is bad" and that 

"there is something wrong with him." 

45. ROBERTS yelled at Ms. Hawkins, who was still inside the residence, telling her 

"come on outside ma'am!" Then he yelled, telling her "ma'am, go away!" Then he yelled, 

telling her "come outside, come outside. Ma'am, you need to come outside now!" Then he 

yelled, telling her "come back around here." 

46. Throughout the incident, LANDRIS was pacing from north to south in a hallway 

to the left of the front porch, and when he paced to south end of the hallway, CHRIST and 

ROBERTS, who were still on the front porch, would temporarily lose sight of him. 

47. According to CHRIST, he and ROBERTS had time to assess the situation with 

LANDRIS, and time to formulate a "game plan." 

48. LANDRIS again paced to the south end of the hallway, out of the sight of 

CHRIST and ROBERTS. 

49. At that time, while LANDRIS was out of their sight, CHRIST and ROBERTS 

decided that they would shoot LANDRIS the next time he came back to the north end of the 

hallway. 

50. At no time before CHRIST and ROBERTS shot LANDRIS, did they warn him 

that they intended to shoot him. 
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51. CHRIST attempted to coax LANDRIS to come back to the south end of the 

hallway so CHRIST and ROBERTS could shoot him, telling LANDRIS "come on out, come 

on." 

52. LANDRIS walked to the south end of the hallway, and became visible to 

CHRIST and ROBERTS. 

53. When LANDRIS walked to the south end of the hallway, and became visible to 

CHRIST and ROBERTS, he did not possess a knife. 

54. When LANDRIS walked to the south end of the hallway, and became visible to 

CHRIST and ROBERTS, the officers each opened fire on LANDRIS, killing him. 

55. LANDRIS did not possess a knife when he was shot and killed by CHRIST and 

ROBERTS. 

56. According to Rainey, before the shooting, CHRIST and ROBERTS were 

positioned on the front porch in a way that CHRIST had a better view of LANDRIS than did 

ROBERTS. 

57. According to CHRIST, at all times when LANDRIS possessed the knife prior to 

the shooting, he held it to his throat, and never moved it from there. 

58. When Sgt. Harold Scratch heard the call about LANDRIS over the radio, he 

prepared a Taser for possible deployment, and proceeded to the Hawkins residence. When 

CHRIST reported over the radio that shots were fired, and that LANDRIS was down, Sgt. 

Scratch, equipped with the Taser, was approximately four (4) blocks away from the residence. 

59. After the shooting, LRPD Officer Julio Gill arrived at the scene, and was placed 

in charge of handling the crime scene log associated with the shooting of LANDRIS ("Hawkins 
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shooting"), a copy of which is attached hereto. See Hawkins shooting Crime Scene Log, 

attached hereto as Exhibit 3. 

60. As reflected on Ex. 3, there is no "Detective Supervisor In Charge" identified on 

the Hawkins shooting crime scene log. 

61. As reflected on Ex. 3, there is no entry or exit time on the Hawkins shooting crime 

scene log for the following individuals: ROBERTS; CHRIST; Rainey; A. Emerson; J. Gammel; 

B. Johnson; T. Henson; Sgt. Scratch; and Sgt. Hinsley. 

62. As reflected on Ex. 3, there is no exit time on the Hawkins shooting crime scene 

log for the following individuals: D. Phillips; Lt. King; Sgt. Maxwell; Sgt. Durham; Siegler; 

Chuck Ray; Julio Gill; Smith; Sgt. C. Phillips; E. Patterson; T. Pope; Lt. Thomas; Sgt. Moore; 

Mark Baker; Camper; Hobbs; Jeff Thrasher; Sharette; Bartlett; D. Talbert; and Regina Goss. 

63. As reflected on Ex. 3, there is no "purpose" identified for thirty (30) of the 

individuals who listed on the Hawkins shooting crime scene. 

64. The allegations in Paragraphs 60-63, above, constitute violations of LRPD policy. 

65. None of the individuals identified in Paragraphs 60-63 were disciplined for 

violations of GO 316. 

66. The LRPD did not seek an outside, independent investigation of the Hawkins 

shooting. Instead, the LRPD did an internal investigation of the Hawkins shooting. 

67. The CSSU arrived at the residence, and processed the crime scene for evidence. 

According to the CSSU's official overhead diagram of the crime scene, the closest knife to 

where LANDRIS' body was found was almost fifteen (15) feet away, and in another room. See 

"Ell" on the CSSU Overhead Diagram, which attached as Exhibit 4. 
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68. The knife identified as "E 11" was never tested during the LRPD investigation of 

the Hawkins shooting to determine if anyone's fingerprints or DNA was on it. 

69. During the investigation, the CSSU located and preserved four (4) shell casings 

from the firearms of CHRIST and ROBERTS. 

70. LANDRIS was pronounced dead at 3:40 p.m. on November 3, 2009. His 

toxicology report showed the absence of any illegal drugs or alcohol in his system at the time of 

his death. 

71. Neither CHRIST nor ROBERTS ever heard LANDRIS speak during the entire 

incident. 

72. ROBERTS understood LANDRIS to be in a suicidal state prior to shooting him. 

73. During the DD investigation of the Hawkins shooting, Rainey wrote a report 

where he falsely stated: "I observed hearing Officer James Christ tell the subject to 'drop the 

knife or I will shoot' numerous times." See Officer Rainey's November 3, 2009 Officer's Report, 

attached hereto as Exhibit 5. 

74. During the DD investigation, Rainey gave an official statement where he falsely 

stated: " .. .I observed uh Officer Christ, he just kept saying drop the knife, drop the knife, I'm 

gonna shoot, I'm gonna shoot, drop the knife." 

75. In his Officer's Report, ROBERTS stated that, prior to the shooting, LANDRIS 

"appeared to be in a rage." 

76. During the DD investigation, ROBERTS told LRPD investigators that LANDRIS 

was "almost expressionless" during the incident. 

77. During the DD investigation of the Hawkins shooting, the following question was 

asked of ROBERTS, and he gave the following answer: 
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LT. KING: Okay and after everything is over you - I think you 
indicated that Officer Christ probably took the knife 
from around his head area? You know where he 
placed the knife? 

ROBERTS: When I had saw him move the knife, he moved it 
I'd say approximately three feet back behind him 
and uh I advised him to stay there with him uh and 
make sure the knife stays there, make sure he covers 
our suspect ... 

78. CHRIST understood LANDRIS to be in a suicidal state prior to shooting him. 

79. During the DD investigation of the Hawkins shooting, CHRIST told LRPD 

investigators that LANDRIS had "crazy eyes." 

80. CHRIS T's MVR body microphone was not functioning during the incident. 

81. Per GO 303, officers involved in deadly force incidents are provided a 

"companion officer," and "[t]he purpose of a companion officer is to serve the involved officer 

in a supportive role." 

82. After the Hawkins shooting, ROBERTS requested that Officer Timothy Pope be 

his companion officer. Officer Pope was ROBERTS' companion officer, and was present during 

ROBERTS' DD statement. 

83. Per the Hawkins shooting crime scene log, Officer Pope was present at the scene 

of the Hawkins shooting. 

84. Officer Pope was directly involved in the Hawkins shooting investigation. 

85. Per GO 303, "[t]he companion officer shall take all measures to ensure they do 

not: Interfere with the preliminary investigation in any manner ... " (emphasis in original) 

86. It is a violation of GO 303 for a companion officer to be directly involved in the 

underlying police-involved shooting investigation. 
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87. Per GO 303, "[a]ny employee not directly involved in the investigation shall 

refrain from lingering in or near the crime scene or investigative offices of the Department." 

88. On November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, Lt. Terry Hastings ("Lt. 

Hastings") was the Public Affairs Officer ("PAO") for the LRPD. Per GO 109 (Media Relations 

and Information Releases), the PAO serves as the official liaison between the CITY and the 

media. 

89. Per GO 109, "The following information shall not be released: ... b) Personal 

opinions regarding the suspect, evidence or any matter pertaining to an investigation." 

90. In a discovery deposition in a prior cause, Lt. Hastings testified that as PAO, he is 

the first person that disseminates important and vital public information to the citizens of Little 

Rock. He testified that the public trust of the LRPD is a scared trust, and that he does everything 

that he can to honor that trust. 

91. Lt. Hastings is ROBERTS' uncle. 

92. After the Hawkins shooting, as reflected in media accounts of the shooting, Lt. 

Hastings willfully provided false accounts of the shooting, gave impermissible personal opinions 

about the matter, and disclosed protected mental health information in an attempt to impugn 

LANDRIS, to make the shooting seem more reasonable, and to protect the involved officers, 

including ROBERTS, Lt. Hastings' nephew. See Contemporaneous Arkansas Democrat-Gazette 

and FOX 16 news articles, attached hereto as Exhibit 6. 

93. Aspects of the false and impermissible statements Lt. Hastings reported to the 

media include: 

a) that LANDRIS was "terrorizing his grandmother and great­
grandmother" with a knife; 
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b) that LANDRIS "refused to allow [his grandmother] to 
leave" the residence; 

c) that LANDRIS "made a threatening move toward his 
grandmother; 

d) that LANDRIS "would not let the officers m or the 
[grandmother] out of the residence; and 

e) that LANDRIS "has a long history of mental problems and 
[his family has] been trying to get him help for some time." 

94. During his discussions with the media, Lt. Hastings disclosed information 

regarding LANDRIS' prior criminal history, even though those matters had no bearing on the 

use of force committed by CHRIST and ROBERTS, and even though the criminal charges that 

Lt. Hastings disclosed had been expunged from LANDRIS' record. 

95. Lt. Hastings did not tell the media that he was the uncle of one of the shooters, 

and did not disclose material aspects of the incident which tended to incriminate CHRIST and 

ROBERTS. 

96. Lt. Hastings' purpose in supplying the media and public with false information, 

and in disclosing LANDRIS' mental health history, was to create a false narrative of the incident 

that would take hold in Little Rock, to exonerate the involved officers, including his nephew, 

ROBERTS, and make it more difficult to pursue a civil cause of action against the officers and 

the CITY. 

97. Despite CHRIST's DD statement wherein he told LRPD investigators that he and 

ROBERTS had time to assess the situation with LANDRIS, and time to formulate a "game 

plan," at no point during the DD investigation were CHRIST or ROBERTS asked why they did 

not consider using OC spray on LANDRIS prior to shooting him. 
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98. At no time during the DD statements of CHRIST or ROBERTS did the LRPD 

investigators address with them the possibility that LANDRIS was mentally ill, or in need of 

medical assistance. 

99. Despite the fact that CHRIST told investigators that LANDRIS never moved the 

knife from his throat at any time, the DD Case Summary Report states that LANDRIS started 

walking down the hallway "with the knife in front of him." 

100. During his DD statement, CHRIST described LANDRIS' movement as "pacing," 

and he told investigators that, prior to the shooting, LANDRIS "was moving out, moving back 

in, moving out, moving back in. It wasn't - it wasn't like - you he wasn't running down the 

hallway or anything. He was just at a - a steady pace when he - when he came out." 

101. Despite CHRIST's DD statement wherein he stated that LANDRIS was "pacing," 

and that he" ... wasn't running down the hallway or anything," the official DD Case Summary 

Report reflects that, prior to the shooting, LANDRIS "darted in and out of the visible area of the 

front door." See November 3, 2009 Detective Division Case Summary Report from the Hawkins 

Shooting, attached hereto as Exhibit 7. 

102. The DD Case Summary Report does not include CHRIST's statement that 

LANDRIS never moved the knife from his throat throughout the incident. 

103. According to the DD Case Summary Report, ROBERTS "fired two shots at the 

suspect," and CHRIST "fired two rounds." 

104. According to the DD Case Summary Report, ROBERTS and CHRIST fired a 

total of four (4) shots. 

17 

Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM   Document 1   Filed 05/19/15   Page 17 of 110



105. On December 22, 2009, after several weeks ofreview of the facts and evidence of 

the Hawkins shooting, the IA Division generated an official report regarding the shooting. See 

December 22, 2009 IA Report from the Hawkins Shooting, attached hereto as Exhibit 8. 

106. The official IA report from the Hawkins shooting (File #09-4277), dated 

December 22, 2009, is silent as to the possibility that LANDRIS was mentally ill, or in need of 

medical assistance. It is silent as to the possible applicability of GO 309. 

107. Because neither CHRIST nor ROBERTS positioned their dashboard MVR 

cameras toward the Hawkins residence, there is no video which captures their uses of force on 

LANDRIS, or any visual images of the Hawkins shooting. 

108. Per the IA Report, ROBERTS "did not have the time attached to [his] video; 

therefore, a timeline of events was not completed" in the Hawkins shooting investigation. 

109. No audio was recorded from CHRIST's body microphone during the Hawkins 

shooting, or the timeframe prior or subsequent thereto. 

110. ROBERTS violated GO 316 on November 3, 2009. 

111. ROBERTS was not disciplined for violating GO 316 on November 3, 2009. 

112. CHRIST violated GO 316 on November 3, 2009. 

113. CHRIST was not disciplined for violating GO 316 on November 3, 2009. 

114. Rainey's vehicle was not equipped with a functioning MVR system. 

115. IA investigators listened to MVR audio from the Haw kins shooting, and described 

it in the official IA Report as follows: 

"1427:41 hours-------sounds like one gun shot 
1427:43 hours-------sounds like three gun shots" 

116. According to the December 22, 2009 IA Report, ROBERTS and CHRIST fired a 

total of four (4) shots. 
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117. After their review of the matter, the IA investigators found that "[a ]ll of the 

statements, audio recordings and the recorded 911 call were consistent regarding the sequence of 

events and the facts of the case." 

118. One of the IA investigators of the Hawkins shooting was herself involved in a 

police-involved shooting of an allegedly mentally ill man in September 2006. 

119. On March 15, 2020, over four (4) months after the Hawkins shooting, the DFRB 

generated an official report regarding the shooting. See March 15, 2010 DFRB Report from the 

Hawkins Shooting, attached hereto as Exhibit 9. 

120. The official DFRB report from the Hawkins shooting is silent as to the possibility 

that LANDRIS was mentally ill, or in need of medical assistance. It is silent as to the possible 

applicability of GO 309. 

121. The DFRB report from the Hawkins shooting states that the "board felt the use of 

deadly force in this incident was unavoidable." 

122. The DFRB found that CHRIST and ROBERTS followed their training in their 

decision to employ deadly force. 

123. The DFRB noted that the crime scene log was not properly completed in the 

investigation, and indicated that the failure to properly complete crime scene logs was a 

"common issue" for the LRPD in such investigations. 

124. Per the DFRB report in the Hawkins shooting: 

"The board noted that although there was little doubt that the knife 
located by Lanuris (sic) Hawkins was the knife he had in his 
possession, members of the board believed this piece of evidence 
should have been processed for forensic evidence such as 
fingerprints, blood-typing, etc. There was also blood on the front 
door that was not processed for forensic evidence." 
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125. The DFRB stated "[t]here were no pictures in the file of the wound sustained by 

Ms. Hawkins that occurred prior to officers' arrival." 

126. The DFRB stated "[t]here is no documentation of follow-up on the medication 

Lanuris (sic) Hawkins was prescribed and how long he had not been taking his medication. 

Additionally, information regarding when his last doctor's visit occurred should have been 

included." 

127. In its March 15, 2010 report, the DFRB found "that a Department Use of Force 

Form [LRPD Form #5200-26] had not been completed" for the Hawkins shooting. 

128. Little Rock City Attorney, Thomas M. Carpenter, was a member of the DFRB 

board that reviewed the Hawkins shooting. 

129. THOMAS signed off on the DFRB report in the Hawkins shooting, evidencing his 

awareness of this pattern of disregarding policy. 

PRIOR TO NOVEMBER 3, 2009, AND BEYOND, AN AFFIRMATIVE PATTERN OF 
POLICE MISCONDUCT EXISTED AT THE LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 

130. Prior to November 3, 2009, the CITY was on notice that an affirmative pattern of 

police misconduct existed within the LRPD, and the CITY was deliberately indifferent to said 

pattern, which violated the United States Constitution and the laws of the State of Arkansas, and 

which endangered the lives of Little Rock residents and LRPD police officers. 

131. Prior to November 3, 2009, at and all relevant times, LRPD officers were fully 

aware of the affirmative pattern of police misconduct within the LRPD, and were also fully 

aware of the CITY's informal custom of deliberate indifference to said unconstitutional pattern. 

132. Prior to November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, LRPD officers' awareness of 

the CITY's informal custom of deliberate indifference to the affirmative pattern of police 
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misconduct, caused them to believe that they could engage m police misconduct and 

unconstitutional acts within fear of appropriate discipline. 

133. To demonstrate the affirmative pattern and informal custom of which PLAINTIFF 

complains, she recites the allegations below, for answer by the CITY. 

134. Of one hundred-eighty-five (185) LRPD investigations of certain types of 

allegations of police misconduct (police-involved shootings, harassment, excessive force, sexual 

misconduct, unlawful arrest, unlawful entry, illegal search and threats/retaliation), between the 

years 2005 and 2010, only seven (7) of these allegations were sustained by the LRPD. 

135. Prior to November 3, 2009, the LRPD had never found a police-involved shooting 

to be unjustified, regardless of the facts. 

136. Between April 2001 and November 3, 2009, inclusive, at least fifty-seven (57) 

police-involved shootings were committed by LRPD officers. The LRPD performed internal 

investigations of all fifty-seven (57) shootings, and found all of them to be justified. 

137. In his career with the LRPD, ROBERTS committed at least eighty-two (82) uses 

of force in the field, and all of those uses of force were determined by the LRPD to be justified. 

At least sixty-three (63) of these uses of force occurred prior to the Hawkins shooting. 

138. During his first six (6) years with the LRPD, Officer "A"1 committed at least 

sixty-nine ( 69) uses of force in the field, and all of those uses of force were determined by the 

LRPD to be justified. 

139. On December 27, 2011, Officer A used unnecessary force by firing his weapon 

into a vehicle of Little Rock citizens, shooting one of them in the face. 

1 The CITY will be provided a listing of Officers "A" through "_" under separate cover, so that it can fully answer 
the allegations regarding these officers. 
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140. Officer "B'' was hired by the LRPD on March 17, 2006, and accrued three (3) 

sustained violations of police policy-one of which resulted in an escaped prisoner-by the end of 

the calendar year. 

141. From 2007 to 2009, Officer B committed forty-six (46) uses of force in the field, 

and all of those uses of force were determined by the LRPD to be justified. 

142. On July 18, 2011, Officer B shot a 19-year-old black male, as reflected in File 

#11-4485. 

The CITY Engages in an Informal Custom of Disregarding Early Intervention System 
Alerts, and Tolerating Unnecessary Uses of Force Committed By Its Officers 

143. As provided in GO 211 (Internal Investigations, Citizen Complaints and 

Disciplinary Actions): 

"[t]he purpose of the Early Intervention System is to provide the 
Department with a procedure that: 1) Monitors actions taken by 
employees requiring administrative reporting and/or internal 
investigations or which may otherwise be indicative of work 
performance deficiencies; 2) Provides for supervisory review at all 
levels in the Chain of Command; and, 3) If deemed appropriate, 
provides for remedial action(s) or employee assistance to correct or 
eliminate identified job performance based deficiencies." 

144. The EIS is data-driven and objective. Departmental Use of Force Reports (LRPD 

Form #5200-26) are part of the data that EIS utilizes to identify patterns of possible misconduct. 

145. The LRPD began electronically tracking LRPD officers with EIS in January 2004. 

146. GO 211 further states that "[t]he intent of the Early Intervention System is to 

ensure that the Little Rock Police Department is not faced with a serious case of misconduct that 

reveals an escalating pattern of misconduct that could have been abated through earlier 

intervention." 
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147. On June 22, 2013, THOMAS gave a discovery deposition in a prior cause, and 

testified as follows: 

a) The EIS is an essential component of good discipline in a 
well-managed law enforcement agency; 

b) The EIS is an important mechanism for ensuring police 
accountability; 

c) The EIS is important in terms of managing risk; 

d) As chief, he was responsible for setting the thresholds for 
the various EIS indicators; 

e) As chief, he viewed all EIS alerts and reports; 

f) For the EIS to be effective, there must be responsible 
management monitoring the system based on the data; 

g) For EIS to work properly, it is important that sergeants are 
involved in the process and in the system; 

h) He was unfamiliar with how his sergeants were trained so 
that they would be proficient in EIS; and 

i) The LRPD failed to utilize the EIS software correctly, and 
thus the EIS did not function as intended for several years 
until 2011. 

148. From 2005 to 2010, among the LRPD officers who triggered EIS alerts during 

that timeframe, the underlying 1670 uses of force which led to the alerts, were all deemed 

justified. 

149. In 2008, there were 236 separate EIS alerts, and none of the identified officers 

was recommended for monitoring. 

150. In 2009, there were 189 separate EIS alerts, and none of the identified officers 

was recommended for monitoring. 
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151. In 2010, there were 207 separate EIS alerts, and none of the identified officers 

was recommended for monitoring. 

152. Prior to 2010, Officer B triggered seven (7) EIS alerts for uses of force in three 

(3) years. All of the alerts were deemed "false alarms" by the LRPD, and no action was taken 

with regard to Officer B. 

153. On June 1, 2010, in File #10-4352, Officer B shot multiple times at a suspect after 

he claimed the suspect pointed a gun at him while fleeing. He missed the suspect each of the 

times he shot, and a nearby residence was hit with his bullets. 

154. The suspect in File #10-4352 was not armed. 

155. After June 1, 2010, Officer B triggered two (2) more EIS alerts before he was 

involved in a police shooting, as reflected in File #11-4485. 

156. In the three (3) years prior to February 1, 2010, Officer "C" committed forty-one 

( 41) uses of force in the field, and all of those uses of force were determined by the LRPD to be 

justified. In the three (3) years prior to February 4, 2009, Officer C committed forty (40) uses of 

force in the field, and all of those uses of force were determined by the LRPD to be justified. 

157. Officer C triggered the EIS alerts for uses of force on nine (9) separate occasions 

spanning four (4) years, each of which resulted in LRPD supervisors recommending no further 

action in regard to Officer C. 

158. On July 7, 2012, in File #12-00028, Officer C used unnecessary force upon a 

Little Rock citizen, and was one of the LRPD officers who caused his "in-custody" death. 

159. On February 26, 2010, ROBERTS triggered an EIS alert based on uses of force in 

the field. 
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160. The February 26, 2010 alert identified six (6) uses of force committed by 

ROBERTS between February 26, 2009 and February 26, 2010. 

161. The November 3, 2009 Hawkins shooting was not among the uses of force 

identified in ROBERTS' February 26, 2010 EIS file. 

162. In an April 6, 2010 memorandum, Sgt. John A. Merritt recommended that 

ROBERTS not be placed in the EIS for monitoring for his uses of force between February 26, 

2009 and February 26, 2010. 

163. In his April 6, 2010 memorandum, Sgt. Merritt wrote: 

"I have received and reviewed an Early Intervention Alert File on 
Officer Jason Roberts #[]. Officer Roberts was flagged due to 
being involved in sixe (sic) uses of force incidents within a one­
year period. During my review of Officer Robert's (sic) actions, it 
appears that the incidents that he was involved in were minor and 
peper (sic) spray was used in several incidents. There were no 
reported injuries in any of the incidents and Officer Roberts' chain 
of command has shown him to be exonerated in these incidents ... " 

164. In an April 6, 2010 memorandum, Lt. Ralph Simon recommended no further 

action for ROBERTS based on his uses of force between February 26, 2009 and February 26, 

2010. 

165. In his April 6, 2010 memorandum, Lt. Simon wrote: 

"We have received an Early Intervention File, Prepared by the 
Internal Affairs Division, on Officer Jason Roberts. The file 
details six incidents, of use of force, that Off. Roberts was involved 
in, between February 26, 2009 and February 26, 2010. Sgt. Merritt 
and myself have reviewed and discussed each of these cases. All 
are minor uses of force in which the officer was exonerated; 
several involved the use of OC Spray. None of the arrest (sic) 
involved injuries to the suspect or officer. . .I concur with Sgt. 
Merritt's evaluation. The number of uses of force cases, attributed 
to this officer, are the result of his normal duties, and do not call 
for intervention. I recommend no further action." 
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166. Captain Thomas Bartsch, ChiefD.P. Rowan and THOMAS all concurred with the 

evaluation of Sgt. Merritt and Lt. Simon, and agreed that no further action should be taken with 

regard to ROBERTS. 

167. At the bottom of Lt. Simon's April 6, 2010 memorandum, THOMAS wrote "No 

further. S.T." 

168. As reflected on Ex. 3, which is the Hawkins shooting cnme scene log, IA 

investigators Sgt. Stephanie Berthia and Sgt. Robert Mourot were present at the scene of the 

Hawkins shooting at or around 3 :32 p.m. 

169. On November 3, 2009, Sgt. Berthia and Sgt. Mourot had personal knowledge of 

the fact of the Hawkins shooting. 

170. The IA Division prepared ROBERTS' February 26, 2010 EIS file for review by 

ROBERTS' chain of command, including THOMAS. 

171. As reflected on Ex. 3, which is the Hawkins shooting crime scene log, Chief D.P. 

Rowan was present at the scene of the Hawkins shooting after the shooting. 

172. On November 3, 2009, ChiefD.P. Rowan had personal knowledge of the fact of 

the Hawkins shooting. 

173. The November 3, 2009 Hawkins shooting is not mentioned anywhere by anyone 

in ROBERTS' February 26, 2010 EIS file. 

174. The fact of the occurrence of the November 3, 2009 Hawkins shooting is not 

contained in ROBERTS' February 26, 2010 EIS file. 
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The CITY Engages in an Informal Custom of Inadequate Training, Supervision and 
Discipline of Its Officers, and is Deliberately Indifferent to Unconstitutional Acts and 

Police Misconduct Committed By Its Officers 

175. Prior to November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, the CITY, through 

THOMAS and other supervisory officers, engaged in an informal custom of inadequate training, 

supervision and discipline of LRPD officers, and was deliberately indifferent to unconstitutional 

acts and police misconduct committed by its officers. 

176. To demonstrate the informal customs of which PLAINTIFF complains, she 

recites the allegations below, for answer by the CITY. 

177. Since 1997, to November 3, 2009, and beyond, the CITY has inadequately 

supervised and disciplined officers in the following circumstances: 

a) In File #97-2229, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline ROBER TS after the LRPD determined that he 
violated RR 4002 (Conduct Unbecoming) and RR 4003 
(Bring Criticism to the Department); 

b) In File #05-3515, by failing to terminate an officer who 
physically struck a seated suspect, and later was untruthful 
about the incident during an official LRPD investigation; 

c) In File #05-3515, by failing to discipline the offending 
officer's supervisor who viewed videotape of the use of 
force on the seated suspect, and did not document the use 
of force or address the offending officer's untruthfulness; 

d) In File #05-3619, by failing to discipline an officer the 
LRPD determined had negligently handled CITY property, 
failed to report a motor vehicle accident, failed to provide 
medical treatment, engaged in an improper handcuffing, 
was untruthful, and had violated GO 316; 

e) In File #05-3644, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer who falsely alleged criminal acts 
against the wife of a man with whom the officer was 
having an extramarital affair; 
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f) In File #05-3499, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline officers the LRPD determined had engaged in 
neglect of duty, failure to document, falsifying 
investigation records, untruthfulness and violations of GO 
316; 

g) In File #05-3558, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline ROBER TS after the LRPD determined that he 
had engaged in conduct unbecoming, and was untruthful 
during an official LRPD investigation; 

h) In File #06-3811, by failing to terminate officers who 
physically battered a college football game attendee, and 
did not report their use of force; 

i) In File #06-3811, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline the offending officers' supervisor who learned of 
the incident, and himself did not report it; 

j) In File #06-3663, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
untruthfulness and filed an inaccurate report; 

k) In File #06-3783, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer who disobeyed a direct order from 
THOMAS not to confront her ex-husband's new girlfriend; 

1) In File #06-3676, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
the disposing of evidence; 

m) In File #07-3930, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
dereliction of duty; 

n) In File #07-3856, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
conduct unbecoming, and was untruthful during an official 
LRPD investigation; 

o) In File #07-3908, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
terroristic threatening, and was untruthful during an official 
LRPD investigation; 
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p) In File #07-3889, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer who was untruthful during an official 
investigation where it was determined that the officer had 
become romantically involved with an LRPD narcotics 
informant; 

q) In File #08-4014, by failing to discipline an officer who 
physically struck a handcuffed suspect, and later was 
untruthful during an official LRPD investigation; 

r) In File #08-4014, by failing to discipline an officer who 
was untruthful about his partner's use of force on a 
handcuffed suspect, during an official LRPD investigation; 

s) In File #08-4089, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
a dereliction of duty and failed to complete a case file; 

t) In File #08-4018, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline officers the LRPD determined had engaged in 
violations of GO 302 (Operation of Departmental 
Vehicles), GO 316, insubordination and a failure to 
supervise, which involved an escaped prisoner; 

u) In File #08-4126, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
NCIC violations, off-duty violations, improper storage, 
dereliction of duty, conduct unbecoming and false 
statement; 

v) In File #09-4207, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined committed 
"unnecessary violence" on a juvenile, and then failed to 
report it; 

w) In File #09-4207, by failing to discipline the offending 
officer's supervisor who took no action after learning of 
''unnecessary violence" committed by the offending officer; 

x) In File #09-4216, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had failed to 
store evidence; 

y) In File #10-4417, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline officers the LRPD determined had engaged in 
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insubordination, neglect of duty, and were untruthful 
during an official LRPD investigation; 

z) In File #10-4380, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
conduct unbecoming, causing a discredit to the department 
and untruthfulness; 

aa) In File #10-4365, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
conduct unbecoming, untruthfulness, a violation of GO 
316, and dereliction of duty; 

bb) In File #10-4375, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
a violation of GO 316, a dereliction of duty, and a failure to 
notify communications; 

cc) In File #10-4319, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had engaged in 
conduct unbecoming, who had failed to write a report, 
failed to respond to a call, who was asleep on duty, and was 
untruthful during an official LRPD investigation; 

dd) In File #10-4326, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline an officer the LRPD determined had mishandled 
evidence, failed to report violation and engaged in a 
dereliction of duty; and 

ee) In File #11-4482, by failing to terminate or appropriately 
discipline officers the LRPD determined had engaged in 
dereliction of duty and conduct unbecoming. 

178. The CITY hired Officer "D" despite knowing-prior to the hire-that he had 

attended a Ku Klux Klan gathering a few years earlier. 

179. The CITY failed to terminate or appropriately discipline Officer D despite the 

LRPD sustaining the following allegations and violations against him during his career as an 

officer: Dereliction of duty; Excessive force; Profanity; Reckless driving; Failure to 

communicate; Loafing (found asleep in his squad car while on duty); Taunting a suspect during 

arrest; Disengaging his video camera; Multiple violations of GO 316; Untruthfulness; 

30 

Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM   Document 1   Filed 05/19/15   Page 30 of 110



Disobeying direct orders; Missing court on at least six (6) occasions; and Failing to submit a 

report on a dead body call. 

180. On August 12, 2012, Officer D shot and killed a 15-year-old African-American 

boy. The LRPD determined that the shooting was unjustified, and that Officer D was untruthful 

during the DD investigation of the shooting. 

181. By the time Officer "E" was involved in a July 7, 2012 "in-custody" death with 

Officer C, he had amassed at least thirty-six (36) sustained misconduct allegations, resulting in 

sixty-three (63) days of suspension, eight (8) counseling sessions, twelve (12) letters of 

reprimand and seven (7) oral reprimands. 

182. By failing to terminate or appropriately train, supervise and discipline LRPD 

officers, and by exhibiting a deliberate indifference to unconstitutional acts and police 

misconduct committed by its officers, the CITY, through THOMAS and other supervisory 

officers, acquiesces, tolerates and approves of said acts and misconduct. 

The CITY Permits in an Informal Practice of Mishandling Evidence and Failing to 
Properly Maintain Crime Scene Logs in Police-Involved Shooting Investigations 

183. Prior to November 3, 2009, the CITY was on notice that there was an affirmative 

pattern within the LRPD of police misconduct, and an informal practice of willful laxity 

committed by LRPD investigators and CSSU technicians when handling physical evidence 

related to police-involved shootings. This informal practice includes the failure to accurately 

document the handling of physical evidence, and the willful failure to properly maintain crime 

scene logs. 

184. At all relevant times, this affirmative pattern severely compromised crucial 

evidence in various police-involved shooting investigations, made proving allegations of police 
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misconduct more difficult, and served to protect the LRPD officers involved in the shootings 

from criminal and civil prosecution. 

185. At all relevant times, the CITY was deliberately indifferent to this affirmative 

pattern of police misconduct. 

186. Prior to November 3, 2009, at and all relevant times, LRPD officers were fully 

aware of the affirmative pattern of police misconduct within the LRPD, and were also fully 

aware of the CITY's deliberate indifference to said unconstitutional pattern. 

187. Since 2005, and prior to the date ofloss, the LRPD has tolerated and acquiesced a 

pattern of mishandling evidence in PIS in the following matters: 

a) In File #05-3568, a police-involved shooting, LRPD failed 
to accurately document the handling of the involved 
officers' weapons, and a failure to adhere to proper chain of 
custody protocol; 

b) In File #05-3598, a police-involved shooting, LRPD again 
failed to accurately document the details of evidence 
handling, and failed to determine which supervisors 
physically handled the involved officer's weapon; 

c) In File #05-3481, a police-involved shooting, the LRPD 
failed to clearly articulate the transfer of the involved 
officers' weapons to a CSSU technician; 

d) In File #06-3817, a police-involved shooting, the LRPD 
failed to perform evidence testing for gunshot residue on 
the suspect, and LRPD investigators failed to address the 
om1ss10n; 

e) In File #07-3874, a police-involved shooting, the LRPD 
failed to determine the number of live rounds in the 
involved officer's weapon prior to the shooting in question, 
and failed to discipline the involved officer who admitted 
that she did not always carry her magazines fully loaded, 
which is a violation of policy; 

f) In File #08-4146, a police-involved shooting, the LRPD 
allowed officers to remove crucial evidence from its 
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position of rest, failed to test the removed evidence, and 
failed to physically separate the involved officers, in 
violation of police investigation protocol; and 

g) In several police-involved shooting investigations, both 
before and after the Hawkins shooting, the LRPD failed to 
assure that a Use of Force Report was drafted and included 
in the investigation file, which is a violation of GO 303. 

188. GO 303 requires that the Detective Division Supervisor draft a Use of Force 

Report in every police-involved shooting investigation. 

189. In File # 10-4414, a police-involved shooting, an investigating sergeant, describing 

past LRPD practices and customs, acknowledged that "he rarely gets this [Use of Force Report] 

after officer involved shootings." 

190. Because Use of Force Reports are intended to become part of the EIS database, 

when said reports are not created, that information does not get entered in the EIS, resulting in 

underrepresented assessments of officers' use of force history. 

191. By failing to assure competent handling of evidence, the CITY, through 

THOMAS and other supervisory officers, sends the message to LRPD officers that such use of 

force investigations are not taken seriously. 

192. LRPD crime scene logs read: "MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL 

INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE." 

193. Despite this express imperative, and despite the letter of GO 303, for years prior 

to November 3, 2009, the CITY was on notice that the LRPD had an informal practice of 

willfully disregarding formalities associated with crime scene preservation, of allowing crucial 

evidence to become compromised, and of failing to maintain accurate crime scene logs during 

police-involved shooting investigations. 
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194. In fact, prior to November 3, 2009, the CITY failed to properly maintain accurate 

crime scene logs in the following police-involved shooting investigations: 

a) File #06-77942; 

b) File #06-[no incident number identified] (DOL: 8/22/06); 

c) File #07-[no incident number identified] (DOL: 10/30/07); 

d) File #07-28597; 

e) File #08-93435; 

t) File #08-81343; 

g) File #08-[no incident number identified] (DOL: 9/17/08); and 

h) File #09-8570/2312. 

See Sampling of Incomplete Crime Scene Logs, attached hereto as Exhibit 10. 

195. By allowing and tolerating LRPD officers to repeatedly fail to properly maintain 

and complete crime scene logs in police-involved shooting investigations, the CITY sends the 

message to LRPD officers that the CITY is deliberately indifferent to the unconstitutional acts 

and police misconduct committed by its officers. 

The CITY Engages in an Informal Custom of Allowing Obvious Conflicts of Interest and A 
"Code of Silence," Both of Which Serve to Conceal Improper Force and Police Misconduct 

196. An historical hallmark of the LRPD's flawed discipline system is a recurring 

"code of silence," where LRPD investigators disregard, ignore or conceal evidence of 

unconstitutional acts and police misconduct. 

197. On June 3, 2013, in a discovery deposition in a prior cause, in the presence of 

THOMAS, Det. J.C. White testified to his belief that, by doing internal investigations of police-

involved shootings rather than seeking an outside review, the LRPD has essentially created a 
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conflict of interest situation which results, de facto, in police officers not being criminally 

charged, regardless of the facts. 

198. To demonstrate the affirmative pattern of which PLAINTIFF complains, she 

recites the allegations below, for answer by the CITY. 

199. Prior to November 3, 2009, and beyond, the CITY has allowed an affirmative 

pattern of obvious conflicts of interest in the following circumstances: 

a) The LRPD allows husband-wife police officer teams to 
execute search warrants of Little Rock citizens' homes, 
and, in his deposition in a prior cause, THOMAS has 
admitted his awareness of this informal custom; 

b) In 2006, in File #06-101200, the LRPD allowed an officer 
to question his own brother during a DD investigation of a 
police-involved shooting; 

c) By allowing an officer who was involved in a police­
involved shooting investigation to also represent the 
offending officer in Fraternal Order of Police proceedings; 

d) In a 2008 police-involved shooting, in File #08-4146, the 
LRPD allowed Lt. Hastings to inform the victim's parents 
of the fact of the shooting, and to provide information to 
the media on behalf of the LRPD, despite the fact that one 
of the shooters was his nephew; 

e) In File #08-4146, the LRPD allowed Lt. Hastings to receive 
and process Freedom of Information Act requests for 
information from a police-involved shooting, which 
involved his nephew; 

f) In a 2010 police-involved shooting, in File #10-4414, the 
LRPD allowed the sergeant husband of one of the shooters 
to go to the scene of the shooting without identifying 
himself on the crime scene log, and without drafting a 
report to the file which explaining his presence, in violation 
of GO 303; 

g) In File #10-4414, the LRPD allowed the sergeant husband 
to leave the crime scene with his shooter-wife, in his 
personal vehicle; 
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h) In File #10-4414, the LRPD allowed the Homicide 
Division to investigate a police-involved shooting, despite 
the fact that the sergeant husband was the head of that 
division, and his shooter-wife was the subject of the 
investigation; 

i) In File #10-4414, the LRPD allowed DD investigation 
questioning of one of the shooters to be performed by 
individuals which whom the shooter had previously 
vacationed; and 

j) In the Hawkins shooting, the LRPD allowed Lt. Hastings 
provide information to the media on behalf of the LRPD, 
despite the fact that one of the shooters was his nephew. 

The CITY Perpetuates the "Code of Silence" By Not Maintaining and Producing a List of 
Untruthful Officers Despite the Holding of Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963) 

200. The U.S. Supreme Court case, Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963), and its 

progeny, places an affirmative constitutional duty on the government to disclose all favorable, 

material information known to those acting on the government's behalf in a criminal case, 

including the police. 

201. Per Brady and its progeny, evidence of a government witnesses' untruthfulness is 

favorable, material information to which a criminal defendant is entitled. 

202. On July 22, 2013, in a discovery deposition in a prior cause, THOMAS admitted 

that the LRPD does not keep a list of officers who have been found to be untruthful during 

official police matters for transmission to the Prosecutor, so that this information may be 

disclosed to criminal defendants against whom the untruthful officers offer testimony on behalf 

of the State of Arkansas. 

203. This means that the CITY has historically withheld from the criminal defense bar 

and from the public, exculpatory evidence which could be utilized by criminal defense attorneys 

to challenge the veracity of arresting officers. 
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204. This improper practice contributes to an informal custom of acquiescence of 

police misconduct, and institutionalizes the "code of silence." This informal custom also serves 

to frustrate the truth-seeking function of the investigation process. 

205. LRPD officers are aware that the CITY does not provide a Brady list of untruthful 

officers to the Prosecutor, and this serves to perpetuate untruthfulness, and continues the 

informal custom. 

The LRPD Perpetuates a "Code of Silence" by Failing to Appropriately Discipline Officers 
Who Violate GO 316, and By Ignoring Videotaped Evidence of Police Misconduct 

206. Because GO 316 was adopted to provide for, among other things, police officer 

accountability, tampering with or disabling MVR equipment is one of the ways that LRPD 

officers disregard, ignore or conceal evidence of police misconduct. Allowing officers to tamper 

with or disable MVR equipment, as well as failing to appropriately discipline officers who have 

violated GO 316 is another way that the CITY disregards, ignores or conceals evidence of police 

misconduct. 

207. Prior to November 3, 2009, and at all relevant times, the CITY was on notice that 

there was an informal custom within the LRPD of concealing improper uses of force and police 

misconduct, by various means, such as the tampering with, or disabling of, MVR equipment, in 

violation of GO 316, so as to constitute a "code of silence" policy. 

208. Despite this notice, the CITY and THOMAS failed appropriately supervise and 

discipline officers who violated GO 316, which perpetuated an ongoing pattern of police 

misconduct, and was itself misconduct, in the following circumstances: 

209. In 2005, in File #05-3508, a Little Rock citizen complained to the LRPD that 

Officer "F" engaged in behavior while on duty, which, if true, would constitute "Rude and 

Unprofessional" conduct. During the internal investigation, it was determined that Officer F 
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violated GO 316, and there was insufficient footage of the alleged conduct. The LRPD found the 

complaint of rude and unprofessional conduct "Not Sustained." 

210. In 2006, in File #06-3802, a Little Rock citizen complained to the LRPD that 

Officer "G" engaged in behavior while on duty, which, if true, would constitute a "Neglect of 

Duty." During the internal investigation, it was determined that Officer G violated GO 316, and 

there was insufficient footage of the alleged conduct. IA disciplined Officer G with a letter of 

reprimand for her violation of GO 316. The LRPD found the complaint of neglect of duty "Not 

Sustained." 

211. In 2006, in File #06-3668, a Little Rock citizen complained to the LRPD that 

Officer "H" engaged in behavior while on duty, which, if true, would constitute "Racial 

Profiling" during a traffic stop. During the internal investigation, it was determined that Officer 

H violated GO 316, and there was insufficient footage of the alleged conduct. IA disciplined 

Officer H with counseling for his violation of GO 316. The LRPD found the complaint of racial 

profiling "Unfounded." 

212. In 2006, in File #06-3671, a Little Rock citizen complained to the LRPD that 

certain officers engaged in behavior while on duty, which, if true, would constitute harassment 

and "Rude and Unprofessional" conduct. During the internal investigation, it was determined 

that one of the officers violated GO 316, and there was insufficient footage of the alleged 

conduct. IA disciplined one of the officers with counseling for his violation of GO 316. The 

LRPD found the complaints of harassment and rude and unprofessional conduct "Not 

Sustained." 

213. In 2007, in File #07-3940, a Little Rock citizen complained to the LRPD that 

Officer "I" and Officer "J" each engaged in behavior while on duty, which, if true, would 
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constitute "Rude and Unprofessional" conduct. During the internal investigation, it was 

determined that Officer I and Officer J had each violated GO 316, and there was insufficient 

footage of the alleged conduct. IA disciplined Officer I with reprimands for his violation of GO 

316, and for failing to generate an incident report. IA disciplined Officer J with counseling for 

his violation of GO 316. The LRPD found the complaints of rude and unprofessional conduct 

against Officer I and Officer J "Not Sustained." 

214. In 2007, in File #07-3918, a Little Rock citizen complained to the LRPD that 

Officer "K" engaged in behavior while on duty, which, if true, would constitute "Rude and 

Unprofessional" conduct. During the internal investigation, it was determined that Officer K 

violated GO 316, and there was insufficient footage of the alleged conduct. IA disciplined 

Officer K with counseling for her violation of GO 316. The LRPD found the complaint of rude 

and unprofessional conduct against Officer K "Not Sustained." 

215. In 2007, in File #07-3836, a Little Rock citizen complained to the LRPD that 

certain officers had engaged in behavior while on duty, which, if true, would constitute "Rude 

and Unprofessional" conduct. During the internal investigation, it was determin~d that the 

officers violated GO 316, and there was insufficient footage of the alleged conduct. IA 

disciplined these officers with counseling and oral reprimands for their violations of GO 316. 

The LRPD found the complaint of rude and unprofessional conduct "Not Sustained." 

216. In 2008, in File #08-4032, a Little Rock citizen complained to the LRPD that 

Officer "L" engaged in behavior while on duty, which, if true, would constitute "Conduct 

Unbecoming," in violation of RR 4002. During the internal investigation, it was determined that 

Officer L violated GO 316, and there was insufficient footage of the alleged conduct. IA 

disciplined Officer L with reprimands for his violation of GO 316, and for failing to draft a 
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report of the incident. The LRPD found the complaint of conduct unbecoming against Officer L 

"Not Sustained." 

217. In 2008, in File #08-122350, during a review of certain officers' use of force, an 

LRPD investigator reported: 

"I was unable to download the video to a disk due to there being 
too many files that need to be downloaded from the vehicle. The 
file for this incident wasn't downloaded even after several hours of 
allowing the videos to download from the vehicle. Off. ["M's"] 
SWAT vehicle is not equipped with a DVR. Off. [A's] patrol 
vehicle was positioned in a manner where the video did not show 
any of the incident. I observed no DVR violations." 

218. All officers were exonerated in regard to their uses of force in File #08-122350. 

219. In 2006, in File #06-152148, during a review of offending officers' use of force, it 

was determined that, "Off. ['N's'] microphone was activated but did not function properly or 

record any of the use of force. Off. ['O'] was driving a vehicle that was not equipped with an 

MVR. I observed no MVR violations." All officers were exonerated in regard to their uses of 

force in File #06-152148. 

220. In 2010, in File #10-29730, during a review of Officer A and Officer D's use of 

force, an LRPD investigator reported as follows: 

"[Officers A and D] were using vehicle 03C827 which was fully 
equipped with audio and video recording equipment. [Officer D] 
was responsible for the wireless microphone during the incident 
and stated that he physically flipped the switch and observed the 
red power light come on. To his knowledge, the equipment was 
functioning during the incident. When supervisors attempted to 
copy the video from the mainframe, there were no videos available 
for this incident except for minutes before the use of force and then 
the trip to Northside Intake with Mr. McJunkin after the incident. 
The two videos that are present have clear video and audio 
evidence available, but nothing of evidentiary value in reference to 
the actual use of force. 
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29730. 

I find that [Officer D] activated his equipment per General Order 
316 and the absence of video/audio evidence during the incident is 
due to a malfunction of the MVR equipment. I recommend that 
the allegation of MVR EQUIPMENT against [Officer D] be 
"NOT SUSTAINED" and NO FURTHER ACTION be taken." 
(emphases in original) 

221. The Officers A and D were exonerated in regard to their uses of force in File #10-

222. In 2012, in File #12-79923, during a review of Officer A's use of force, it was 

determined that his "vehicle was not equipped with a [MVR]. There is not video of this 

incident." Officer A was not investigated for a violation of GO 316, and he was exonerated in 

regard to his use of force in File #12-79923. 

223. In 2012, in File #12-12772, during a review of certain officers' use of force, it 

was determined that "[n]one of the use of force incidents were captured ori video." Video from 

one of the involved officers' unit "appeared to have become corrupted during the downloading 

process." The patrol unit of a third involved officer "was not MVR equipped." All of the 

involved officers were exonerated in regard to their uses of force in File #12-12772. 

224. In 2011, in File #11-25778, during a review of Officer A's use of force, it was 

determined that his "audio does not come on immediately upon his arrival and misses the use of 

force." Nonetheless, the LRPD investigator stated, "I feel [Officer A] followed GO 316 and 

recommend no further action." Officer A was exonerated in regard to his use of force in File 

#12-25778. 

225. In 2012, in File #12-63486, during a review of Officer A's use of force, it was 

determined that he "turned off his body mic twice during the incident. In the first instance he 

stated 'private conversation' and turned off the body mic to relate to Lt. Helton the details of the 
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incident. A short time later, [Officer A] agam turned off the mic after stating 'personal 

conversation' and told Lt. Helton about an incident that had occurred earlier." 

226. The LRPD investigator in File #12-63486 stated that "[t]his incident, in 

conjunction with an earlier incident (Inc. #2012-061870) occurring on 6-10-12, led me to meet 

with Lt. Helton and Sgt. Hawkins on Saturday, 6-23-12." The investigator stated his belief that 

Officer A was in violation of GO 316, but also found "that Lt. Helton and Sgt. Hawkins had 

permitted mies to be turned off for private conversations." Officer A was disciplined with 

"informal counseling" for his intentional violations of GO 316, and was exonerated in regard to 

the underlying use of force. 

227. The decision to discipline Officer A with "informal counseling" in File #12-

63486 was approved by THOMAS. 

228. Neither Lt. Helton nor Sgt. Hawkins was disciplined for permitting Officer A to 

violate GO 316, in File #12-63486, nor for not reporting Officer A's violations. 

229. By mildly punishing violations of GO 316, and finding the underlying allegations 

"Unfounded" or "Not Sustained," the CITY sends a message to LRPD officers that, as long as 

unconstitutional acts and police misconduct is not captured in a video or audio recording, those 

officers will be protected from proper discipline. 

230. This, in tum, encourages officers to tamper with, or tum off, their recording 

devices, rendering them ineffective, when they commit unconstitutional acts or police 

misconduct because they know the worse discipline they will receive in such a scenario will be 

for a violation of GO 316. They know that, without a video or audio recording, when it is just 

their word against a complaining citizen, they will be favored, and the underlying use of force or 

police misconduct will be deemed "Unfounded" or "Not Sustained." 
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231. The vast majority of violations of GO 316 of which the CITY becomes aware 

during the internal investigation process go unaddressed or undisciplined by the LRPD. 

232. In File #08-4014, Demetrius Curtis complained to the LRPD that Officer "P" 

"just reached in and hit me across my jaw" with a closed fist while he was handcuffed and seated 

in a squad car. 

233. If Mr. Curtis' allegations against Officer Pin File #08-4014 were true, Officer P's 

actions would constitute an unconstitutional act of unnecessary force against Mr. Curtis. 

234. There was no video or audio footage of the alleged use of force from Officer P's 

MVR system, due to a "six-minute gap" in the recording. 

235. Officer P's partner in File #08-4014, was Officer A, and Officer A's MVR 

captured audio of Officer A verbally confronting Officer P about Officer P's striking of Mr. 

Curtis. 

236. During the investigation in File #08-4014, THOMAS listened to Officer A's 

audio recording wherein he verbally confronts Officer P about striking Mr. Curtis. 

23 7. At the close of the investigation in File #08-4014, an LRPD captain made the 

following recommendations: 

"I recommend the MVR violation be classified as not sustained. 
Officer [P] maintains his MVR was activated during this incident. 
Officer [P's] MVR functioned properly on all other incidents he 
was involved in on the night of this incident. I agree that it is 
unlikely that Officer [P] would fail on this specific occasion to 
properly activate the MVR equipment. However, the fact remains 
the MVR did not properly function on this incident and this can 
only be attributed to a mechanical failure of the equipment, or 
action of Officer [P]. There is insufficient evidence to prove or 
disprove the failure of the system was due to the action, or 
inaction, of Officer [P]. 

I recommend the allegations that [Officers A and P] were 
untruthful during the investigation of this incident be classified as 
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unfounded. There is no evidence within the file to prove either 
officer attempted to evade or give untruthful answers to 
investigators." 

238. A LRPD investigator in the matter said "I have considerably less faith in MVR 

systems than I do in Officer [P's] word .. .I conclude that both officers were attempting to be 

truthful under the challenging circumstances ... " 

239. Mr. Curtis' complaint that Officer P used unnecessary force on him was deemed 

"Unfounded" by the CITY. THOMAS personally informed Mr. Curtis that there was 

"insufficient evidence to prove or disprove your allegations." See THOMAS' November 17, 

2008 Correspondence to Demetrius Curtis, attached hereto as Exhibit 11. 

240. In his letter, THOMAS did not inform Mr. Curtis that there was a "six-minute 

gap" in Officer P's MVR recording which should have ruled in or out whether the alleged 

excessive force by Officer P actually occurred. 

241. Despite the LRPD' s official determination that Mr. Curtis' allegations were 

"Unfounded" in File #08-4014, the CITY settled Mr. Curtis' claim of excessive force against 

Officer P, with a monetary payment to Mr. Curtis. 

242. In many citizen's complaint investigations and IA investigations, LRPD officers' 

failure to produce MVR footage, and their inability to adequately explain such failures, do not 

result in any discipline, despite the letter of GO 316. 

243. In 2005, in File #05-3532, the offending officers' MVR tape had "frequent" 

"problematic cancellation of their microphones." The citizen's complaint of improper search of 

a residence was deemed "Unfounded." 

244. In 2005, File #05-3644, there was "no indication of audio" on the offending 

officer's MVR. -
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245. In 2005, in File #05-3545, the offending officer's "MVR videos were reviewed 

and it appears there is some interference with the equipment causing the audio to be 

intermittent." The citizen's complaint of theft of property was deemed "Unfounded." 

246. In 2008, in File #08-4146, an officer's MVR footage was damaged or corrupted at 

precise time of the underlying police-involved shooting. The offending officers in File #08-4146 

were exonerated in the shooting. 

247. In 2009, in File #09-4207, one of the offending officers was "unable to locate" 

any MVR recording of incident; one officer "didn't remember turning her microphone on"; 

another officer's vehicle was "not equipped" with an MVR; yet another officer "did not think his 

[MVR] was on during this incident." None of these officers was disciplined for a violation of 

GO 316. 

248. In 2009, in File #09-4218, the offending officers did not have a functional MVR 

in their patrol unit; one officer's MVR footage was "erased" before an investigator could retrieve 

it; and one officer "didn't have a microphone that night." 

249. The citizen's complaint of untruthfulness against the offending officers, including 

another nephew of Lt. Hastings, were deemed "Unfounded" in File #09-4218. 

250. In 2010, in File #10-4390, a unnecessary force investigation based on a citizen's 

complaint, CHRIST "stated he did not activate his [MVR] due to the body mic not being charged 

at the beginning of his shift"; another officer claimed "he had activated his [MVR] equipment 

earlier that day, but did not find any recording for that period." The citizen's complaint in File 

#10-4390 were deemed "Unfounded." 

251. In 2011, in File #11-4485, a police-involved shooting, Officer B's "vehicle was 

not equipped with an MVR." Officer B was exonerated in the shooting. 
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252. In 2012, in File #12-00028, the video and audio recordings from the MVR of 

Officer C and another officer were damaged, lost or wrongfully withheld from discovery 

requests in prior legal matters. Officer C and the other officer were exonerated in the in-custody 

death investigation in File #12-00028. 

253. Despite all of the aforesaid notice to the CITY of unconstitutional acts committed 

by LRPD officers in the field, of police misconduct, and of problems associated with LRPD 

internal investigations performed in police-involved shootings, on November 3, 2009, and at all 

relevant times, the CITY maintained its practice of not obtaining independent review of LRPD 

police-involved shootings, and continued to have them investigated internally by employees of 

the CITY. This, along with all of the aforementioned allegations, constitutes an informal custom 

within the CITY of inadequate training, supervision and discipline, and an informal custom of 

deliberate indifference to unconstitutional acts and police misconduct committed by LRPD 

officers. 

COUNT I 
CHRIST AND ROBERTS FOR EXCESSIVE FORCE 
IN VIOLATION OF THE FOURTH AMENDMENT 

254. PLAINTIFF hereby incorporates and re-alleges Paragraphs one (1) through two-

hundred and fifty-three (253) as and for Paragraph two-hundred and fifty-four (254) of Count I. 

255. CHRIST and ROBERTS, and each of them, used excessive force against 

LANDRIS' person, causing great injury, pain and death. 

256. CHRIST and ROBERTS, and each of them, violated LRPD GO's, including GO 

303 and GO 309 when they shot and killed LANDRIS. 

257. The force used by each was unnecessary and unreasonable, and LANDRIS' great 

injury, pain and death resulted directly from the use of said force which was excessive. 
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258. By reason of the conduct of CHRIST and ROBERTS, and each of them, 

LANDRIS and his heirs-at-law were deprived of rights, privileges and immunities secured to 

them by the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution, including due 

process, and laws enacted thereunder. 

259. The violence committed by CHRIST and ROBERTS, and each of them, and 

inflicted upon LANDRIS was unnecessary, objectively unreasonable and excessive and was, 

therefore, in violation of his Fourth Amendment Rights. Therefore, CHRIST and ROBERTS are 

liable to PLAINTIFF in damages pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983, including loss of life, loss of 

liberty interest, conscious pain and suffering, attorney's fees and punitive damages. 

COUNT II 
THOMAS AND THE CITY 

FAILURE TO ADEQUATELY TRAIN, SUPERVISE AND DISCIPLINE ITS 
OFFICERS, AND FOR PERMITTING AN AFFIRMATIVE PATTERN OF EXCESSIVE 

FORCE AND DISREGARD FOR LRPD GENERAL ORDERS (Mone/D 

260. PLAINTIFF hereby incorporates and re-alleges Paragraphs one (1) through two-

hundred and fifty-nine (259) above as and for Paragraph two-hundred and sixty (260) of Count 

II. 

261. At all relevant times, including November 3, 2009 and for years prior thereto, 

THOMAS and/or the CITY knowingly, and/or with reckless or deliberate indifference to the 

constitutional rights of the citizens of Little Rock, permitted an affirmative pattern of excessive 

force, police misconduct and disregard for GO's by LRPD officers. 

262. THOMAS and the CITY permitted this affirmative pattern by: 

a) disregarding, ignoring and/or covering up allegations or 
facts of excessive force committed by LRPD officers in the 
field; 
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b) failing to adequately train LRPD officers in proper police 
practices and LRPD GO's, including GO 303, 309 and 316, 
inter alia; 

c) failing to appropriately supervise and discipline LRPD 
officers who violate proper police practices and LRPD 
GO's, including GO 303, 309 and 316, inter alia; 

d) allowing repeated instances of conduct which compromises 
crime scene integrity in police-involved shootings; 

e) failing to assure that crime scene logs in police-involved 
shootings are accurately maintained; 

f) failing to retrain or discipline CITY employees who 
compromise, destroy or alter evidence at crime scenes in 
police-involved shootings; 

g) permitting the existence of a "code of silence" at the 
LRPD, which serves to conceal unconstitutional acts and 
police misconduct committed by LRPD officers; 

h) maintaining an inadequate and biased internal review 
system by which LRPD officers' unconstitutional acts and 
police misconduct are not meaningfully examined, 
disciplined and corrected; 

i) not maintaining a Brady list of untruthful officers; 

j) not providing the Prosecutor with a Brady list of untruthful 
officers; and 

k) allowing, and not guarding against, conflicts of interest in 
LRPD internal investigations. 

263. This pattern of unconstitutional acts, police misconduct and violations of GO's 

was so pervasive as to constitute a "custom or usage" with the force oflaw. 

264. The pattern and customs described above were the moving force behind the 

violations of LANDRIS' constitutional rights committed by CHRIST and ROBERTS, and each 

of them, and proximately caused LANDRIS' personal injuries, great pain and death. The pattern 

and customs described above also proximately caused a deprivation of the rights, privileges and 
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immunities secured to LANDRIS and his heirs-at-law by the Fourth and Fourteenth 

Amendments to the United States Constitution, including due process, and laws enacted 

thereunder. 

265. As a result of the pattern and customs described above, LANDRIS was subjected 

to excessive force and caused to die. Therefore, THOMAS and the CITY is liable to 

PLAINTIFF in damages under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, including loss of life, loss of liberty interest, 

conscious pain and suffering, attorneys' fees and punitive damages. 

COUNT III 
CHRIST AND ROBERTS 

WRONGFUL DEATH/NEGLIGENCE 

266. PLAINTIFF hereby incorporates and re-alleges Paragraphs one (1) through two-

hundred and sixty-five (265) above as and for Paragraph two-hundred and sixty-six (266) of 

Count III. 

267. On November 3, 2009, CHRIST and ROBERTS, and each of them, owed 

LANDRIS a duty of due care, and a duty to maintain public order and to enforce at all times all 

such laws, ordinances and regulations for the preservation of good order and the public welfare, 

including the duty to follow all such laws, ordinances and regulations. 

268. Disregarding those duties, CHRIST and ROBERTS, and each of them, were 

guilty of one more of the following acts which proximately caused LANDRIS' death: 

a) shot and killed LANDRIS without legal justification. 

269. By reason of the wrongful death of LANDRIS, LANDRIS and his heirs-at-law 

have incurred pecuniary damages and severe mental anguish. 
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270. PLAINTIFF brings Count III pursuant to Ark. Code. Ann. § 16-62-102(a) and (b) 

which provides for damages whenever the death of a person shall be caused by a wrongful act 

notwithstanding the death of the person. 

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF prays for judgment against CHRIST and ROBERTS, and 

each of them, in an amount which will fully and fairly compensate PLAINTIFF for damages 

suffered. 

COUNT IV 
CHRIST AND ROBERTS 

SURVIVAL 

271. PLAINTIFF hereby incorporates and re-alleges Paragraphs one (1) through two-

hundred and seventy (270) above as and for Paragraph two-hundred and seventy-one (271) of 

Count IV. 

272. On November 3, 2009, prior to his death, LANDRIS suffered personal injuries 

and great pain proximately caused by the wrongful acts and/or omissions of CHRIST and 

ROBERTS, and each of them, which included shooting LANDRIS multiples times. 

273. By reason of the wrongful acts and/or omissions of CHRIST and ROBERTS, and 

each of them, LANDRIS incurred personal injuries and great pain as well as damages in the form 

ofloss oflife. 

274. PLAINTIFF brings Count IV pursuant to Ark. Code. Ann. § 16-62-lOl(a)(l) 

which provides for damages for wrongs done to a person and further provides that such an action 

may be brought after the death of the person by his executor. 

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF prays for judgment against CHRIST and ROBERTS, and 

each of them, in an amount which will fully and fairly compensate PLAINTIFF for damages 

suffered by LANDRIS. 
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, NIKITA HAWKINS, by and through her attorneys, and 

requests judgment against the Defendants and each of them: 

1. That defendants be required to pay PLAINTIFF's 
compensatory damages; 

2. That defendants be required to pay economic and non­
economic damages, including but not limited to loss of life, 
loss of society, loss of services, loss of liberty interest and 
mental anguish; 

3. That CHRIST, ROBERTS, and THOMAS be required to 
pay punitive damages; 

4. That CHRIST, ROBERTS, THOMAS and the CITY be 
required to pay reasonable attorney fees per 42 U.S.C. § 
1988;and 

5. That PLAINTIFF receive any other such relief as this 
Honorable Court deems just and proper. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

E. Dist. Ar sas Bar No. 6278834 
One of the Attorneys for PLAINTIFF 
Walkup, Melodia, Kelly & Schoenberger 
650 California Street, 26th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94108 
Telephone: ( 415) 981-7210 
Facsimile: (415) 391-6965 
E-mail: mlaux@walkuplawoffice.com 
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Case 4:12-cv-00694-BSM Document 45 Filed 05/21114 Page 1of1 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS 

WESTERN DIVISION 

NIKITA HAWKINS PLAINTIFF 

v. CASE NO. 4:12CV00694 BSM 

JAMES CHRIST et al. DEFENDANTS 

ORDER 

Pursuant to the parties' stipulation [Doc. No. 44], this case is hereby dismissed 

without prejudice. 

IT IS SO ORDERED this 21st day of May 2014. 

/3~.b~~ 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

• EXHIBIT 

I I 
I 

Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM   Document 1   Filed 05/19/15   Page 52 of 110



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF PULASKI COUNTY, ARKANSAS 
PROBATE DIVISION 

IN THE MATTER OF THE ESTATE OF 

LANDRIS HAWKINS, DECEASED, 

ORDER APPOINTING ESTATE ADMINISTRATOR 

THIS MATTER being heard on the petition of Petitioner, NIKITA HAWKINS, to be 

appointed the administrator of the Estate of LANDRIS HAWKINS, due notice being fonnally 

waived and this Honorable Court being fully apprised in the premises, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

1. NIKITA HAWKINS' petition to be appointed administrator of the Estate of 

LANDRIS HAWKINS is GRANTED. 

7 Administrator, NIKITA HAWKINS, will faithfully discharge all duties associated 

with the administration of the Estate of LANDRIS HAWKINS, will proceed in compliance with 

all aspects of the Arkansas Probate Code and will follow all orders entered by this Honorable 

Court. 

Nikita Hawkins 
27 S. Meadowcliff Drive 
Little Rock, AR 72209 

] , 
Entered this date:/' f/'Ctv ~ , 2012 

0 I ~----

EXHIBIT 

2. 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident# 1._'C:S::P \ - \~2() 3 Date / / -01-~oo<'.{ 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose or' entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

Location: $9 JS CAR0<Lf-

Type of Crime: ____________________________ ~ 

"'SA~.V RuJg;;JnS 
First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Name Em1# Purpose Entry Time Exit Time 
=s-AM:.'£ eA-\k2S-C- .;}C(l I 

./Vl Alt t< CM r.1v~,~ ~jt& 

{j, 01_GJi SoA.J lD'if<f'< LRFb It--
-:S. rJAfaJf£L }~1 LRF1 ·v~S'f;G 

&1es; l\/~[7v~ 
~ -SO~o.JJ /'1.Ch.S 
r. Hbµ~o_,u LB.Ft\ 

~2vf).}.i_MT6g l~"'~ )~~q ~SS~ 
s_ f?A,_µ ..)si4h \ !.\ '33 

T J-~So.A..) \e:\)qcc1-
( 

/y 4q \S ;3L1 

b. ~\.\ol'tS f 52°t0 l~~~ 

L.. 'T. K7.U'b ~e-55 :Sv~-e c lt.d i :>o ,r )t,LtC{ 

~tn:.. /VV<.k£ \..L.. ) Y4C\ 

Log R~linquished to: Date & Time: ______ _ 
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: -------
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. # .,. ______ _ 

EXHIBIT • I 
I 

.3 
LRPD Fonn 5600-89 

Rev .. 12/09/97 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident# 2Ct:fi_- \)..G. ZC)3 Date I I -o\-~tz 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned fo the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

Location: .Sq 15 lARL. '<1.6 

First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge l~Sf"1G 
'!y I G111/4. l1v, 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: ~l '!:: 

Emp.# Time of Entry 

Name Emp.# Purpose · Entry Time Exit Time 
01:" JJ~~):\Ak J0]'6 1~4~ 

5I.eh~_,J? lw'-\~ }Yl\ C\. 

Sin 9.RA.....c.~ ~,105 

&~?IV &_)Lil.£'( D,'S/~5 I~~ g_ \cJ5::J 

Ur. Hw&L~ I .8 193b 

C~ l\AC..t; lf:A"':S.. \G3l?it-\ l4\.\~ 

::i.AJ.2Q ~J;'.L '304(0 l'-t~O 

""::>rv, ·. ± \'\ ·40(;.5 e__s \~5~ 

KrW'~ 
< 

l/S-tr__ p;-p/11.-._ l<j_ '3t tstJ l 
5a+e_, ·1~~~ ,, f5 \c\ \L-1- ~~so5 

b· rr ct+f--c r:s (!'} "'"' Z..V·\81- ~ Sr2 .... ) 

\. ?o~e__ \e '71 B '::{ \l\5S 
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: 

Officer (if different than originating officer) Ernp. # 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: 
Crime Scene Specialist Emp.# 

LRPD Form 5600-89 
Rev. 12/09/97 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident# z_aoC\- 12f_~ Z C'3 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

Type of Crime: 
------------~~----~~~~~~~~-~-

Jc cc o :Xobe r+) l8\CtB 
First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIYIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Name Emp. # Purpose Entry Time 
L T>:1 ho ~s 5Z..O'"\ \ '-\.?Q 

Sg ±- ~CC> re_ \ )\ 1-·1 i 5 'l_5 
1_ \ uc,...._,\) tSb ~3 1 S t5 
Mo,, h ~qKr:_r \ S 3/ 

\ 0 l'V\ ~Ci f ~ er\-.\.-c..r l 57..0 

S. Be.r\-L, ~ e, 11b(,5 I S 3 L-

' Mou< o ·\- 14'-l r7- IN~~ l '::>3L 
\+ '1 ?>S .q_ t"-~ ll '-\ 1. U _____ o_~...;..i~Gu../'~~f"-'~~/'11 ~L:'" t ') ?J z._, 

::l::;;J ''\l;:ql VJ.: 
__ s~·,_\.q_-"'-l'-f-=5'-'a=-~·"""'"{\ _____________ · ___ , t.t '-l C-t 

c C1 m ff I" \.S3C" 

\ ~ }G 

eao ,, ~ ( \ s }.\ ~ 

Exit Time 

\5~~ 
i5 l.\ q 

\ 1 'lq • 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: -------
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: -------
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. # 

LRPD Form 5600-89 
Rev. 12/09/97 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident # 2trf-l - 12.G 2.C 3 Date ·\ 1 -0 S ·- 0::-t 
' 

The first responding officer is responsible for I itiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the s pervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exi must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to t e Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicid , suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

Location: jq 15 Cg ( \~ I e. 

TypeofCrime: ________________ -=--------------
Jc,:)t)q lobet+-s l5\q8 

First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Emp. # Purpose 
3021& __ <::.-=-=S ___ _ 

-&1 ( .+- I e + + :o--zB z_ _ _____,,,·c_s.c_-__ _ 

AJ r1 r'cctl\t\e.. <Sc-J-..\.e ,( ie. \ ~ -:VHJS· f\.\-L ()CC ~ce.. 
Ac~ e r 1 ro~ A+t. di• c e. 

~'Y' Q oah 'f ro'5 ..,L»J. ar.(e_ 

\). ., l ( \ be_ ( .\-- 3C/-l I 1 

\ q Si'-
~---------

Entry Time 

\,:5W 

t550 

\ [?QOi 

l 600 

lb09 
\bl L 

\C.1.-o 

Exit Time 

}(;, l + 
l& z. 1 

\b 2--:=J 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: -------
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: -------
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. # 

LRPD Form 5600-89 
Rev. 12/09/97 
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OFFICER'S REPORT 

DATE: 11-03-2009 SUBJECT: 2009-126203 Officer Involved Shooting 

TO: Sgt. Chris Phillips 

FROM: Officer Mark Rainey #27108 

Sir, 

On today's date at approx.1425 hours.I was at Hinkson and Geyer Springs when I saw a Police 
Officer running code Southbound on Geyer Springs, and turn east onto Carlyle Drive. I had been 
assisting Narcotics on search warrants, and my radio was on Event PD. Due to my radio being on Event 
PD I did not hear the type of call that was dispatched. I turned north out of the Simmons Bank parking 
lot onto Geyer Springs to go and assist the Officer. Before I could turn onto Carlyle Drive I observed 
Officer James Christ turn on Carlyle Drive in front of my patrol car. When I arrived at 5915 Carlyle I 
observed Officer Jason Roberts on the front porch of the residence with his gun drawn pointing through 
the front glass door of the residence. I could hear Officer Jason Roberts giving loud commands to drop 
the knife. 

As I was approaching the residence I observed an older unknown Black female in front of the 
residence. I approached her and ordered her to get away from the front of the residence. At this time I 
drew my gun and approached the front porch. I observed that Officer James Christ had made it to the 
front porch, and was standing beside Officer Jason Roberts. I observed that Officer James Christ was 
also pointing his gun through the front glass door of the residence. From the area that I was standing I 
could see the left side of a black male in an interior doorway of the residence. The black male kept 
ducking back behind the door opening. I observed hearing Officer James Christ tell the subject to "drop 
the knife or I will shoot" numerous times. At this time I heard several gunshots from Officer James 
Christ. After the shots were fired I observed the subject run across the door opening. Officers then 
entered the residence and cleared all of the rooms. I observed a black male laying in the hallway of the 
residence, and appeared to be bleeding from the area of the chest. 

I then went outside of the residence and advised Fire and Rescue to come inside the residence. I 
then secured the outside area with crime scene tape. Sgt. Harold Scratch arrived at the scene, and I 
notified Sgt Chris Phillips and advised him of the incident. 

EXHIBIT s 
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Arkansas Online 
search ArkansasOnllne 
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Archive Search Result 

Police shoot, kill knife-wielder 

Author: NOEL E. OMAN ARKANSAS DEMOCRAT·GAZETTE 
Publication: Arkansas Democrat-Gazette (Little Rock, AR) 

Section: Ari<ansas 

Date: November 4, 2009 

Page: 11 

A man with a history or mental problems used a 1<n1re to threaten ramoty members before he was shot dead 
Tuesday al'temoon by two Little Rod< police olTlcers responding to a famoty disturbance at a southwest L1ttll! 
Rod< home, pollee said. 
Police Identified the dead man as 28·year-old Landns Hawkins, who loved at the residence. 
Hawkins' grandmother, who summoned pohce to the home, told ollloers when they amved that Hawkins 
rerused to allow her to leave. She also sutrcrcd minor cuts from Hawkins' knife, desmbcd as a kitchen knife 
with a 6-tnch blade, said Lt. Terry Hastings, a police spokesman 
A family tnend desoibed Hawkins as a quiet man who often kept to himself but ignored family pleas to seek 
counseling. 
Adrian Shack, who has known the family about two years, said he n~er expe:ted the kind of occurrence that 
unfolded about 2:30 p.m. at !he single-story home on cartyle Drive, part Of a leafy oelghborhood just off 
bustling ~ Spnngs Road 
•1 ~er heard of any physical altercations between the family," Sh~ said. 
Shack had spent the morning outside the residence wortdng on the hlmlly's car. Nothing seemed amiss then, 
he sald. 
He said he left at 1:50 p.m. to take Hawkins· mother, Nikita Hawkins, to work and get something to eat Upon 
his return, the home was cordoned olf with yellow crime-scene tape and police cars hoed the nearby stretch of 
Geyt!r Springs Road. 
·1 am hornbly sad about It." Shack said 
Both ol!I~ fired their guns dunng the confrontation at the home's front door, Hastings said. Moments eat1ier, 
the omcers had ordered Hawkins to drop the knife, but he made a threatening move toward his grandmother, 
Hastings said. 
Hawkins "would not let the olficers on or the (grandmotht!r] out," Hastings said. "She was trying to get out." 
A.ner Hawkins was shot, "he retreated back Into the ~ldence and rolapsed," Hastmos said. 
The grandmother was treated tbr her lnjunes before being taken away to make a statement. A police chaplain 
aro:imparued her, Hastongs said. 
The grandmother, "as you can Imagine, Is shook up," he said. "'This has been • stressful day. It has been 
OQlng on tor some time." 
The omcers will be placed on leave woth pay and undergo counseling, Hastings saod He didn't identify the 
om~. The CllSC Is subject to C71minal- and internal-alfaors onvestogattoos. 
Police have had a few encounters with Hawkins. He was arrested and charged with a variety Of drug-related 
otrelses In 2001, lndudlng two counts of drug possession, possession Of drugs with intent to sell, possession 
or arug paraphernalia ana selling drugs near a "certam lad~ty, • llkely a school, Hastings said. 
A check Of onltne court records shows that the charges were tater expunged. onen, Hrst-time offenders can 
have their dlan;ics expunged tr they compjcte court-on:lered programs that Include counseling and drug 
testing, and remain out of trouble 

caption: Amnsas Democrat-Gazette/STEVE KEESEE Little Rock police and crime scene 
lnvestlgaton stand outside 5915 Carlyle Drive, where two police otllcers shot and killed a m.n 
wielding a knlr. Inside the front doorway of the house Tuesday afternoon. 

Bade to your search results I Return to the search page I Printer Friendly version 
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UPDATE: Name released in deadly 
officer-involved shooting 

Llk• 0 lWHI 0 

0 11/03/2009 02 59 PM @ 11104/2009 08·27 AM TI=D 

.Southwest rv1a11 
Shopping Center 

~loverdale Geyer Spr9'gs 
Shoppers Wal1k 

Shopping Center 
- - " "~ ~ 

, •I : -, 

····_ Geyer ~o~Jth . 
Shopping Center 

Lrttle Rock police ere investigating on an officer involved 

shooting that left one man dead Tuesday afternoon Police tell 

FOX 16 1t started after Landns Hawkins, 26, used a kitchen krnle 

with a six inch blade to cut himself then his grandmother at their 

house on Carlisle Dnve iust off of Geyer Springs in southwest 

Lrttle Rock Hawkins· grandmother called 911 

Police tell us when officers arrived, Hawkins wouldn't let his 

grandmother out ol the house and made a threatening move 
Thars when poliee say two officers fired ahota from the front 

door and killed him. 

"He has a mental problem, but I thought he was getting a little better I was iust over there talking to him and iust went 

back to work,' says the victim's mother. N1k1la Hawkins 

When asked if there have ever been problems like this before with Hawll1ns, his mother replied. "He don't bother 

nobody He 1s in the house by himself with my mama and doing nothing." 

Both officers are on paid administrative leave pending the outcome ol the 1nvest1gat1on, which 1s standard Their names 

aren't being released 

"I don~ hke II. They didn't have to [kill horn]." says Hawkins "They could've shot him anywhere else, they could've did 1t 

1n the leg They didn't have to do that, they didn't have to kill him" 

Hawll1ns great-grandmother and a one year-old were at the house when the shooting happened. but they weren't hurt 

The grandmother was treated for minor in1uries at the scene 

Police tell us Haw1<.ms was arrested 1n 2001 for drug possession 

1','11"1111, Pohce say Hawkins lived in the home with his grandmother and 

has a history of mental illness. ·we don't know what set this 

md1v1dual of'I Apparently he has a long history of mental 

problems and they've been trying to get him help for some 

time,· LI Terry Hastings with the Little Rock Police Department 

said 

Copyngh/ 2009 Newpot! TeleV1StOn LLC AJ/ nghts reserved This ma/enal 

may no/ 1:>9 pubilshed. broadcast. rewntten. or red1stnbuled 

'i/11 /?0 I 'i 10· 'iO AM 
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LR police shoot 2 in one day 

Author: JACOB QUINN SANDERS ARKANSAS DEMOCRA T-GAZETTI' 
l'ubllatlon: Arkansas Democrat-Gazette (Uttle Rock, AR) 

Section: Artcansas 

D•te: Novem~r 5, 2009 

During a drug raid just al'ter 10:30 p.m. Tuesday, lJttle Rock pohce shot their second suspect of the day about 
eight hours al'ter kllhng a mentally unstable man who was rutting himself and family mem~ with a knife. 
Special W~s and T~ team olllcers served a drug warrant In west Little Rock on Unit B of a duplex at 
9001 Tanya Drive about 10 40 pm. Inside, SWAT olficers saw a ~room at the end of a hallway. Police said 
officers Richard Glascock, James Wheeler and Joe Hiii walked Into the ~room. 
Glascock saw a man hiding in a closet and ordered him to st'll out, police said. 
The man walked out of the closet canylng a handgun, police said. Glascock, w~ IBth anniversary with the 
department Is In two we:ks, flred two shots from his city-Issued FN P90 submachine 11un, police said, hitting 
the man In the dlest and an arm. 
Police ldenUf led the man as Shawn Burton, 2~, who lrtts In the duplex. On Wednesday, Burton was In stable 
condlUon at ~bst Health Medal Center In Uttle Rod<. PollCI! spokesrNln Lt. Terry Hastings said Burton's 
wounds are not a>nsiclered !~threatening. 
"We found about a halfpound of marijuana In the residence as well as some scales,· Hasbngs said. "I'm su~ 
we11 get him dlarged with a few things when he IS released from the hospital." 
Hours earlier and six miles southeast, just south of Inter- state 30, two Little Rock police otlicers found a knlfe­
wiekllng man terror!Dng his grandmother and g~t·grandmother and rutting himself, pol1Ce said. 
ldentllled later as Landris Hawkins, 28, the man held a knife to his own throat and Wused to drop It, police 
said. When Hawkins walked out of a hallway and pointed the knife at a woman and a baby In another room, 
the two olllcers ftred numerous times from their otylssued .40-cahber Glock handguns, police said. 
The Little Rock Police Department on Wednesday ldenbfied the two otlicers as JarMS Christ, a three-year 
veteran of the force, and Jason Roberts, hired in 1995. 
Hawkins died at the scene. 
In accordance with PollCe Department pol1CY, Glascock, Christ and Roberts were all placed on ;odmmlstrabve 
leave with pay pending reviews of the shootings. Department General Order 303, govemln<;i the use of fora!!, 
says officers may use lethal f!XQ' when they feel that their lives or the lives of others a~ In Immediate danger. 
They are taught to aim for the largest target available - usually the chest and abdomen · and to continue M"IJ 
unUI they feel that they have stopped the threat 
The last time Uttle Rock pollce shot more than one iJ'!f5<M1 In a day was Oct. 31, 2007, when omcers Josnua 
Black and Erik Temple nred on a car full of burglary suspects trying to bad< over the omcers. The omcers killed 
one man and wounded another, missing a third. 
But no one Tuesday could recall the last Ume olllcers shot suspects 1n separate cases on the same day. 
Hastings, a department spokesman since 199-1, began working for the department in 1976. He said he coukln1 
rccnll anotncr sudl as>e. Internal alfal~ dMsl<Jn n=ir<l5 on omcer-lnvolVe<I slloollngs go back to the ear1y 

1990s, he said, and there a~ no more than one on any one day. 
"It's been a long, long time, if we've l!\'er done It," Hastings said. "I honesUy couldn't tell you If we ever nave.• 

C.ptlon: Arlulnsas Democrat-Gazette/ BENJAMIN KRAIN 
Uttle Rock police shot• nuin who stepped out of• doset with • h•ndgun during •drug raid 
Tuesdily night •t this house •l 9001 T•nr- Drive. 
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CHARGE 
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INVESTIGATOR 

VICTIM 

LOCATION 

DATE/TIME 

SUSPECT 

_ CASE REPORT 

2009-126203 

DET. DEWANA PHILLIPS 

LANDRIS HAWKINS B/M 3/28/81 
5915 Carlyle; Little Rock, AR 

5915 CARLYLE 

NOVEMBER 3, 2009 @ 1422 HRS 

JASON ROBERTS 
JAMES CHRIST 
700 WEST MARKHAM STREET 
LITTLE ROCK, AR 72209 

' EXHIBIT 

17 
I 
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SUMMARY 

On today's November 3, 2009 officers responded to 5915 Carlyle for a 
Disturbance with Weapon at the aforementioned address. When officers arrived they 
observed an elderly black female standing in the yard. The female in the yard was saying, 
"Lord help us", at which time Officer Jason Roberts noticed a black female in the 
doorway on the phone. Officer Roberts observe what appeared to be blood drops in the 
entry way. The female in the doorway seem distracted and said he still has a knife. 
Officer Roberts asked the female to come outside and she's said she couldn't because she 
had a baby in the house with her. The elderly female was shortly escorted to a safer 
position that did not involve being in the front yard area. 

Shortly after officers arrival they noticed a black male sixMfour to sixMfive come 
around the corner of the hallway with a cut to his neck bleeding heavily. The subject was 
still holding what appeared to be a fourMinch steak knife. Officer Roberts accounts he 
gave numerous commands for the subject to drop the knife and he continued with the 
knife around hls neck and waving it around and back to his neck again. Officer Roberts 
could hear the baby in a room adjacent to the entry door. He advised the female to get 
out with the baby, suggested using the window but she kept saying she couldn't get out. 
The black male continued going back in forth down the hallway and back to an observing 
view. Officer Roberts says he continued giving the male subject commands to drop the 
knife. The suspect never said anything, according to Officer Roberts. The suspect looked 
at Officer Roberts but never spoke. During which time both officers were on the porch 
area of the residence and had not made entry into the residence. The male subject with 
the knife darted in and out of the visible area of the front door down and east hallway of 
the address. Both officers were wearing full police uniform attire. Officer Christ was on 
the right side of Officer Roberts. 

Officer Roberts says the black male started walking faster face down the hallway 
with the knife in front of him. He says the female yelled and he believed the subject was 
going to do deadly harm to the female or the baby. Officer Roberts says he had 
information that the female had been cut once and believed deadly physical hann would 
have happen to the female or the child, thus is why he made the decision to fire. Officer 
Roberts fired two shots at the suspect. · 

When Officer Christ arrives Officer Roberts was on the porch of the residence 
with his service weapon drawn and talking with a black male that was holding a knife to 
his throat. Christ notes that he saw a lot of blood on the front of the black male shirt. 
Officer Christ says the subject kept leaning in and out of the hallway and that Officer 
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' 
Robert was communicating with the female trying to get her to come out of the house. 
Officer Christ says both he and Officer Roberts gave the male subject commands to drop 
the knife. Officer Christ says he fired two rounds at the subject through the front storm 
door. He went around the backside of the hallway; the subject was lying on his back. He 
says he moved the knife from near his head into a back bedroom to prevent the subject 
from accessing it. 

The suspect was later identified as Landris Hawkins (black male 03/28/81). Mr. 
Hawkins lives with his grandmother and great-grandmother, Neomia Hawkins and Willie 
Jean Hawkins. Ms. Neomia Hawkins says her grandson was washing clothes and he 
came in telling her he was thinking about killing himself. She says he put the knife to his 
throat and she being to wrestle with him for the knife. She said he then got another knife, 
she wrestled him again and he gain access to another knife. She said he would not give 
her the knife and when she realized that she called 911; at which time she got another 
knife away from Landris (Twiki). He gained yet another knife and begin cutting himself. 
Ms. Neomia Hawkins and her mother begin pleading with Landris to stop cutting 
himself. Ms. Neomia says when she got the knife from Landris in the doorway of the 
kitchen is when she nicked her finger. She says Landris was not recognizing her and at 
which point she closed the door holding it with her foot (the baby was still in her room 
and she did not want the baby harmed). During the same time the officer is at the door 
asking Landris to take the knife from his throat and drop the knife. Neomia Hawkins 
says the officers kept telling Landris to put the knife down and shortly thereafter she 
heard gunshots. Ms. Hawkins says Landris in the past had been treated at St. Vincent 
Hospital (psychiatric place). But currently he was not taking any medication. Ms. 
Hawkins says Landris has not made threats or talked of killing himself before today. She 
says for the last five or six years he had been in the house that he doesn't go anywhere 
and primarily stays in the house. 

Fire Rescue and Mems respond to this scene for medical treatment of Landris 
Hawkins with negative results. Homicide Detectives and CSSU personnel responded to 
the residence and processed the scene for evidence. A neighborhood canvas was 
conducted. 
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Police Department 700 West Markham 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Officer Involved: 
Date of Hire: 
Assignment: 
Supervisors: 

Officer Involved: 
Date of Hire: 
Assignment: 
Supervisors: 

Allegation: 

Investigator: 

Summary: 

Little Rock. Arkansas 72201-1329 

MEMORANDUM 

Captain Alice Fulk 

Sergean·. 

December 22, 2009 

Internal Affairs Investigation #09-4277 

Officer Jason Robert' ·· · - · "" 39 years of age 
09111/1995 
Southwest Patrol Division 3-11 
Sgt. Harold Scratch, Lt: C.P. Thomas, Capt. Tom Bartsch 

Officer Jam es Chris~ .. _ - · · - 3 9 years of age 
10/16/2006 
Southwest Patrol Division 3-11 
Sgt. Eric Hinsley, Lt. C.P. Thomas, Capt. Tom Bartsch 

Use of Deadly Force 

Sergeai >t 
EXHIBIT g 

On Tuesday, November 3, 2009, Little Rock Police Department Chief of Police Stuart Thomas 
authorized an internal investigation regarding the use of deadly force by Officer Jason Roberts 
and Officer James Christ while on duty. 

On Tuesday, November 3, 2009, Officer Jason Roberts and Officer James Christ responded to a 
disturbance with a weapon call at 5915 Carlyle. While en-route to the call officers were advised 
by Commu~cations that the suspect was armed with a knife and had cut himself and his 
grandmother: Upon arriving at the residence, Officer Roberts made contact with Willie Jean 
Hawkins in the front yard of the residence. Ms. Hawkins was pleading for Officer Roberts to 
help them. Officer Roberts noticed another female, Neomia Hawkins standing in the doorway of 
the residence. As Officer Roberts approached the front door, he told Neomia Hawkins to come 
outside. Ms. Hawkins stated she could not because she had a baby in the house, then walked 
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away from the door and into another area, out of sight of Officer Roberts. As Ms. Hawkins was 
walking away, Officer Roberts heru:~ her say "here he comes and he still has the knife." 

Officer Roberts was standing on the porch of the residence and had the glass/screen door propped 
open with his foot when Lanuris Hawkins appeared in the hallway of the residence. Officer 
Roberts saw Hawkins throat had been cut and that he was bleeding badly. Hawkins still had a 
knife in his hand and Officer Roberts ordered him to put the knife down. After refusing Officer 
Roberts' orders, Hawkins put the knife· to his throat and started moving towards the area where 
Ms. Hawkins had gone, then turned and walked down the hallway in the opposite direction. 
Officer James Christ and Officer Mark Rainey arrived and Officer Christ approached the porch 
where Officer Roberts was standing. Officer Christ heard Officer Roberts telling the female to 
get out of the residence, since Hawkins had walked down the hallway. Ms. Hawkins informed 
Officer Roberts she was unable to get out of the bedroom, at which time Hawkins reappeared in 
the hallway and still had the knife'_in his hand. Officer Roberts told Ms. Hawk.ins to get out of 
the residence_ another way and Ms. Hawkins informed Officers Roberts there was no other way 
out of the residence. 

Hawkins moved back down the hallway out of site of Officer Roberts and Officer Christ. Officer 
Roberts and Officer Christ discussed their options and knew they could not let Hawkins get into 
the bedroom with Ms. Hawkins ·and the baby. Officer Roberts and Officer ·Christ saw Hawkins 
look around the corner of the doorway before stepping out in full view. Hawkins still had the 
knife in his hand, and then placed it to his throat. Officer Roberts and Officer Christ ordered 
Hawkins to drop the knife, at which time Hawkins lowered the knife from his throat and held it 
in front of him, as he started walking towards the area where Ms. Hawkins and the baby were. 
Officer Roberts and Officer Christ fired their service weapons and observed Hawkins fall 
backwards a~ay from the area where Ms. Hawkins and the baby were and out of their sight. 

Officer Roberts, Officer Christ and Officer Rainey entered the residence and saw Hawkins lying 
at the end of the hallway. Officer Roberts assisted Ms. Hawk.ins and the baby out of the 
residence while Officer Christ and Officer Rainey checked the welfare of Hawkins. Officer 
Christ secured the knife which was lying under Hawkins and requested MEMS and Rescue. 

The proper notifications were made and the Detective Division, Internal Affairs, C.S.S.U., and 
other supervisory personnel responded to the scene per policy. The involved officers were 
separated; the scene and witnesses were secured and properly processed by C.S.S.U. 

b. 
Officer Roberts was joined by his requested companion officer, Sergeant Michael Terry and 
Officer Christ was joined by his requested companion officer, Officer Tim Pope. C.S.S.U. 
marked, photographed, and collected all evidence. While on scene, C.S.S.U. Technician Wilhite 
took possession of Officer Roberts' 40-caliber Glock 22 semi automatic handgun with serial 
number K.ZK822, loaded with one live round and magazine containing thirteen 40-caliber 
rounds. C.S.S.U. Technician Wilhite also took possession of Officer Christ's 40-caliber Glock 
22 semi automatic handgun with serial number KCZ787, loaded with one live round and 
magazine containing thirteen 40-caliber rounds. 

Ir... 
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Captain Wayne Bewley issued Officer Roberts and Officer Christ new weapons with one 
magazine each. 

Officer Julio Gi' - maintained the Crime Scene Log per policy, even though there are some 
inconsistencies noted. However, these inconsistencies do not affect the final disposition of this 

·' case. 

In review of Officer Roberts' and Officer Christ's DVR, there is no video which captures the Use 
of Deadly Force. However, on the audio portion of Officer Roberts' DVR, the Use of Deadly 
Force is recorded. Officer Roberts' DVR did not have the time attached to the video; therefore a 
timeline of events was not completed. On the audio, Officer Roberts' is heard telling Hawkins 
numerous times to put down the knife, as well as telling Neomia Hawkins to get out of the house. 
Officer Roberts is recorded telling Officer Christ "Jimmy I don't have a choice, when he comes 
around the comer." Officer Christ is recorded saying "were going to have to shoot him." 

In review of the audio portion o:f,_Officer Christ's DVR, the body microphone shows to be 
activated; however, no audio is recorded. Officer Christ's in car microphone recorded what 
appears to be the sound of gun fire. The following is a break down of what is recorded on 
Officer Christ's DVR: 

1427:41 hours-------sounds like one gun shot 
1427:43 hours-------sounds like three gun shots 

Officer Mark Rainey's patrol vehicle was not equipped with a DVR. A copy of Officer Roberts 
and Officer Christ's DVR discs are included in this file. Copies of C.S.S.U photographs of the 
scene are also included. 

In review of the 911 call placed to"'J.,RPD Communication by Neomia Hawkins (copy of the 911 
call is included in the file); Ms. Hawkins is heard pleading with Lanuris Hawkins to put the knife 
down. Ms. Hawkins tells the 911 operators that her grandson had cut her and his own throat and 
that she was unable to get the knife away from him. Ms. Hawkins stays on the phone with the 
911 operator and continues to plead with Lanuris Hawkins to put the knife down, up to the point 
that Officer Roberts arrives at the front door. Officer Roberts is heard on the 911 recording 
telling Ms. Hawkins to come out of the house. The 911 operator asked Ms. Hawkins if the police 
are there and once she tells the 911 operator the police are in fact there, the call is disconnected. 

Internal Affairs detectives conducted a thorough investigation; conducting interviews with all 
involved officers. All of the statements, audio recordings and the recorded 911 call were 
consistent regarding the sequence of events and the facts of the case. Each involved officer who 
was on scene during the use of deaClly force was questioned specifically about his decision to, or 
not to use deadly force. Officer Roberts and Officer Christ stated they believed the suspect's 
actions during the incident, by cutting his own throat, disregarding their commands to drop the 
knife and the movement he made towards the area where Neomia Hawkins and the baby 
(Deandre Connor) were, placed their lives in danger. Officer Roberts stated his main concern 
was not to let Hawkins get to the room where Ms. Hawkins and the baby were. Officer Roberts 
stated he made the statement to Officer Christ about not having any other choice, because 

I I -
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Hawkins had refused to comply with his commands and he feared that if Hawkins got into the 
room with Ms. Hawkins and the baby, he would cause them hrum. Officer Christ stated he never 
gave any command to Hawkins, because Officer Roberts was giving the commands. Officer 
Christ said Hawkins disregarded Officer Roberts's commands and when Hawkins moved 
towards the area where Ms. Hawkins and the baby were he fired his weapon. Officer Roberts 
said he was aware of his surroWlding and knew Ms. Hawkins and the baby were in an area of the 
residence to the left of where Haw:kins was standing when he fired his weapon. Officer Roberts 
later learned the area where Ms. Hawkins and the baby were, was a bedroom. Officer Christ 
stated he was aware of his surroWldings and knew that Hawkins was in the hallway and there was 
a wall behind him when he fired his weapon. Both officer estimated they were anywhere from 
five to eight feet from Hawkins when they fired their weapons. Officer Rainey stated he was 
behind Officer Christ and was not able to fire his weapon. Officers Roberts and Officer Christ 
both stated they feared for lives of Ms. Hawkins and the baby, when they made the decision to 
use deadly force on Lanuris Hawkins. 

Review of Policy Compliance 

This Administrative Investigation was conducted to ensure that the involved officer's actions 
were in compliance -with the Littl.e Rock Police Depaliment Rules and Regulations and the 
Deadly Force Policy. The policies considered herein are: 

General Order 303, Use of Force 

The Detective Division and Patrol Division response and Detective Division Investigation were 
found to be in compliance with the applicable orders. All appropriate notifications were made, 
the Crime .Scene Search Unit processed the scene, and supervisory personnel interviewed the 
involved officers. 

The ultimate issue considered herein is whether the discharging of the service weapons by the 
involved officers were in complifil\C(~ with the guidelines set folih by General Order 303. 

Section IL D detalls tlze authorization to use Deadly Force: 

"Officers may only use Deadly Force to protect themselves or otlzers from what they 
reasonably believe to be an immediate threat of deatlz or serious physical injury." 

Section II. F. 2. states: 

"Officers may draw or display firearms wizen there is a tlzreat or reasonable belief tlzat t/zere is 
a threat to life or wizen tlzey lzave a reasonable fear for their own safety and/or tlze safety of 
others." 

'" 
The following excerpts were taken from the Internal Affairs Interviews of Officer Jason Roberts 
and Officer Jaines Christ (the complete transcripts are contained within this file). 

MOUROT: Did you get any additional information prior to getting to the residence? 
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ROBERTS: ·Uh the information that was given uh was just from the actual call itself, that a 
subject had uh cut his own throat and had uh cut a female inside the residence 

ROBERTS: Uh I first pulled up, I actually uh passed the residence uh it was immediately as 

soon as you hang uh I guess it was left and I went eastbound on Carlyle, its right 

there at the intersection of Carlyle and Geyer Springs so I actually past the 

residence and had to back up and go back. Uh but that only took a few seconds 

uh once I got out of my vehicle I saw a elderly woman standing in the front yard. 

Uh.did she say qnything to you? 

ROBERTS: Uh she had her hands clasped together and uh I asked her immediately if she was 

okay or where he was at and then I asked her if uh if she was okay, she said she 

was. She had made several statements uh to me as I was walking up to her uh of 

Lardy, Lardy somebody help us, you got to get in there and help us. She actually 

uh grabbed me by my elbow and directed me to the front door. 

Okay, so she walked to that area and did you step insid~ the house? 

ROBERTS: No Sir I never- I never passed the threshold of this door right here because almost 

immediately when I asked her uh to come out and she said that she couldn't, she 

had to get her baby, uh the uh -uh suspect walked around the corner holding the 

knife in his hand and uh I could see then that he had cut himself uh from his 

throat uh looked at what appeared to me fi·om ear to ear. 

ROBERTS: She- when she saw him here she went into this room and he turned and started 

toward me here at the front door, I actually backed away and I had this storm uh 

door open with my right leg. I actually let that door go and backed to the edge of 

the uh porch and he came up and stopped right here uh 

ROBERTS: I started giving him commands from the minute he walked around the corner and 

I could still see the knife in his hand. I started uh telling him to drop the knife, 

drop the knife, uh there were several times where I- I was trying to be stern with 

him so he would know and understand and uh he walked to that door and even 

after the door was shut I was continuing, drop the knife, just put the knife down, 

drop the knife. 
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Did he. ever say anything to you? 
,,.,, 

ROBERTS: Never said a word. 

ROBERTS: She told me that she couldn 't, that he was blocking the way uh I told her to find 

another way out, she said there is no other way out and I said go out a window if 

you have to. She said I can't go out the window uh and then I- when he turns this 

corner here I can't see anything here so I don't know how far down that hallway 

he 

1-. 

Once Officer Christ uh arrived, did yall discuss your options, what you were 

going to do? 

ROBERTS: We did and even prior to Officer Christ arrival, when he came to that door earlier 

when we were talking about how he stopped this door I actually tried to talk him 

out, just to come out of the house and I kept saying come on, come o.n. to get him 

to come out, hoping that she could shut the door behind her and at least we would 

have him outside. Uh but he never would come through that threshold and then of 

course he immediat~!Y went back so. 

When Officer Christ' got there, you said he was still in this hallway somewhere? 

ROBERTS: Yes Sir, yes Sir. 

Unknown where? What- what was your main concern at that point when he was 

there? 

ROBERTS: Well I knew that he had - I knew he had already had cut the female uh so I was 

very concerned that- that that was gonna happen again and they also told us in 

the call notes that he uh had told the female he wanted to die and so that was also 
i 

on my mind uh but '(Vhen he was in this hallway uh I knew I couldn't let him get 

back to this bedroom back here where they were at. So- and that's when Officer 

Christ uh came up beside me or at least 1- I knew he was there without a doubt. 

what- do you remember what was said, what yall decided? 

ROBERTS: I remember telling Jimmy that I didn't have a choice, that we couldn't let him get 

back into that bedroom uh and uh he was a little bit behind me so I actually had 

him come up even with me and uh I remember saying Jimmy come up even with 

I o 
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me because his gun was here and he moved up even but he- he was gonna have to 

shoot through this pane of glass to - to get a shot. Uh and 1 just uh 1 told Jimmy 1 

said if he comes bac~ Jimmy 1 don 't have a choice, and 1 said -and I remember 

saying he's not leaving me any choice. 

ROBERTS: The only time 1 stopped giving commands is when he walked out of eyesight and 

the- the one time he did walk out which 1 didn 't know how far up and down this 

was, 1 actually uh tried to get her u to come running out with the child and that's 

when she told me I can't, he's blocking my way. So 1 can only assume he was 

standing right there some-

ROBERTS: 

Why did yall make the decision that deadly force was your only option? 

When he came back down the hallway uh after 1 told Jimmy that he wasn't leaving 

me a choice, he came and he stopped just in uh view, still had the knife but at. this 

particular time he was holding it down to his side. He turned to go back south in 

this hallway, 1 don 't know if she said something to him, I could hear her talking 

but 1-1 couldn't make out what she was talking so we were still giving him 

commands, either she said something to him or he just made up his mind but he 

turned quickly uh and started back down that hallway with that knife at his side 

and at that moment is when we made the decision that he was going to the 

bedroom. 

At that time do you believe there was any other option, which would of allowed 

you to -to get the lady and the baby out of the house without putting yourself at 

harm? 

ROBERTS: No Sir 11-1 don't believe there was any other option 

TERRY: The guy was going:~P and down the hallway a couple of times, and the last time 

before you fired was-was his uh posture or anything different, did he -did he take 

an aggressive stance as he was moving towards that bedroom, was he- and 1 

know he- you said he was moving quick-quickly but was he - did he have the knife 

out infront of him? 

I ('_ 
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ROBERTS: He did, when he - when he came and he actually turned to go southbound, and at 

that point where I thought she might of said something to him, he spun­

everything he was doing was kind of methodical uh the same speed and 

everything. When he made that turn the knife, instead of being up around his 

chest area or up around his neck, he had dropped it out from his waist and -and 

started going at a quick pace back to that bedroom, quicker than any motion he 

had ever made since I had been there. 

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

Once you turned back around, Officer Roberts- I assume he's still standing there 

with his weapon pointed at the door, you said you drew your weapon? 

Yes Sir. 

Did you see anybody in the doorway at that time? 

· Yes Sir, in the hallway I seen a uh -a large black male that uh had a I-shirt on 

and the entire front of it was covered with blood and in is right hand he had a six 

inch fillet knife uh ~tainless steal handle-I mean stainless steal blade, black 

handle uh and was holding it to his throat. 

Was he just standing there, was he saying anything? 

He did not saw a word, he was just standing there uh with what I call crazy eyes, 

he had some big ole··~yes and they were popping out of his head looking at us. 

Were you- were you giving him any kind commands? 

I-no Sir. 

Was Officer Roberts giving him any commands? 

Officer Roberts was telling him drop the knife, drop the knife, drop the _knife, I'm 

not gonna tell you again, drop the knife, over and over you know, repeated 

commands. 

When I got to the point at- when I got to the por-porch I didn't know anybody else 

was in the residence or not, Officer Roberts uh hollered Ma'am uh you need to get 

out of the house. And I heard her say I can't, and he's got me blocked in and 

I -
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CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

she's- and he said you need to find another way out so at that moment I knew that 

there was somebody else in that house. 

So you heard her voice? 

I heard her voice. 

How close would you say ya!! were from the door to where he was? 

Maybe 8 feet. 

At the point where he kept going back out of yalls sight, did you and Officer 

Roberts discuss your options, what you were going to do, what actions you were 

gonna take? 

Yes Sir we did. 

And what was that? 

· Officer Roberts turn-ed to me after - like· I say, he probably gave uh 12 or 15 
commands to drop the knife and kept ducking in and out of the room. Officer 
Roberts turned to me and said we 're gonna have to shoot him and I said yeah I 
agree, and uh and then he said uh -uh okay, when he comes back out in the 
hallway and I said okay, and he said scoot up next to me because I was about a 
half a foot behind him, my-my weapon and his weapon were kind of cockeyed like 
this a little bit. He said scoot up aside me that way uh he didn't fear of me 
shooting him or whatever could happen. You know that way our bullets are 
coming out at the same time or the same area. 

So yall made the decision that -what-what led to the decision that yall were 

gonna have to use deadly force? 
I 

Number one, uh his throat was already cut, uh he was not listening to verbal 
commands, number two uh after we realized that there was somebody in the house 
and she- she hollered that she was trapped in the house, that at any point as he 
was going back and forth, he could go back in there and finish the job, he could 
go back in there and cut her uh and !found out later-I didn't know at the time that 
there was a child in there also. So there was actually two people in there, uh that 
he could go back in there and cut her or us being in such close proximity of him, 
he could come towards us and uh he was a threat, he was a threat to us, he was a 
threat to himself and he was a threat to the lady that was in the house. 

When you-when yall were talking about formulating your plan, when you-when 
i 

you get to the porch Officer uh Roberts had told you that there was no other 
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cho,ice, he apparently -did- he- he had already had contact with the suspect at 

that time through the doorway. 

CHRIST: Uh-

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

CHRIST: 

Giving him commands I was­

Yes Sir. 

from off that? 

Yes Sir. 

And like I said, looking back do you think there was any other -you could handled 

it any other way other than deadly force? 

No Sir not-not at -not at that moment and time of what we had to work with. Uh 

if -the only thing I think about is if we would have had a taser on scene at that 

moment and time, then that could of possibly been another option for us but we 

didn't have it and in my mind with-with him going back and forth to the room, at 

any point he could of went in there and -and-and-and -and killed her uh or hid 

around the corner and -and really it was like a active shooter situation that we 
' i"1t, 

already know he's cut somebody, except its with a knife instead of a gun and if he 

had of went around that corner for more than a- a - a second or two at a time, we 

would have had to go in after him and at that point he could have been standing 

there waiting on us to ambush us or he could have been in there butchering her. 

So if we would have had a taser on scene at that moment and time, that may have 

been an option that we could of used but-but knowing that it wasn't there, we 

didn't have that option. 

,"I ~ , 

The witness statements were consistent regarding the sequence of events beginning with 
Hawkins' behavior prior to the police being called. Neomia Hawkins (grandmother of Lanuris 
Hawkins) was interviewed and explained she was at her residence along with her mother (Willie 
Jean Hawkins), granddaughter (Deandre Connor) and Lanuris Hawkins. Ms. Hawkins stated 
Hawkins was going to take a shower when he came into the kitchen and asked if someone had 
come by the residence. When Ms. Hawkins said no, Hawkins made a corrup.ent that he was 
thinking about killing himself. Ms. Hawkins said Hawkins picked up a knife and walked 
towards his bedroom. Ms. Hawkins took the knife away from him and he went and got another 
knife. This continued a couple of more times and Ms. Hawkins called 911, after she realized that 
she could not get the other knife away from Hawkins. During the struggle with Hawkins over 
one of the knives, Ms. Hawkins w~s cut on her thumb. While Ms. Hawkins was talking to the 
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911 operator, Hawkins stabbed himself in the neck. Ms. Hawkins pleaded with Hawkins to stop 
cutting himself, however he refuse.d and continued to cut himself. Ms. Hawkins remained in the 
residence after officers arrived, due_ to having her infant granddaughter inside the residence. Ms. 
Hawkins heard the officers ordering Hawkins to put the knife down several times. Ms. Hawkins 
said she heard three shots; however, did not see the shooting due to having the bedroom door 
shut. 

Willie Jean Hawkins (mother of Neomia Hawkins), said she was in her bedroom when Neomia 
Hawkins requested her help because Hawkins was trying to cut his throat. Ms. Hawkins assisted 
Neomia taking a knife away from Hawkins; however, he would just get another one. Ms. 
Hawkins saw Hawkins stab himself in the neck and when she saw blood, she went out of the 
residence to meet with the responding officers. Ms. Hawkins was not inside the residence when 
the shooting occurred, but did here the officers telling Hawkins to drop the knife before the shots 
were fired. 

The followin'g excerpts were taken from Neomia Hawkins and Willie Jean Hawkins' statements 
to the Detective Division: (the complete transcripts are contained within this file). 

HUDSON: Tech. And uh- this is going to be in reference to a shooting involving her 
grandson that occurred earlier this afternoon at that same address at 5915 
Carlisle Drive. And the incident number in this case is going to 09-126203. 
Ms. Hawkins uh- tell me what happened. 

N. HA WK.INS: Well all I know is that my grandson he was wash- he was washing and getting 
ready to take a shower and dress. And then he came in the kitchen and asked 
had anybody been-. over there. And I said no. He said ain't nothing happening 
and I said no. And I said why. He talking about because I'm_ thinking about 
killing myself. And I said for what Twild. And he said I don't know. 

N HAWKINS: And I said well why is you talking about that and he said he didn't know. So I 
followed him on in his room and he had a knife in his hand and to his- and then 
put it to his throat. And I wrestled- I took the knife out of his hand and I said 
Twild don't do that here, cause you don 't want to hurt us. I said and you don't 
want to hurt yourself. I said if you do that me and momma going to be sad. And 
then 1 got that and I took and threw it in the trash. And he went in the kitchen 
and got another dne. And I got that one out of his hand and he went the other 
direction and got another knife. 

N. HA WK.INS: I took and wrestled it. I took my hands and took it out. Well he was recognizing 
me then. But then after I got the knife out, he went and got another one. 

HUDSON: Was he saying anything-

N. HA WK.INS: And I took-

(,, 
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when you were wrestling with him? 

N. HA WK.INS: No, he just wouldn't give me the knife. And then after I realized he wasn't 
going to give meJhe knife, I called 911. And then I got- while I was on the 
phone with the 911 I got the first steak knife out of his hand. 

HUDSON: Okay. 

N. HA WK.INS: And that's when I was telling him that- I got that knife out,· but he was getting 
another one out. I said please someone hurry because I cant stop him. And he 
got another one and he was stabbing it in his neck and blood was running 
everywhere. 

HUDSON: So he was- so he had already cut himself? 

N. HAWKINS: Uh huh. 

HUDSON: Okay, when you say stabbed, was he slicing or was he sticking? 

N. HA WK.INS: He was stabbing and then he was going like this. And me and momma was 
telling him please don 't do that. 

N. HA WK.INS: He wasn't understanding. I said Twiki do you know who I am. And he kept 
pacing back and forth. And then by that time the police came and I was telling­
momma ran out there to stop the police, cause he had went down and turned 
around and she was in the yard. And then the police came up on the porch and 
he- I was in my room cause I went in my room cause he had the knife and the 
baby was in the bed. 

N. HA WK.INS: But then when he came, since the baby was in there, after I saw he wasn't 
recognizing me I pushed the door closed and I had my foot on the door and he 
was trying to get in. And an officer was saying sir take the knife away from 
your throat- put the knife down. And he said that a couple of times and he just 
wasn't understanding. And I pushed my door up- and the police was saying and 
I said I can't come out because he 's at the door. 

N. HAWKINS: And (hen the polic;e is saying come out and he said don 't let him in the room. So 
I you know I was j'µst putting my feet up there to keep them out the room. 

HUDSON: Were the officers telling you to come out or him to come out? 

N. HA WK.INS: He was telling me to come out the room. 

HUDSON: Okay. 
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N. HA WK.INS: He said go by him and I said I can't go by him because he 's right in front of the 
door. 

HUDSON: Okay. 

N. HAWKINS: And then I pushed the door up a little further. The police kept saying sir put the 
knife down. And then the next thing I know I hear gunshots and then I pushed 
the door up. 

HUDSON: Okay. Uh- was uh-Landriss was he on any kind of medication? 

N. HA WK.INS: Well that's what I'm saying he had been on, but he had been off. And he was 
doing good. That's the reason why I didn't understand what had happened. 

HUDSON: Was it- was it like psychiatric medication? 

N. HAWKINS: Yeah, that's why !was saying that the one that he was going to last- that he was 
going-

HUDSON: Where was- where was he going to be treated at? 

N. HAWKINS: To the psychiatric place out there off of- by St. Vincent Hospital. The one on 
the right. · 

N. HA WK.INS: Uh huh. And that's when I was on the phone with 911 person. 

HUDSON: And that.'s when you wrestled with him and you got your-

N. HA WK.INS: He got the-

HUDSON: finger cut? 

N. HA WK.INS: yeah he got that one. I said- I say I took the knife. I just got a little scratch. He 
kept the- the guy kept saying are you all right and I kept saying yes. 

HUDSON: On 911? 

N. HAWKINS: Uh huh. I said yes, but he gone to get another knife. And by that time he had 
cut his self and blood was running everywhere. And I was telling him he 
already start cutting on his neck, could you all please hurry up. And he said he 
had already called the police and someone would be there soon. 

HUDSON: Okay. And then uh- so he gets a second knife and that's where you get cut. 
And does he get a third or fourth knife? 

N. HA WK.INS: He got a third. 

I I 
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HUDSON: Okay. 
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N HAWKINS: And that's the one that he had when the police got there. 

HUDSON: Did he- and he still had that knife in his hand when the police got there? 

N HA WKJNS: Yeah. 

W. HAWKINS: All I know is I was sitting- was back in my room watching television and uh I 
went to get up to go in the kitchen and Peaches say, my daughter, she said-told 
me to go she said mother (Inaudible) watch (Inaudible) because he trying to get 
a knife to cut his say he's trying to cut his throat so he-apparently they had been 
-you know he had told her or something but anyway, I ran around and I got a 
butcher block in the kitchen. 

HUDSON: What was he trying to do with the knives? 

W. HAWKINS: He was trying lo- he had -doing something to his throat like that and see I don't. 
know what could- he was- what was wrong with him. 

HUDSON: Do you think he w~s trying to cut his throat? 

W. HAWKINS: I think he was. 

HUDSON: Did- when you- just for the record, you're showing your hand up to your throat, 
was he like jabbing it or slicing it? 

W. HAWKINS: Yeah he was doing that. 

HUDSON: Jabbing it-

W. HAWKINS: Yeah. 

HUDSON: so you're indicating jabbing it? 

W. HA WKJNS: He was doing it like this. 

HUDSON: Right here in the main part of his throat? 

W. HA WK.INS: Just the one time I saw him and I tried to get it away from him and he turned 
around and went back to towards his room. 

W. HAWKINS: Peaches was telling baby please don't, please don't, please don't, if you love me 
you wont do this. 

\""' 
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HUDSON: 
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Oka.y, then what happened? 

W. HAWKINS: And he laid the knife down and soon as he got a chance he would get another 
one .. 

HUDSON· But when the officers got there he still have the knife in his hand? 

W. HAWKINS: Yeah. 

HUDSON: Oka.y. 

W. HAWKINS: And they was tryi'lg to get him to put the knife down. 

The criminal. investigation file was sent to the Pulaski County Prosecuting Attorney. The results 
will be added to this file upon receipt. 

In conclusion, Neomia Hawkins stated she called 911 after she was unable to get a knife away 
from her grandson, Lanuris Hawkins. While Ms. Hawkins was talking with the 911 operator, 
Hawkins cut his throat. Ms. Hawkins mother, Willie Jean Hawkins was inside the residence and 
attempted to help Ms. Hawkins take the knife away from Lanuris. Once Lanuris cut his throat 
and Willie Jean Hawkins saw the blood she went outside the residence to meet with the 
responding officers. Ms. Hawkins stayed on the phone with the 911 operator until the officers 
arrived. Ms. Hawkins was recorded on the 911 call pleading with Hawkins to put the knife down 
up to the point that Officer Roberts is heard on the 911 recording telling Ms. Hawkins to come 
out of the resideQce. Both Neomia Hawkins and Willie Jean Hawkins stated they heard the 
officers telling Lanuris Hawkins to drop the knife numerous times before they fired their 
weapons. 

According to the officer's statements, the suspect was told repeatedly to put the knife down, but 
he did not comply with the officers commands. 

Officer Roberts and Officer Christ both acknowledged that Neomia Hawkins and a baby were 
inside the residence, but they were out of their line of fire. Officer Roberts and Officer Christ 
both observed the injuries Hawkins had inflicted on himself and saw the knife in Hawkins' hand. 
Officer Roberts had given Hawkint:_numerous commands to drop the knife, but Hawkins refused. 
Given the above facts, Officer Roberts and Officer Christ felt the lives of Neomia Hawkins and 
the baby, were in imminent danger and fired upon the suspect. Hawkins received fatal wounds to 
the upper torso. Both Officer Roberts and Officer Christ each fired two rounds. Hawkins 
refused to comply with officers orders and left the officers no other choice of action. 

It is the determination of the Internal Affairs Division that the use of Deadly Force by Officer 
Jason Roberts and Officer James Christ on Lanuris Hawkins on November 3, 2009, complied 
with all appropriate Departmental General Orders and Rules and Regulations. I recommend that 
the Officer's Use of Deadly Force be classified as "exonerated." 
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RE: Deadly Force Review 2009-4277 
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On November 3, 2009, Officer Jason Roberts and Officer James Christ responded to a 
distmbance with a weapon call at 5915 Carlyle Drive. Officers received information, via 
Communications, that a subject in the house was armed with a knife and had cut himself and 
another occupant of the residence. Upon arrival, Officer Roberts made contact with Willie Jean 
Hawkins in the front yard of the residence. Ms. Hawkins pleaded with Officer Roberts for 
assistance. Officer Roberts also noticed a second individual, Neomia Hawkins, standing in the 
doorway of the residence. 

As Officer Roberts approached the doorway, he instructed Neomia Hawkins to exit the house; 
however, she advised she could not because she had a baby in 1he house. Neomia Hawkins then 
walked away from the door to the interior of the house out of view of Officer Roberts. As she 
walked away, Officer Roberts heard Neomia Haw.kins state, "here he comes and he still has the 
knife". 

Officer Roberts took a position on the front porch and observed Lanuris Hawkins in the hallway. 
Officer Roberts noted that Lanuris Hawkins had an injury to his throat and was badly bleeding 
from the wound. Officer Roberts also noted Lanuris Hawkins was armed with a knife. Officer 
Roberts gave repeated orders to Lanuris to drop the knife. Lanuris Hawkins refused the orders, 
placed the knife against his throat and moved to the area where Neomia Hawkins had gone. 
Lanmis Hawkins then turned and walked down the hallway away from this area. It is about this 
time that Officer Christ arrived on scene and took a position along side Officer Roberts on the 
front porch. 

When Officer Roberts observed Lanuris Hawkins walk away from the area ofNeomia Hawkins, 
he told her to get out of the residence; however, she replied she could not get out of the bedroom 
and at this point, Lanuris Hawkins reappeared in the hallway still in possession of the knife. 
Neomia Hawkins advised Officer Roberts there was no other way for her to exit the residence. 

Lanuris Hawkins again moved out of sight of the officers and they began discussing their 
options, concluding they could no1 allow Lanuris Hawkins to enter the room with Neomia 
Hawkins and the baby. Lanuris Hawkins again entered the hallway in view of the officers with 
the knife to his throat and the officers repeated their order for him to drop the knife. At 'this time, 

EXHIBIT 

'f 
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Lanuris Hawkins lowered the knife from his throat and held it in front of himself and began 
walking towards the room occupied by Neomia Hawkins and the baby. Officers determined that 
Lanuris Hawkins was advancing on Neomia Hawkins, and fearing for her and the baby's safety, 
discharged their service weapons striking Lanuris Hawkins. Lanuris Hawkins fell to the area 
where Neomia Hawkins was located and out of sight of the officers. 

The officers, now joined by Officer Mark Rainey, entered the residence and observed Lanuris 
Hawkins lying at the end of the hallway. Officers Roberts assisted Neomia Hawkins and the 
baby from the residence, while Officer Christ and Officer Rainey checked the condition of 
Lanuris Hawkins. Officer Christ secured the knife and requested MEMS to enter the residence. 

On Wednesday, February 24, 2010, the Deadly Force Review Board, comprised of Captain 
Dustin Robertson (Chairman), Lieutenant James Arnold, Lieutenant Casey Clark, Sergeant 
Michael Miller, and Sergeant Heath Helton, was convened at the Little Rock Police Department 
Headquarters. Mr. Tom Carpenter, the Little Rock City Attorney, was present as ·an advisor to 
the board pursuant to General Order 303. The board met to review the following five subjects in 
relation to this incident: 

1. Avoidability of similar incidents in the future: 

The board felt the use of deadly force in this incident was unavoidable. Officer Roberts 
can be heard giving loud, clear verbal commands to the suspect to drop the knife. The 
suspect had ample opportunity to disarm himself and comply with the instruction of 
Officer Roberts. The officers discussed their options, and realizing the danger Lanuris 
Hawkins presented to Neomia Hawkins, made a rational decision. 

2. Adequacy of training: 

The board reviewed the training records of Officer Roberts and Officer Christ. Officer 
Roberts received refresher training on deadly force in August 2009, which consisted of 
one hour of instruction administered by Sergeant Steve Taylor. Officer Roberts also 
completed semi-annual firearm's qualifications. During weapon qualifications, Officer 
Roberts scored an 84% on February 20, 2009 and 92% on October 27, 2009. 

Officer Christ received refresher training on deadly force in April 2009, which consisted 
of one hom of instruction administered by Sergeant Steve Taylor. Officer Christ also 
completed semi-annual firearm's qualifications. During weapon qualifications, Officer 
Christ scored a 95% on February 9, 2009 and 94% on October 27, 2009. 

The board found that Officer Roberts and Officer Christ's training was adequate. 

3. Adherence to training: 

The board found that Officer Roberts and Officer Christ followed their training in their 
decision to employ deadly force. 
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4. Adequacy of supervision: 

The board found that the supervisors involved in this incident acted quickly to take 
charge of the situation and all necessary investigative personnel were notified. The board 
did find that a Department Use of Force Form had not been completed. The board 
concluded that overall supervision was adequate in regards to this incident. 

5. Adequacy of investigation: 

During discussion, the board found a few points of concern that warrant further review to 
avoid possible issues in future investigations of this nature. 

A. The board noted that although there was little doubt that the knife located by 
Lanuris Hawkins was the knife he had in his possession, members of the board 
believed this piece of evidence should have been processed for forensic evidence 
such as fingerprints, blood-typing, etc. There was also blood on the front door 
that was not processed for forensic evidence. 

B. There were no pictures in the file of the wound sustained by Ms. Hawkins that 
occurred prior to officers' arrival. 

C. There is no documentation of follow-up on the medication Lanuris Hawkins was 
prescribed and how long he had not been taking his medication. Additionally, 
information regarding when his last doctor's visit occurred should have been 
included. 

D. The board also noted that the Crime Scene log was not properly completed. As 
this appears to be a common issue in investigations, a recommendation is included 
at the conclusion of this memorandum. 

Overall the board found the criminal and administrative investigations adequate. The 
above points are provided for consideration in future investigations.' 

The board makes the following recommendation regarding the completion of the Crime 
Scene log: Officers on the scene of an incident assigned to maintain the Crime Scene log should 
be required to wear their traffic vest for easy identification. Persons entering the crime scene are 
required to report to the Crime Scene log keeper and sign the form with the time they entered. 
When leaving the scene, contact the keeper of the log, denote the time they are leaving and initial 
the form. Upon the release of the crime scene, the keeper of the Crime Scene log will ensure that 
all personnel that signed in has denoted their exit time and initialed. Any discrepancies should 
be addressed immediately by the log keeper, and if necessary, referred to the supervisor of the 
person not completing the process of properly logging in and/or out to ensure the log is 

completed. ~ ,+ ... {!I;?. t,(/le/ 
1 
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The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 
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The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time ·of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other incidents the supervisor deems 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 
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The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident# -"2.a:l?=-==--~------ Date 0~-zz-!¥ 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 

. officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other incidents the super-Visor deems 
necessary. 

Location: Gi\ haM P:~cK 

TypeofCrime:--t~~~~~-,~~".1"~e~~~~'-Y-T"'~-wl~t-~~~----~~-~~~~~~~ 
f")_ &oJIN } ZRJ1q 
- First Responding Officer Empl# Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# Time of-Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 
,q;'>t!' 

Emp. # _ Purpose Entry Time Exit Time 

}JZ.57 Vcb1'dt li:l put$ui{ ·-~-. Zo)o ~-,. ·2210 

im1 V th1 ik 1; ~ ·f~utt 'LD 3o Zf>!B ·-_ 

Name 
1 

{). btceA 

Z45D7 Vd,i'<\L fu ~csurt 2D}v i_'lto 

2.]Qcf.J... Vd-.Je. . '? fW5iitt 'l.o "}'(:) ?-2.t~ 
C.t 0. Jad<J':l') l 31.Y l. .Tuwitfjqfldl Z..03 5 

21<03 V(h,<v i{l 1l'--'-r~tt 2& ';u 
' ' 

1~3U,; JDv"ilif '!)'fhlMJ 

?a55 
...--

.1l/IVlitt~tJ±t->t? 

211'; 

?_It:>\ 2114. 

2.loL\ ZH=\ 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: -------
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: -------
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. # 

,,, 
,:)1l';' 

_ .. {" 

LRPD Form 5600-89 
Rev: 12109/97 
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Incident# 1.J:J~i ·-

LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Date Ol-ZZ-ll\. 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to'be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 

· officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and ·any other incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

Location: ~1\ \(t\t"\ ~llC't 

Type of Crime: ..... A ..... 7..,..,~-i<nltll::tLILl<L.l-t~'"---+-A ... :i.-:.wlLL, ,\L.Lf _________________ _ 

M. tkeA\0-l 
Emp. #\ First Responding Officer Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

L-t. Name Emp.# P~rposc Entry Time Exit Time 
~fa:)J~r -1\.\l\qtp -

__, 
2:)01 21 l!:l ,.loue~i:!~e.1 

Ch~tf t<o\Mv\ ~~\j 
7 

Zlo1 z.uy Ill ~l:t'.$1;l~:tlt.ill 

JMfth 2./,111e5 Co& 5rt,u / 
<=> 

-Zl35 

~ l~~5 G,~e )tell{ (1j5 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: --------
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: --------
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. # 

LRPD Fonn 5600-89 
Rev. · l 2/09/97 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident# p7 .... ;,i~ 57f'2 

The first responding offic~r is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
Of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time·of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be use~ for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incidents the supeniisor deems 
necessary. 

Location: le{J& ~UADto1:) 

TypeofCrime: Srtutrrt.:.., ti~ 
As~ ~1,2.g;-

~.:......:.:::0---F=irsc..;;.t.&...:R:.>..c~sp-'-on-d-in_g_o_m_,c_cr___ Emp:# 

Dft7 L €8,dM-::.....,,,_~ __ _ /19~/ 
Detective Sup~1sor In Charge Emp.# 

Time ofEntry Time of Exit 

Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

~ Name Emp.# Purpose o!r: Entry Time 
oH~.....J 11""7'€>7 -~, . a33l.e 

Exit Time 
,;i.339 

Ht:::M.s IN( Mes~&5 ..::B37 '13~ I 
' 

t-l)?E-~. ',...,re.....- J<espd~it? /33? ~'31-/ 

-· ~flt,.xJJ~ d[; '..33" "\~Ke&\Ff>)' \S-C6Q 

~~} B:J>{d,"1 ~ .. ~~ 

"'-1o~D l Q IL_~i ~,..IQ~ clrr ~.3511_ 

' ffrtQ.E, . a~ ioil ~i..JfD,;.tj dft:' ~ ..?-331 

_;Sn,, if1.r- 2:Jt.Ofs.s CJ?,;....er~e. ;J 3L/.!j_ 

~ L f".$1""@""' 'l'f'lf_ ~ 
Lf /Lit-17 18!15 Lr 

-- - I 

~ 0Ji.LlliJS- 1?'1~ ~-

5-L'°nps.i~l ~l I tlit'ff 1)61. 

Log Relinquished to: ----------------
Officer (if different than originating officer) · Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: l!!.1s~iolijtJ 'lJ: Emp. # 

l 80 

/'34c) 

.P-34~ 

d-'341 

:fJL/? 

Date & Time: -------

Date & Time: 3 ./i.f-P? r ~ ~? 

LRPD Form 5600-89 
Rev. 12109191 

Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM   Document 1   Filed 05/19/15   Page 91 of 110



Incident # ()'}"" 2 ~ 09/} 

LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Date .?· 13 '07 

The first responding offic~r is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

Location: ~~ ~$!~ · ~....,-8 
Type of Crime: ._S rt<:>Oll~ ........ /L-c &:r O c-c: ufZ-eel 

JI 6 ,-, ,fl-t -'26z«== z3b 
1 First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit 

11¥£4 
Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Name 
Dm ·· Hufi94 

Emp.# 
11"?'9· 

1"3 20/, 

/!J3~d 

~/{);_'k~d_· -"--"'./£~ .... ___ u ?£;( 

t.f c>/tp; v ~;-zb/l'-
-""'-'----=-"-7~----- ... 
fllll<JW1!7 Jl/ S-t:J_L 

;>irl,1eh 7 v .3 · 

(1£,~l&_ 
I 

{J//Ji£ 'Z ""Aa-/ J1r;-/S 
...... (J.pl=~___,('-""~~l;..c;..JB/.;;;...L..:...L.11-=b-- I ?~C 

Purpose Entry Time 
·U-z. oo,~~ 

e-~~ 00.35 .r 

~ D04S-

~~ OIJ39--

L/2..i~t;;r ~e~,;:;;- t>O~~--

U/n.lf Sc6'G t>c:>So 

(h~~ 12.t/JO 

I*~~ /)/~ 

c111J /)/~ 

(Aph~ ow 

Exit Time 

Log Relinquished to: ----------------- Date & Time: -------
Officer (if different than originating officer) ·Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: ---+-'tiz~tJ ....... /o,_· J1'---Jih1-+ 1.__,_J L}...L:fi{_=[f;-~ __ · __ _ 
Cnme Scene ~st Emp. # 

Date& Time: 

LRPD Form 5600-89 
Rev. 12/09/97 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident# ~-~~c .... o ...... '7~~------- Date Jo -

The fll"St responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other incidents the supervisor deems 
necessaiy. 

Location: 61 cl Fr:> r-'Y ...\- G n'.•.--a~ 1.1;; """'-­

Type of Crime: 
--------~------------------~ 

First ltespoliding Officer 
.:29/J(} 

Emp.# 

~85.< 
Emp.# 

04·50 
Time of Entry TimeofExit 

051/ 
Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS ENfERING SCENE: 

Name Emp.# Purpose Entry Time Es:it Time 

S~f. Mc //a~ 1 aa ?e Co Y7 k,, ; lJ.PU M/ ()'j_.5L· 

E. Te tvp,/a. I I 
Ir 

05c:J 

3 A)~L!.k.r- ;LI.la':/:. /1 r l 
(?.b (.':I 

C,f2.l'au I' re C5CJ 

5, l.ec.1.,~v d.53cn I I { ' oc;cn 
' (' . {) '/cJ4fr I r If oz::;o7 

-?.~L . G_,_,J ld: 11.vi I& <tCJ? \) D osoe 

~~'/~~~ 1115 ~' 65'1{ 

l 5 2"5 ,:)_ (_,. s' tr~l2 

Dd I Pl;tL'a_.:; b.o {~'bl" om I 

Molle t\-e._ QS~':t.~ C. S, Ds.:;i1 
LA-.. l ' 111.oti O:ul ~ !)!7 L 5:.-

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: --------
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log.Relinquis!J.ed to: Date & Time: _______ _ 

Crime Scene Specialist Emp.# 

LRPD Form 5480-28 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident# -d~6~0~f1_-______ _ 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

Location: 01 cl f:orr -.1s- 0r~ 11111"-L 

Type of Crime: _________________________ ~ 

s -~~~ding Officer Emp.# Time ofEntry rune of Exit 

Emp.# Time ofEntry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Name 

S'u I/; 11~ 

~· I ,. , . 
,..... I ~t/\ lrV ! s iM 

Emp.# 

lei I y 
IL-5to5' 

N <-/'11 
I o31r( 
II tJ!/& 
r7tff8 
q·-i \] 

13190 
t~fcw 

J(:_£.,fp·2} 

Purpose 

D. l2 
D,o, 

.\x:)I 

·p, CJ, 

l) Q, 

frt5tc.v.Jvd O(._f. 
I r 

~. II. 
c .5 

c.s, 

Entry Time Exit Time 

CJ53Z-

oe; 3s-

o 5</..L 
I 

05"</'f 
CJCJ '-I <f. 

05'':1.1. 
Cfpoc) 
OfcCJ'Z-

0(cOZ 

n(aO.~ 
0(2 l l 
D iG ll 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: --------------- --------
Officer (if different dmn originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Re~quis~ed to: _______________ Date& Time: ___ ..__ __ '"--­

Crime Scene Specialist Emp.# 

LRPD Fonn Sf80.28 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident # 01 {c'7 - Date IO·-ot.roz 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case rile. 
NOTE: This f onn is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

Emp.# Time of Entry TimeofExit 

Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Name Emp.# Purpose Entry Time Exit Time 

L Af Cl "Jeq le_y Pro5ecuJ;7j //fly Qty /3 CXoat( 

~-15e& eu711 19 ;i,5 (c, D/'· ~l~ 
L+, f( a 'f_ Ii 111s 5B!tf. -::c,ol O&d.(c 

<1..-b i e.,{ ·:gQLVC~ Ck~~ C[o~c 

Log Relinquished to: Date (fl. Time: --------
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Rell?quis!ied to: ________________ Date & Time: _____ --' __ _ 

Crime Scene Specialist Etnp. # 

l1(· 
LRPD Form S480·23 
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' 1 
I 

: 
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 

CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOGT! '' -
9aYa~ ·. 

INVESTIGATIVE 
ORIGINAL 

Incident# ~oe- 3 >'-6§" l t 4'1 : rate 0 &- \ 3 .. J..908 

The first responding officer is responsible ~itiating and maintain~g this log until the arrival 
of investigative penonnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for f.ach individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Speci~~t for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins;;"'here rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other incid+nts the supervisor deems 
necessary. : i . 

Location: f 300 

Type of Crime: S koctl: l1:j 
Sfctt-1'~ tt 

First Responding Officer 

.LY. Kt~ 
'. Detecti~rvisor in Charge 

('raaO 
Emp.# 

-isos= 
Emp.#, 

l , I 
, I 
'•I 
, I 

! ' 
i ' 

' : 
' ' 

Time of En,..· 
l i-t) Si 

Time ofEntrY : 
' I: 
: I , ~ 

TimeofExit 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Name Emp.# 

l'l1V5 
}89oo 
l\ttfq 

Purpose 

\ 'tltoJ 
(071+ 
1 ;J..q v.:J/~k ,IA'-/; ~DY 

fCJO 

Log Relinquished to: Jo~ fl fn, Vq<-ey 181 2'/ 
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

'' J: 
! ' ; . 

f· 
, I, 
·; 1. 

' i. 

l 
' ; 
, I 

' j 
, I 

\ 
: ! . 

! 

Entry Tim~ Exit Time 

/'IJlJ 

I. 

Log Relinquished to:--------------- Date &1Time:....___ ____ -'-~ 
Crime Scene Specialist Emp.# 

";J-0 
I 

' i' 
' i' 
i' 

' i 
LRPD Form S-480-28 
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·.I' 

LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMElNT i · INVESTJGATNE 
q J l/ J'iRIME SCENE CONTROL LOq I : ORIGINAL 

Incident#~- 'l5::\li llfC) IDale 8· l3·C0 
The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and mainta~i;tg this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. t~e name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded fo~J~~ch individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be retu111ed to the Crime Scene Speci~lut for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins;~here rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other inci~fnts the supervisor deems 
necessary. I 

Location: lo 00 W .. <:ap',Jo / 
TypeofCrime: Sk.oaW ~ 

. I 
: I ,. ,. ' 
' , ' ~ 

I . 

: I, 
, I 
' I. 
:- \ ;£/; ancctJ.. <.I I etzoo 

First RCSP01l<fuli 6:fficer Emp. # --Tim-e -of_EnttY_..,....,: -,-

1' I 

Detective Supervisor in Charge Emp.# 

MUSTBECOMPLETEDFORALLINDIVIDUALSE 

Name. Emp.# Purpose I ' ~ ' ' . 
: 1 · 
" 

l~dt I I: 
I; 

<J 

... A~P . I. 
' ' ; " 

tr '2.. 'P~cki~ ~, .'I: 
' I 

~~ W.tl~~y fr_~ I 
I 

I I I ·f. w ASf I 

~Jc~~\ 't~t.ei ~~ . I ' 

~Jr- ~- ~V'CJLJ~DI.-\ \b~'lS 2~ 
; I, 
'• 

;' l: 
•'' 

l:!t:~ z~r~ : I 

:. I : 
,' J r 

~lr-d~ I" 

I:. 
I 

Log Relinquished to: :fc>6~ 11->, !3rar.t.~ lit 2'L Date~~ime: 
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp.# : ! 

', f 
'I. r 

, I 
Log Relinquis~ed to: Date & YlDle: ,. ! . 

Crime Scene Specialist Emp.# ~ '!'' 
'' 

lb~ 

TimeofExit 

Entry Time E:s:itTime 

bff/J/oi' L<t1b 

LRPD Form mG-28 

Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM   Document 1   Filed 05/19/15   Page 97 of 110



; I. 
\ I. 

LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEP ARThfitNT 
q CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG!·~ INVESTIGATIVE 

J y J 5 ' I ' ORIGINAL 

Incident# 2a?6· ~ ~1'6 1 !Date_5_•_(_%_._o_-8_ 
I• 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaiJing this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. Th~ name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded forl•ch individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Spec~JIS~ for the case f"Ile. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-in~ ~here rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other incid~nts the supervisor deems 
necessary. ' I 

Location: ('3o0 W ·~Jn/ 
Type o;Crime: Skd-\ "'{J' 
;s(~ctt ~irst Respondfug Officer 

Detective Supervisor in Charge 

Emp.# 

Emp.# 

i' . I 
. I 
. i. 

I 
I. 

: I . I . 
'i I: 

Time ofEntrY 
I 

l 
' ! 

i 

Time of Entj · 
I 

TimeofExit 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS E~RING SCENE: 
I'• 

! ' 
Name . ~f~ Purpose 1. Entry Time 

?ul«»~k.. Co ~. (Mi le, ____ .-;--! . 

Exit Time 

Sg± D, 1Jl)~1 /8~o1 l 
r7' I , 
ofc.. lSce..d-es,...! /Sol,C 1 

Log Relinquished to: J() 1.. lb. ~r4 'tY f 3t 7y 
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

I. 
i ' 
' 
I : 
I: 

. I .. 
i 
' ! 

' ' 

I . 
. l . 

l . 

i 
' ' 

Log Relinqui8!1ed to: ________________ :Pate l(l.(l'ke:....-._____._-"-'-_._--....._......._ 

Crime Scene Specialist . i: 
' ' i' 
I. 

I 

' 
LRPD Fomt S-480-28 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

f NVEST/GATIVE 
ORIGINAL 

Incident# ()$.., 8"'139...f Date 07- 1L -oY 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry Time of Exit 

7r..V 
Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Name 

l~v€. /Jfr- t4-B !5-4-

r:J 1 Qw40 . 
~-~t-L~ 

Emp.# Purpose 

/Jt-15 

-~2--~b__ Z ______ --- . !!:!? p 

~z7?5 ~o 

JJ7 )._,-2. d. 14 
L'i J..rf. L JJo 

L'iifZ2 )!. Q. . 
LJ 2-~ 7 

' d>o 

' 
L ¥•!ft,. ..l>·b 

Entry Time 

iiJ'f? 

112,f',) 

/{)t/ ').___ 

' 
/cJ&? 

Exit Time 

/IJ ::; 

ij!Z-

I 11 z.._ 

/fl "2-

1 z._2- -z._ 

iµ;l 
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: -------

Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: Date &. Time: 
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. # 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

1NVESTIGATNE 
ORIGINAL 

incident# 1)8- (f-Ot:j"j Date di,& JJ,c;f 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
cif investigati\'e personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incidents the supervisor deems 
necessary. 

First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Name Emp.#. 

13¥1, 

!7F7-L-
' 
13/fe b 

Mw cAd<-- 3 02- t-- i' -- - - - . ·- - ,,_ 

&f,BfiJ £:Tf . :j 6 2-7 Jo 

~YA"'7ov}I 
JI. I(, 6m1ZA- 71'?'5 

bf. J<, l-4:i ti<k b .s 
I 7 

l<r67'}~ 

Purpose 

&SSL>-. 

Entry Time 

_Jj42 

/ltJ 'J 

}/'D'Z-

Exit Time 

JU-Z. 

/2-'r'°/ 

j) '$3 

/£: (_;.,· i 7~u"<' _ _,.,j)-.L.Ji O..,_,,~----
Log R•linqu;~ed::; • ~ 1 

1,105- , j:Z. 6.$-

Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: -----------------
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. Ii 

~ 

Date & Time: --------

Date & Time: --------
LRPD Fonn 5600-89 

Rev. 12/09/97 
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,. . .· , LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRJME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

INVESTIGATIVE 
ORIGINAL 

Incident# !2£- :!!?,!} '?<3 Date_..&.12'-'7.'-'-'.J./:....;~~·:....:a~?" ___ _ 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other "incidents the supen1 isor deems 

necessary. 

Location: ~ (§:.,' tfe-rrr 

TypeofCrime: ,~~a.J._,/ '),U-6vt- tk&k~ 

First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED" FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

Name Emp.# Purpose Entry Time Exit Time 

4,~ £1.f..~}-- C s:·s-v--

fl, ,J/o;/ m.rJ,ry 1&of C.-:5f ~ 

CA;t /2 azlkt-P 07- t_t/1_ ~ '2 
:> 

~i &-~ le;,~.5 11-/f/r 2 4fe ~* 
l;,,k:_ if ~,,_;~ lJ'ld. 

... -· ~ ·_:· ~1,;Jf{!JJ, k: -- L if_tJ. c; 7_ c.,5 s v---
' 

,110'"7 l!YZ · 

}/tJ 2 /133 

(.(_~)I~--. -- . 

/J ll.> 

~f.~d~ /J7b'3 J)(;2 L/I~ 

~I. J><t£L LZ'/._&Y ~ 
/ 

~~ /._1_'.1 'L 2.-- >11?=>.;I: ' 

LP6'¥' t. J J./ 8" 

//t'b JJ I/?' • 

daJ~lf£ fto.Jf..'2 
. l 

c..;?f(A 

et'l'1 ~I 'iry'Vfrh- 11 r1.s 
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: -------

Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished co: Date & Time: 
Crime Scene Specialist Emp.# 

:ID 
-------
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:r 
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT I : 

CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG : 1, 
INVESTIGATIVE 

ORIGINAL 
' I 

Incident# 
~~------~~~~ 

, I 

Datei· d,'i- h-1.Wl 
i, '" 

: ! 
' ' 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaillji~g this log until the arrival 
Of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. T'1~'name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for\~ch individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialis~~for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins ~here rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incid~~ts the supervisor deems 
necessary. i \' · 

Location: 't l) µ_ b~~ (wv{'~ Mw.ie-) i i ! 
--~~----~------~----~~----------------·~ . ._,_~----~------~~ 

I I' , I. 

Type of Crime: _,Q(ft::...L:-"--".cLv"---~W1*""""""""""'-v.J ___ Sl.tai_;;...:.h_~-.1--------!\4i_. --------
' ' 

603l l ! 
Emp.# Time ofEntry i j ' Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# 

' ! 
' i" 

Time of Entry '., i 
i I 
!1 I 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 
'! 

' I 
I 

s~~-
1'5lame Ernp.# . !R.,rpose ! ! ' Entry Time 

. 14!-k. 'Vi~cav ;qS)"o ., :. i: i::JlXll 

J!.oifL Jl6'l) 

jJ ! . 

e~-M<~ 19111 e~Jlj 
~ ' ! ; 

DOo/ I• f 
r· .: : 

~ ~ /-Se'l,, l<R.~--- ~p.~~''Yj :: I Do-:31 -'"'jfl<;J Yv'Dr- ;nof_2 I· I 
(Yl~LbA-lA.D G.<i'US- ~toot>1Jtj !· l 0031 : 1·; 
K l.r-\bc>U>P, BA-f21:-f }.._, 7ttx) ~f>?o~.b \Nfr" 

I i' ro3l I 1 '' 
; I. 

t~ ~ M,E:LL05 I j 

bo3-7 \· l 1 

; I 

S- klM-l µ["~ 
; I, 
: I 00)7 

c. --Jo~~ ~ 
: i 
:I; Do?n I 
J { -

f\)(}.JI~ (LQQve~ ~ : I, 
0037 

~ 
;, I 

'°Jaclc.&M LJ2.Ff> 
1"1 
I l 60lt.o 
' ! 

~~ UZ.F"b 
! i 
1':' <)Ol(o ! 1 

~t'.VYveM LIZ.~ 
i I 

a>4.o LI , 
' I. 

I I 

Datc,k. Time: 

Exit Time 

OOS"o 

COS"o 

Officer (if different than originating officer) 
i I i --------------
1 ! 

Log Relinquished to: --------------------------
Emp.# 

Log Relinquished to: ---={)_'--· -~~~=~-u..J.~'---------------'' 5=-s:c....-c....;;..:::>---"2.-
Crimc Scene Spcclaiist Emp. # 

\~ 

: I -

DatJ'&.Time: 
r ! . 
j,;' 

1 ! 
: I. 
I 

"-11 . ., « /0~1w 
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I ' 
i i 

LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMEN~ !
1

' · 

CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG l , · 
! ' 

INVESTIGATI' . •:; 
ORIGINAL . ·-. 

Incident# 
~--------

Date."-) . .._i ---------,. 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintain.i~g this log until the arrival 
. I. 

of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. Tpf''name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for:$ch individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Speci~l~~~if or the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins *i~ere rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·inci~~~~ the supervisor deems 
necessary. :·I · 

: ~ ' .. 
Location: 

~------------------------'~!---------~ 
I 

TypeofCrime: _____ ~-------------.-· ~~:--------~ 
. I 
: l 

First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry !. L ~ Time of Exit 
' I , 

I . 

: ! ; 
Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry , / · 

. i : 
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

···1 :· 

l vtle:J Naine lJ'sU . C,,n~ Pu~~~ 1;,w, ;!''. E'g'C)~e Exit Time 

"=± fidl? ,, : I :. ~ lSCo1'5 ~fe>WKA-~ '. i ·: oo;x_, OZ-l 1 · 
t-o-o;z.... ..,.J,. :1· Se/ . J i,w. ~ "'-S \2e Gy>o ~ ! 0 \ Lt L.{ 

i~ t-. -r~wv : I ,. ---
' j ~ 

':I" 
I . ----

be* . ~~ . (,~{,\. !: l : 
---.:Y....l,d.------- -------------~~~' ----
D~ . '~<.J\.es • i 
GWJ -n,.,-0w..M ..,,~~ l4!i0nwl£~ ', i , o to~ 

--~...J.-'~=..;.;-0------;~1 

1.AYlCP3 -----------:,...!..'': OlO"l 

l hfW ______ ---'".'.I · _o_i_t_, _ 
'.· 1 

_S_c_IA_ll_u._b-V _______ l0mfe ~ ~f'· 

-r.~ 
' i•· 
·I·. 

' I. 

0\4~ 

OU'-1 

t)(ZO 

c.>i .. t I 

Log Relinquished to: ----------------- Da~cl& Time: --------
"I·!' Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: ..0..tv1 1,, &;e1 I~?-
Crime Scene Spe ialist Emp. # 

n· 
• I., 

Daiei& Time: ,: I, 
·: i ! 

I.: 
:' 1 .: 

-i ~ ' 

°' -i-i c.. 0 ~I c>"f'l. . 
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. I, 

LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT j.· 
CRJME SCENE CONTROL LOG · J . 

I 
• j 

INVESTIGATIVE 
ORIGINAL 

Date:! 
,...;...----~----

l" 

i. 
The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintainl~*g this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. T~~- name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of e.rit must be recorded for 1~ach individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialislt'for the case file. 

. I·, 

NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
I··. 

officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incid~pts the supervisor deems 
necessary. · i: 

I 

First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry ~- l : Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# 

I• 
• l·' 
. I 

i 

i 
, I 

tle1Mai.d-e Pi lo.. v 1vh...,.. ! · ----------- ---------------~ -----
fferv..J.Ae., 'Si IM\. Vi '-h fNI. ! 

! . 

-~....;.....:.:;t"'-""'k.::.;:;..{ji.=..:t'.l..'---~-IF..;;...O{:)_w--'--- ---- -'-\h.....:;<c,..._h"-"-cJJ.'---------": 
'l 

l-e&:v fw (,._ "'- tN"' f- V i ch 1M i 

_P~___,-+-_B_la._c_k. _________ V_\t-_h_·IM ______ . .,..,.J . ___ _ 

'1 ', 

Exit Time 

Ol'B3 

O<. Ii.· 

DZ..t z... 

Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 
Date& Time: ; 1: --------Log Relinquished to: -----------------

Log Relinquished to: Q... M 1J IV··~ · 
Crime Scene Special t 

t55'S1-
Emp.# 

' I ! . 
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I' 
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT I 

CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG . 
' I 
l 

fNVESTJGAr 
ORIGINA 

Date.__._I ·---------
,\ 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintai~yg this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. TI:iF·:name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for:~~~h individual -entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Speci~li~t:1or the case file. 
NOTE: _This form is t~ be used for homi.cides, suicides, brea~~in~ ,~ere rape was _committed, 
officer mvolved shootings, bank robberies, and any other mcidents the supervisor deems 

l . 
necessary. i 

I 
i' 

• ' I Location: · I · 

Type of Crime: -----~-------------'-'I' ________ _ 
i' '1 ' 
I 

First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry • j ' Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# 

I:·. 
Time of Entry , · j • 

. I 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS ENTif~NG SCENE: 

~ame Emp. # . . Purpose ·: 1· ·: Entry Time 
~ · 0~2 . Vic.ti""' ., __ _ 

_1'2.o_6e.r_t-__ ~ _ ___;;__z.. ___ ---- _\J_ic._t:-1_' "" _______ :: 1 · ----
! 

_l-t>.v-'--~o~ltl __ L,_tA.t_-_le_s ____ -------~-l~c~_·w..--'--_____ ___;_;.j· ___ _ 
' ( . 

-~----Satl="'-="-...__ ___ ---- _V_i_d-i_'M _____ ___,._': I "----
t --c l •I _0-J_,___· __ ~___.__e. ____ ----________ ___._' 1----

1' 

_--s-_. _c._. _w_v.._'_,_re____ _ ____ Ho_~ __ ~ __ h_e_f_, ___ ·; t , _o_i_a-=-1 __ 
i 

LtM.t.c,k ~ \ 01<i,L{ _Ho_uw_c.i_'ek ____ ---'-. I " _o_t_J_J __ 
i, 

~. h1A1t-l-tok1A P,A. i:: Dtoz. --------------i 
Bv~h, A \ li~'{IJ -r. A. '' · bl'3lt 

V"Z(, --~~----~--'-1·1 
i ! .--

1Sev t\M' ~ l c(J(JS _-r_,,_A_·-----~·· I , o l 3lP 
'i" 

IL 1~5 .1., 
_....,._,-. -~--....... ~----- __ ,_v.>_ ----------" ! :; ----

,; 

~l,,.-={j-=~+:;.~,,;------ ____ P_.JI\_., ____ ___.'; :, Dll.lS 
i '. 

Exit Time 
o-iu1 

oio1 

o~ 

OZ.-11 

Log Relinquished to: ----------------- Da~~Time: --------
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: ~9.L-l--_\:;...~~=.:t~::+---------=-\ ~--=J'--·?-__ _ 
Crime Scene Sp~cialist Emp. # 

11. 

':. 
i ·. 

Oat~ ~ Tim_e: 

: I 
(" 

J; 
. I.,. 

'\.1 ·1-~I O'-fl ... 0 
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le••-"""' I l~l"\f 1 . 

ORIGINAL 
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 

CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

i 
Incident# 

----~~~-- Date-+-i ~---------
' I , 

: : ' 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaini~g this log until the arrival 
of investigati'\'e personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. Th~; name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for' ~ach individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Special~~.for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins ~tiere rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other ·incide~ls the supervisor deems 
necessary. I·' 

I 
j 

Location: ··· I -----------------: _______ ......._ ________ ~ 
I 

TypeofCrime: _____ ~---------------:~i---------~ 
I' ! . 

, I'· 

First Responding Officer Emp.# T. fE 'I 1me o ntry . 
1 

''. Time of Exit 

· Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry : j · 
I' 
! 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

l · #.A.a(Q.v 

I 

'. 
Emp.# 

\S°(oq"?1 
Purpose i: EoV"Jlime 

----------

~lip Do"Jt 

L-bor.Atk O-zo4 

Cv i IAAC <;c..e~ 0£.<l'i? 

Lvi'Mt SceMt U L-1-l 
I 
I 

v:c.(-iw.. ! 
I 
I c Y'l-w.t ~c..e 11\l Sei<,Wi~\ . (Yl-lS' 

I 
I 

----- ----------~i l 

Exit Time 

Log Relinquished to: ----------------- Date 4 Time: ,. --------
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # 

Log Relinquished to: _(l_\\l\_'l..._1._..__.--i.:l,.,c...~-------t-~ __ -:)..-__ _ 
Crime Scene SpefCialiSt Emp. # 

\13, 

' i 
Date4 Time: 

\ 
i 
I 
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\!O\\ 

11\;v, 
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT ot:;s11GA 

CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG '"1G11i/Jf'vt: 

Incident# 2fXlt, /J57 IP /23l Z Date_Of_· 2_3_·_01 ______ _ 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arriYal 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and a\ny other "incidents the supenrisor deems 
necessary. ; . 

Location: Hf>kt ~ {ios21 w, HarkJnm) 

First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

J< . Name Emp.#. 

NW ~l 
Entry Time ~Ybf3e 

I JOll~ 23.31. 
D. f)e.r-nc~ 2q3a2 NvJ ~~\ 2&31 {2i nlJ_ 

e. H ; J ~lrnan 2t/8(D(a r~w f<kh12l 2..53/ OlOO· 
,,,.J ... 

S. \-\owcu--d 23735' blvJ Pn+to J 2331 Ol IJ{;J . 

M. IJo~d 23Js2.. NW Vll+YDi 233/ 0/00 

c. Scott I ']441 f\)\A) ~:b:cl 233l 0109 

t.Qin~@old IC/3?3 '3\ \) 233\ 014-o 
Gil~+ ll 122 N.V ~ho! ('fYJ5 0/4{) 

Wlt-+san 10259 t>(o CQ3D 

f,. Mor-Hr\ \),o 0030 
C. vo.n :Pel+ )), {) DQ.30 

w ( BQb!l~ J Z5las C:~ j),o 0030 Ol3o 
L- GG1tl 26/l)f) 01,21,m /CXY1.o Log Relinquished to: Date& Time: 

Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp.# I 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: 
Crime Scene Specialist . Einp. # 

\VJ\ 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT l/\lvc:s.,.. 
r- 1/GA 

CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG '-'F?IGttv4[JV~ 
Incident# zm-&tz 0 Date._O_I__::' 2_;3:__1 

w;;;...::· ;__tPl.;....._i. __ 

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
Of investigative personnel or d.irected by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other -incidents the supervisor deems 

::::· Malt l ~ C10~21 w, ),t),r/d1am) 
Type of Crime: Wah-led Suhj {CiB::l:: I YI nil ved shoohng) 

First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

· Name Emp.# Purpose Entry Time 
Uch-H ZBll.e'> . C ti mP. 'd__e_ne I~ C:Q10 

g0Wllt1 -4515 (' \,\,~,e.. D<:As 

(2,. kin~ Js'7rY/ L\- Sit? Do1-s-

\-\ '10 8"' n;, I l-iZD w,u. ooso 

Spt1<j\)4 ti?12q Cup± Sit> 60~ 

I]. :Sobn'SOn I l"l8'J S~D (;o;;'() 

~u.\1°1van ID'711 l).O CDs_'7 
Hou.rot- l-'14'72. -r.A ()()SS 

Tim ple. 11 IQS ('a\& ~w roS8 
°Phil Ii ~s 15'2.l-io t).o 0/0I 

c:;, fY\ \QQ n 1~14'1~ D·O DJD3 

f2 QX-\-hl g \ ri {g~~ r.j)( D/03 

Log Relinquished to: Date& Time: 
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp.# 

Log Relinquished to: Date& Time: 

~ 
Crime Scene Specialist Emp.# 

\~'\; 

Exit Time 

0100 

Oloo 

()/()0 

()'/8 
(Y2S 
OZ.00 

0143 
Of OD 
0200 
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG 

Incident # }/)()q, B S!J (Q Date 0 I· 23' 2.ro<J 
The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival 
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number, 
purpose of entry, time of entry, and· time of exit must be recorded for each individual entering the 
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specialist for the case file. 
NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed, 
officer involved shootings, ba.nk robberies, and any other ·incidents the supervisor deems 

::::· Ho-kl~ {I05z1 W Harhltani) 
Type of Crime: fVar1J-ed SU.";·. {Offer: tmd f/ <d .Jhool-ing 

First Responding Officer Emp.# Time of Entry Time of Exit 

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp.# Time of Entry 

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDMDUALS ENTERING SCENE: 

e Name EmM f'hl:J ~&1.Ybl zg~:;; ExitT~ .-ru-rnlr 2fJ "' Z'B 
(). 12 t\ v .+-sc1 l l'5"l1 51D 233/ Oll8 

C- '21>.y lnz,l}tl D,o ()l'l~ 0135 

·s C.ll q> oclu: NA ~ ifil_Y 0135 (21 i3 
Z5CQ 1 ~ t'1 ~I? sfU>e {;()~ tv\bH~tl~ 

~~ 'f.l t \\W'\. . ?JDU4'1 en' me Sllhl< 003() ()3/S-

Dl\i\S i931lf /J(J55 DISD 

s.111oma~ it Be c}"\·, e.~ 0030 0015' 

·-r \.-\o.s~ ~ ~Sf.P11 crru 014) 

Les\\~r l 10\.l\q D.o ())20 OtJJS 

!\,\ (Qrf \'JSs-2- Ql50 ()23/) 

Log Relinquished to: Date& Time: 
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp.# 

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: 
Crime Scene Specialist \.JJ Emp.# 

Qo\l 
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··~ 

( , __ 

{ 

LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 
700 WEST MARKHAM 

Stuart Thomas 
Chief of Police 

LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72201-1329 
(501)-371-4605 

Fax (501)-371-4892 

Mr. Demetrius Curtis 
1101 S. Woodrow 
Little Rock, AR 72204 

Dear Mr. Curtis: 

November 17, 2008 

RE: Citizen Complaint #08-4014 

This letter is in response to the complaint you filed against officers of this Department on April 11, 2008. 
In accordance with the policies of the Little Rock Police Department, a thorough investigation has been 
conducted into the facts surrounding this matter. The involved officers' immediate supervisors and 

· command officers have evaluated this incident and determined that there was insufficient evidence to 
prove or disprove your allegations. 

If you wish to request a review of this decision by the Little Rock Civil Service Commission, you must do 
so in writing and submit the request to the Director of Human Resources, 500 West Markham, Suite 
130W, Little Rock, Arkansas 72201-1428. The request for review must be signed by the complaining 
party, or the party's legal guardian or representative, and shall contain the complaining party's name, 
address and telephone number. The request for review must be received by the Human Resources 
Director within fifteen ( 15) calendar days from the date you receive this certified letter. If you have any 
questions, you may contact the Human Resources Department at 371-4590. 

We appreciate your willingness to bring this matter to our attention and hope that any future contacts you 
may have with the Little Rock Police Department will be of a more pleasant nature. 

ST:dm 

cc: 

Sincerely, 

Stuart Thomas 
Chief of Police 

Captain Dustin Robertson 
Lieutenant Lyn Forester 
Sergeant Jerold Mc Vay 
Officer Erik Temple EXHIBIT 
Officer Christopher Johannes 
File 

LRPD is Jntematio11ally Accredited by the Commission 011 Accreditatio11JO!La1v Enforcement Agencies 
The Little Rock Police Department is an equal opportunity employer 

II 
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