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

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT '

EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS g o
EA!TH NB; RIS

NIKITA HAWKINS, as Personal Representative
of the Estate of LANDRIS HAWKINS, deceased, JAME
By:
Plaintiff,
V. Case No. 4.'/5'4-V,98/*65/)’7

JAMES CHRIST and JASON ROBERTS, *** JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
STUART THOMAS, in his individual and official
capacities and the CITY OF LITTLE ROCK,

a municipality,

]

Defendants. This Cyse assigiwt . mm-\t/vfm CM—J
and toyMagistrate Juuye AZ 42_0, /7

COMPLAINT

e N N N N N N N Nt e e e’

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 (8" 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 is 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 Il
Persons) was in effect, and it instructed police officers on handling mentally ill persons, as

follows:

e Avoid 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.

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

e 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 turn 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 turn 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.

10
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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

11
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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.  Asreflected 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.  Asreflected 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

“E11” on the CSSU Overhead Diagram, which attached as Exhibit 4.

12
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68.  The knife identified as “E11” 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:

13
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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.  CHRIST’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.

14
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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 adiscovery 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;

15
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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 in 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.
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105. On December 22, 2009, after several weeks of review 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 1A 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. 1A investigators listened to MVR audio from the Hawkins 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 in 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” 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.

! 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;

) 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

1) 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.  OnlJune 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. Inhis 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, Chief D.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 crime 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, Chief D.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 ROBERTS 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;

) 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;

€) 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 ROBERTS 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;

1) 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;

0) 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;

I) 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;

zZ) 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;
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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 of loss, 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
omission;

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);
) File #07-[no incident number identified] (DOL: 10/30/07);
d) File #07-28597;
€) File #08-93435;
f) 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;

2) 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;

1) 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

1 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 dutsl, 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 determined 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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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-
29730.

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 on 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] again 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 “[tJhis 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 mics 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 turn, encourages officers to tamper with, or turn 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 P in 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.

237. 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

2

[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 L.

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 11
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 (Monell)

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
I1.

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;

€) 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;

i) 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 of law.

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 111
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 II1.

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
of loss of life.

274,  PLAINTIFF brings Count IV pursuant to Ark. Code. Ann. § 16-62-101(a)(1)
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.

50



Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM Document 1 Filed 05/19/15 Page 51 of 110

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.

Respectfully submitted,

~

Michael J. Lo

E. Dist. Ararisas Bar No. 6278834

One of the Attorneys for PLAINTIFF
Walkup, Melodia, Kelly & Schoenberger
650 California Street, 26 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 05/21/14 Page 1 of 1

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

WESTERN DIVISION
NIKITA HAWKINS PLAINTIFF
\Z 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.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

EXHIBIT

PENGAD 800-631-6089
o
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF PULASKI COUNTY, ARKANSAS
PROBATE DIVISION

IN THE MATTER OF THE ESTATE OF 6ﬁ EJ PROBATE NO.

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 formally

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.

2. 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.
Entered this date: // Za‘u 5— 2012
/ Z M [ —— o\
/JUDGE’ '
Nikita Hawkins

27 S. Meadowecliff Drive
Little Rock, AR 72209 EXHIBIT
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

Incident # ZT00C ) ~ \2—@2C3

Date_ /[ -0R-d00%

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: S‘] 15 CARLKLE

Type of Crime:
Ao RORERTS 1§98
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 o< ;g;n‘ . # Purpose Entry Time Exit Time
MARK RAZAEX QNP
A Emer sor ok LRFN ”
S, GAMEL AYRY LREA ORIy
- N, 'VE
R Sowsor NENS :
T. HewsSony LRFN
_KauhepbateR  j4g We 1534
S, RAw» S3b W33
T Hu\Sor \&acy /44 S5
N Papks (529C 1444
Ly, Kowe €55 Dot Yisor J ke
LT MAXeEU ) Ly
Log Rélinquished to: Date & Time:
‘ Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. #
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. #
EXHIBIT LRPD Form 5600-89

PENGAD 800-831-0988

Rev. 12/09/97
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

Incident # ZQOC’\"12-G' 203 Date /| -0 ek

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 shootmgs, bank robberies, and any other incidents the supervisor deems
necessary. :

Location: 5"*} 15 CARLME

Type of Crime:
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
/
Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry o ’?/GN 77'/
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE: AL
T ]) Name Emp, # Pur.pose : El})t{\yq’l(‘{me Exit Time
Slé/;mlé [SAXUEN 144 4
L7 LR 6108
_CBo v Rennex DS ICUL G
SAT. Bwaigy [4358
Clinve e RAY oSN Juuq
. SW20 AL ouo 1o
St 26065 CS 158 '
Frusin) Y51 on (455 152
5t C Philies w\et \SoS
5 ?mL?L( Seon  Z\HET \ 539
. Poge \27 8+ 455
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 # 200N~ 126 (C3 Date ﬂ -C%- Lo

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 shootmgs, bank robberies, and any other incidents the supervisor deems
necessary.

Location: ‘301\3 QC\(\\.'I |(‘L

Type of Crime:
Jdocen Cobe s L&1a8 |
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:
LT &Tmems 512!2[)1? Purpose Entg’ Time Exit Time
gt Meore {H1 1515
LY Dacis 156493 (515 15%
Mo\r\/\ Halier 153
om Qg(?e:v\ﬂiv : L1520\ DY¢
Se T%f__f‘\kxic\ 13662 1532 1944
Mour e t {44 T2 e 1532 (549
Biogans RNae OR/QW 1552—/ | 544
%'u»w'os@r\ ' ]"("{q 19 34
(‘(‘]M‘{'\L;’ 10 5 36
Hobb s 164 \% 36
) et N W \’&\S\‘\e i Cevonst \SHH
Log Relinguished 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 # 20y A - 1262¢3 ‘ Date ( 1 -03 -CH

The first responding officer is responsible for i itiating 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: 15 CQI\\,; Le

Type of Crime:
Neoon Yoberts | 2\as
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. # Purpose Eniry Time Exit Time
- ShareM e A2 36 ¢S _ \ 360
Boitle+4 2282 Cs 1550
Medianne Sebedliend  — Res DML OCce 1609 Y23
Yonen MAckey Yo Ah Oice lpoa 1627
B S P 78 _ Rres M- Cce poa 123
D TFelbert Gl \e 12
LeGine gojj \ A5 \L16
ST,
ORIG //vg;q/q[/l/,g
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. #
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:

Crime Scene Specialist Emp. #

LRPD Form 3600-89
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 1
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 1 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. 1 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.
%pre fully,
ark Rai

EXHIBIT

PENGAD 800-631-0000



Arkansas Democrat-Gazette Archive

1of 3

Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM Document 1 Filed 05/19/15 Page 60 of 110

y
MM ~ '

ArkansasOnline

Home News  Obituaries Business Entertainment Sports Photos  Videos Features Events Classifieds

Daly Deat

Archive Search Result

Police shoot, kill knife-wielder

Date: November 4, 2009
Author: NOEL E. QOMAN ARKANSAS DEMOCRAT-GAZETTE
Publication: Arkansas Democrat-Gazette (Little Rock, AR) Page: 11

Section: Arkansas

A man with a history of mental problems used a knife to threaten family members before he was shot dead
Tuesday aftermoon by two Uittke Rock police oficers responding to a famiy disturbance at a southwest Little
Rock home, police said.

Police identified the dead man as 28-year-old Landns Hawkins, who lived at the reskience.

Hawkins' grandmother, who sumimoned police to the home, tokd officers when they amved that Hawkins
refused to allow her to leave, She also suffered minor cuts from Hawkins' knife, descnibed as a kitchen knife
with a 6-inch blade, saidt Lt. Terty Hastings, a police spokesman

A family fnend described Hawkins as a quiet man who often kapt to limsalf but ignored family pleas to seek
oounseling.

Adrian Shack, who has known the family about two years, said he never expected the kind of occurrence that
unfolded about 2:30 p.m. at the single-story home on Carlyle Drive, part of a2 leafy neighborhood just off
bustiing Geyer Springs Road

*1 never heard of any physical altercations between the family,” Shack said.

Shack had spent the moming outside the residence working on the family’s car. Nothing seemad amiss then,
he said.

He said he left at 1;50 p.m. to take Hawkins' mother, Nikita Hawkins, to work and get something to eat Upon
his retumn, the home was cordoned off with yellow crime-scene tape and police cars lined the nearby stretch of
Geyer Springs Road.

"I am hornbty sad about it,” Shack said

Both officers fired thelr guns dunng the confrontabon at the home's front door, Hastings said. Moments earlier,
the officers had ordered Hawkins to drop the knife, but he made a threatening move toward his grandmother,
Hastings said.

Hawkins "wouid not let the officers in or the {grandmaother] out,” Hastings sad. “She was trying to get out.”
Afer Hawkins was shot, "he retreated back Into the residence and collapsed,” Hastings said.

The grandmother was treated for her injunes before being taken away to make a statement, A police chaplain
accompansed her, Hastings said.

The grandmother, "as you can imagine, is shook up,™ he said. "This has been a stressful day. It has been
gaing on for some time,”

The officers will be placed on leave with pay and undergo counseling, Hastings said He didn't identify the
officers. The case is subject to cnminal- and internal-affairs investigations.

Police have had a few encounters with Hawkins. He was arrested and charged with a variety of drug-related
offenses in 2001, indluding two counts of drug possession, possession of drugs with intent to sell, possession
of drug paraphemaiia and selling drugs near a "certain facility,” ikely a school, Hastings said.

A check of online court records shows that the charges were later expunged. Often, first-time offenders can
have their charges expunged if they compiete court-ordered programs that include counseling and drug
testing, and remain out of trouble

Caption: Ark D rat te/STEVE KEESEE Little Rock police and crime scene
Inmﬁglton stardd outside 5915 Cartyle Drive, where two police officers shot and killed a man
wielding a knife inside the front docrway of the house Tuesday afternoon.
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Little Rock police are investigating on an officer involved
shooting that left one man dead Tuesday afternoon Police tell
FOX16 it started after Landns Hawkins, 28, used a kitchen knife
with a six inch blade to cut himseif then his grandmother at their
house on Carlisie Drive just off of Gayer Springs in southwest
Litle Rock Hawkins' grandmoather calied 911

Police tell us when officers arrived, Hawkins wouldn't let his
grandmother out of the house and made a threatening move
That's when police say two officars fired shots from the front
door and kifled him.

"He has a mental problem, but | thought he was getting a little better | was just over there talking to him and just went
back to work," says the victm's mother, Nikuta Hawluns

When asked if there have ever been problems like this before with Hawkins, his mother rephed, “He don't bother
nobody He 1s in the house by himself with my mama and doing nathing."

Both officers are on paid administrative leave pending the outcome of the investigation, which i1s standard Their names
aren't being released

" don't like . They didn't have to [kil him),” says Hawkins “They could've shot him anywhere else, they could've did it
in the leg They didn't have to do that, they didn't have to kill hm "

Hawkins 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 injuries at the scene

Police tell us Hawkins was arrestad in 2001 for drug possession

Poiice say Hawkins lived in the home with his grandmother and
has a history of mental iliness. "We don't know what set this
individual off Apparently he has a long history of mental
problems and they've been trying to get him help for some
tme,” Lt Terry Hastings with the Liitle Rock Police Department
said
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LR police shoot 2 in one day

Date: November 5, 2009
Author: JACOB QUINN SANDERS ARKANSAS DEMOCRAT-GAZETTE
Publication: Arkansas Democrat-Gazette (Little Rock, AR) Page: 9

Section: Arkansas

During a drug raid just after 10:30 p.m. Tuesday, Little Rock police shot thelr second suspect of the day about
eight hours after kiliing a mentalty unstable man who was cutting himself and family members with a knife.
Spedal Weapons and Tactics team officers served a drug warrant in west Little Rock on Unit B of a duplex at
5001 Tanya Drive about 10 40 p m. Inside, SWAT officers saw a bedroom at the end of a hallway. Police said
officers Richard Glascock, James Wheeler and Joe Hill waiked into the bedroom.

Glascock saw a man uding in a closet and ordered him to step out, police said,

The man walked out of the closet carrying a handgun, police said. Glascock, whase 1Bth anniversary with the
department is in two weeks, fired two shots from his city-issued FN P90 submachine gun, polios said, hitting
the man in the chest and an arm.

Police Identif ied the man as Shawn Burton, 24, who kves in the duplex. On Wednesday, Burton was in stable
condition at Baptist Health Medical Center in Little Rock. Police spokesman Lt. Terry Hastings said Burton's
wounds are not considered life-threatening.

"We found about a halfpound of marijuana in the residence as well as some scakes,” Hastings said. "I'm sure
we'll get him charged with a few things when he is released from the hospital.”

Hours earller and six miles southeast, just south of Inter- state 30, two Little Rock police officers found a knife-
wielding man terrorizing his grandmother and great-grandmother and cutting luimself, police said.

1dentified later as Landris Hawkins, 28, the man held a knife to his own throat and refused to drop it, police
said. When Hawkins walked out of 3 hallway and pointed the knife at a woman and a baby in another room,
the two officers fired numerous times from their atylssued .40-caliber Glock handguns, police said.

The Little Rock Police Department on Wednesday identified the two officers as James Christ, a three-year
veteran of the force, and Jason Roberts, hired in 1995,

Hawkins died at the scene,

In accordance with Police Department policy, Glascock, Christ and Roberts were all placed on administrative
leave with pay pending reviews of the shootings. Department General Order 303, goveming the use of force,
says officers may use lethal force when they feel that their lives or the lives of others are In immediate danger,
They are taught to aim for the jargest target available - usually the chest and abdomen - and to continue firing
untll they feel that they have stopped the threat

The last time Little Rock poiice shot more than one person in a day was Oct. 31, 2007, when officers Joshua
Black and Erik Temple fired on a car full of burglary suspects trying to back over the oMicers. The officers kiled
one man and wounded anothar, missing 3 third.

But no one Tuesday could recall the last time officers shot suspects in separate cases on the same day.
Hastings, a department spokesman since 1994, began working for the department in 1976. He said he couldn't
recall another such case. Internal affairs division records on ofmcer-involved shootings go back to the earty
15905, he said, and there are no more than one on any one day.

“It's been a long, fong time, if we've ever done it,” Hastings said. "1 honestly coutdn't tell you if we ever have.”

Caption: Arkansas Democrat-Gazette/ BENJAMIN KRAIN
Littie Rock police shot a man who stepped out of a closet with a handgun during a drug rald
Tuesday night at this house at 9001 Tanya Drive,
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INCIDENT NUMBER
CHARGE

CASE NUMBER
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
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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 six-four to six-five 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 four-inch steak knife. Officer Roberts accounts he
gave numerous commands for the subject to drop the knife and he continued with the
knife around his 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 harm 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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City of Little Ro.... (\

700 West Markham
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201-1329

Police Department

MEMORANDUM

TO: Captain Alice Fulk

FROM: Sergean *

DATE: December 22, 2009

SUBJECT: Internal Affairs Investigation #09-4277

Officer Involved:  Officer Jason Robert: "~~~ """ 39 years of age

Date of Hire: 09/11/1995

Assignment: Southwest Patrol Division 3-11

Supervisors: Sgt. Harold Scratch, Lt C.P. Thomas, Capt. Tom Bartsch
Officer Involved:  Officer James Chris? "~ """~ 39 years of age

Date of Hire: 10/16/2006

Assignment: Southwest Patrol Division 3-11

Supervisors: Sgt. Eric Hinsley, Lt. C.P. Thomas, Capt. Tom Bartsch
Allegation: Use of Deadly Force

Investigator: Sergear it g EXgHIBIT
Summary: %

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 Communications 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 heard 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. Hawkins 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 away 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. Hawkins 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.

Officer Roberts was joined by hi‘s'\'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 KZK822, 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.
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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 corner.” Officer Christ is recorded saying “were going to have to shoot him.”

In review of the audio portion of, 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’LRPD 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 deadly 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

vz
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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 harm. 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 surrounding and knew Ms. Hawkins and the baby were in an area of the
residence to the left of where Hawkins 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 surroundings 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 Little Rock Police Department Rules and Regulations and the
Deadly Force Policy. The pOllCleS 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 compliance with the guidelines set forth by General Order 303.

Section II. D details the auflzorization to use Deadly Force:

“Officers may only use Deadly Force to protect themselves or others from what they
reasonably believe to be an immediate threat of death or serious physical injury.”

Section I1. F, 2. states:

“Officers may draw or display firearms when there is a threat or reasonable belief that there is
a threat to life or when they have a reasonable fear for their own safety and/or the safety of
otlzers »

The following excerpts were taken from the Internal Affairs Interviews of Officer Jason Roberts
and Officer James 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.

T Uh.did she say anything 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
Lordy, Lordy 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 inside 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 from 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 };ight 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:  Istarted 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. |

N
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ROBERTS:

Did he ever say anything to you?

Never said a word.

ROBERTS:

———— s

ROBERTS:

ROBERTS:

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

Once Oﬁicer Christ uh arrived, did yall discuss your options, what you were
goiﬁg to do?

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 on, 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 immediately went back so.

When Officer Christigot there, you said he was still in this hallway somewhere?
Yes Sir, yes Sir.

Unknown where? What- what was your main concern at that point when he was
there?

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
on my mind uh buti‘when 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 I- I knew he was there without a doubt.

ROBERTS:

what- do you remember what was said, what yall decided?
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 litile bit behind me so I actually had

him come up even with me and uh I remember saying Jimmy come up even with

\ &
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me because his gun was here and he moved up even but he- he was gonna have fo
shoot through this pane of glass to — to get a shot. Uh and I just uh I told Jimmy I
said if he comes back Jimmy I don't have a choice, and I said —and I remember

saying he's not leaving me any choice.

ROBERTS:  The only time I stopped giving commands is when he walked out of eyesight and
the- the one time he did walk out which I didn't know how far up and down this
was, I 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 I can only assume he was

standing right there some-

TTTTTTT Why did yall make the decision that deadly force was your only option?

ROBERTS:  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, I don’t know if she said something to him, I could hear her talking
but I-I 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 momen} is when we made the decision that he was going to the
bedroom. _

"7 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 I I-I don'’t believe there was any other option

TERRY: The guy was going up 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 I

know he- you said he was moving quick-quickly but was he — did he have the knife

out in front of him?



Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM Document 1 Filed 05/19/15 Page 74 of 110

IA Case #09-4277
12/21/2009
Page 8

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.

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?

CHRIST: Yes Sir.
Did you see anybody in the doorway at that time?

CHRIST: - Yes Sir, in the hallway I seen a uh —a large black male that uh had a t-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 stainless 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?

CHRIST: He did not saw a word, he was just standing there uh with what I call crazy eyes,
he had some big ole-eyes and they were popping out of his head looking at us.
Wefe you- were you giving him any kind commands?

CHRIST: Ino Sir.
Was Officer Roberts giving him any commands?

CHRIST: 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.

CHRIST: 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
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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 yall were from the door to where he was?

Maybe 8 feet.

CHRIST:

CHRIST:

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 turned 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.

CHRIST:

So yall made the decision that —what-what led to the decision that yall were
gonna have to use deadly force?

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 I 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

you get to the porclh Officer uh Roberts had told you that there was no other
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choice, he apparently —did- he- he had already had contact with the suspect at
that time through the doorway.

CHRIST: Uh-

Giving him commands I was-

CHRIST: Yes Sir.

Sfrom off that?

CHRIST: Yes Sir.

And like 1 said, look{ng back do you think there was any other —you could handled
. it any other way oth;zr than deadly force?

CHRIST: 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 t‘here and —and—and-ahd —and killed her uk or hid
around the corner gnd —and really it was like a active shooter situation that we
alrgady 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 anli 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.

R
!

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 comment 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 was 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 refused 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 following excérpts 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. HAWKINS: 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 Twiki. 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
Jollowed 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
Twiki 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'I got that and I took and threw it in the trash. And he went in the kitchen
and got another one. And I got that one out of his hand and he went the other
direction and got another knife.

N. HAWKINS: I took and wrestled it. Itook 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. HAWKINS: And I took-
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HUDSON:

N. HAWKINS:

HUDSON:

N. HAWKINS:

HUDSON:
N. HAWKINS:
HUDSON:

N. HAWKINS:

when you were wrestling with him?

No, he just wouldn't give me the knife. And then after I realized he wasn't
going to give me the knife, I called 911. And then I got- while I was on the
Dphone with the 911 I got the first steak knife out of his hand.

Okay.

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.

So he was- so he had already cut himself?
Uh huh.
Okay, when you say Siabbed, was he slicing or was he sticking?

He was stabbing and then he was going like this. And me and momma was
telling him please don’t do that.

N. HAWKINS:

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. HAWKINS:

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
Isaid I can’t come out because he’s at the door.

N. HAWKINS:

HUDSON:

N. HAWKINS:

HUDSON:

And then the police is saying come out and he said don't let him in the room. So
I you know I was just putting my feet up there to keep them out the room.

Were the officers telling you to come out or him to come out?
He was telling me to come out the room.

Okay.
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He said go by him and I said I can’t go by him because he’s right in front of the

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

Okay. Uh- was uh- Landriss was he on any kind of medication?

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.

Was it- was it like psychiatric medication?

Yeah, that’s why I was saying that the one that he was going to last- that he was

Where was- where was he going to be treated at?

To the psychiatric place out there off of — by St. Vincent Hospital. The one on

Uh huh. And that's when I was on the phone with 911 person.

And that’s when you wrestled with him and you got your-

yeah he got that one. I said- I say I took the knife. Ijust got a little scratch. He
kept the- the guy kept saying are you all right and 1 kept saying yes.

Uh huh. 1 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.

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?

12/21/2009
Page 13
N. HAWKINS:
door.
HUDSON: Okay.
N. HAWKINS:
the door up.
HUDSON:
N. HAWKINS:
HUDSON:
N. HAWKINS:
going-
HUDSON:
N. HAWKINS:
the right.
N. HAWKINS:
HUDSON:
N. HAWKINS: He got the-
HUDSON: finger cut?
N. HAWKINS:
HUDSON: On911?
N. HAWKINS:
HUDSON:
N. HAWKINS: He got a third.
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HUDSON: Okay.
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. HAWKINS: 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 to- 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 was 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. HAWKINS: He was doing it like this.

HUDSON: Right here in the main part of his throat?

W, HAWKINS: 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: Okay, 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: Okay.

W. HAWKINS: And they was trying 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 residence. 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 Hawking 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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MEMORANDUM

TO: Eric Higgins, Assistant Chief of Police

FROM: R\

RE: Deadly Force Review 2009-4277

DATE: March 15, 2010

On November 3, 2009, Officer Jason Roberts and Officer James Christ responded to a
disturbance 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 bad a baby in the 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 Hawkins 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.
Lanuris 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 of Neomia 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 not 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
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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 Armold, Licutenant 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 Attomey, 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 hour 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.

. There were no pictures in the file of the wound sustained by Ms. Hawkins that

occurred prior to officers’ arrival.

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.

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.
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

Incident # D~ 1Maul Date

1 a0k

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,
purposc 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: 2438 W % | ouste vy, 12

Type of Crime: _Shookina,

gg- Dennss Uoddios 2la1D 2159 p22 Jati]
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit

EXHIBIT
. Syleester _Suy Noo-

Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry g I
3
g

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

Name Emp. # Purpose . - Entry Time Exit Time
Yich Dol DEA 2o} st?arﬁm% o . Due Do
Seb Slephuns 10519 ‘Sugervizer 33c0 2245
™ok . WirAervorde,r WY LS 0.0. Da\S 2248
Det, Fille L o1 .0 23\5 2248
S Dorkn WSS Sty soe 200 9748
. \-\‘o\u% Rebp:mc\rg O 2902 228
2k
. Tser 3=H*\-1j &QM iog Qg 2300
& Nyi\Nioms Nile Veximades 3T
LN
By, G Wing 355 D0 Supervier 3218
Dk, Plilrips
13240 D.0. 595D
$%L (g nbty ySoi Y 093 2230
=) ueMioy, 5442 DO - Sous 8350

Log Relinquished to:
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. #

Date & Time:

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 # O¢ — 717942 2150 Date 71l\\obL

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: S4>5 w. A2 [ount w. 3

Type of Crime: S\nocr\%v%

Wernis Hdedins 21412 2150 2200
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
Capd. Sulvesdor s\l 2222
Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

Name Emp. # Purpose Entry Time Exit Time
sé._Q\:gsm RS —Sugervisor . noo A5
W Vedaon LYY Suc\xw\f\&r 2200 945
e \ing ASl08 Seepc vidor 2200 2IUS
LodKery MEms FHS D240
Mardevson : MENS 2315 240
Caris Senidn 13559 LRED 220 Eo=l%Y
Tason torastery DUUBE 12eD 2210 o2ous
Theeu Ceason 2ol LefD 2210 2245
Rcnlen ASL%9 Roogordirg e . 2200 2240
AE¥ TS TRIEY 0N XILD e (Zae.?w&'..—g Y 2202 08
Senpmpom Ny ¢ gm‘ﬂe Ovh 220D 2208~
Et- 3 " e

Qi Q_L&@m}tni\) s;'- 2200 205"
Log Relinquished to: . Date & Time:
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. #
Log Relinquished to: : Date & Time:
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. #

LRPD Form 3600-89
Hq Rev. 12/09/97
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

Incident # DL-Vauy Date = Lo

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: 2dag vy ™ 19496 A, V&

Type of Crime: M\hf\j

e . Deprmis Wdhins 2w\ NMso pujals:n
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
usi) 2292
Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:
Name Emp. # Purpose Entry Time Exit Time

[EIL . 1B 1%1 Yerirsaler | vieapon DS
& Bookens Sgr\_ - ®T.O. 2251
Chieh Tuoomas ey Civel 2251
C&. DWALNOYS D34’ o e, Deone Log 2\5Y
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:

Officer (if different than originating officer)  Emp. #
Log Relinquished to: - Date & Time:

Crime Scene Specialist Emp. #

LRPD Form 3600-89

l Q.O Rev. 12/09/97
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT

CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

Date O03-2Z7 b
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The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaining this log until the arrival

of investigative persounnel 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:

Gilliam  PacK

Type of Crime: —Aﬁﬁmﬂ‘”\ ﬁAﬁfmm\&

). frondice) 27054 70%D 21° A
" First Responding Officer >. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of.Entry
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCgNE:
E- o o :am, }72 57 . Purpose Entry Time By %_xl‘.c gime
M Fad L26k7 _Vewile i qusiin za o 2089
5 Km M50T _ _ Vehide. i putsi 207 220
M. (mq‘{bu 2709 _\ehele 1 puging o950 X0
Lt Q. Jackom (32HZ _,({LV‘(ﬁﬂaaHafl 2935 AN
/‘qd\homm 21973 \[c}mg in_gusiyi 28% 2uUv
Dt Hmr M3l ‘Zm/gmgg@m 2050 2uy
I+ kb g 1455 anm%m;ﬂ 2055 Zuy
g yalb; Mwij..,n 2055 204
C;{mﬁ?b\ ey 12565 e ‘,*7 il o Zlo} Al
jé}rr Acac\s \ 244 vauac” 1o\ 211 Y
_Tm_&qu_(&)LMﬂl __jmxsm 120 2ic4 204
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# '2.90!9 - ' Date_ 07-77-04

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: C?(\\\W"\ QMX\_
Type of Crime: A%M Aasalt

. thood Yers 215714
First Responding Officer Emp. # v Time of Entry Time of Exit
- Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

o Name Emp. # — Purpose Entry Time Exit Time
b4 Brower MY Touesign 201
Cherf Ro\and Y15 Tnuessicpann 2l Y
Qi 265 (oee Senc o U3%
San 14949 (limne eng 234
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 # ﬂ 7/9? 5 47 Date 5 -/ [ ol

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 shootmgs, bank robberies, and any other incidents the supervisor deems
necessary.

. L T “u“‘iéf\
. - Tomamet
Location: Cﬂ/)lf (B%Aowm CRIGINAL
Type of Crime: <> Py Tis ~g dusT Oguned
AsSeswe D2g— O3> 02
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
087 ¢ esse 1199/ o)
Detective bupeﬁ‘lsor In Charge . Emp. # Time of Entry

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

JOH Name 4 ' . “F;'ng);t - Purp;sé . Entry Time Exit Time
B & . ek Desnpuoiig 237 234 [
e Tepk. i RESDacDie 2337 234/
M—— _l_(esg_%sg:mm o, 2334
""bzd ([)F’f) 22661 D=t 230 239>

MEPED 10k TRespnons off 2347 = 0430
=T = 29124 Respopiug off - P339

Sl 200k i Scone | J3Y3

D [Esven . _ui_ﬂ‘_:b-?’r 234D

L Mg 195 & 230 P200

o Dhiyas 15200 DA 2347
S irypsaet \0et) 17 e 2347

Log Relinquished to: ' Date & Time:
Officer (if different than originating officer) 'Emp. #
Log Relinquished to: f'ﬁ,} /ﬂ;U/‘ILI ] UQ& Date & Time: __3 /¢/-87 - N P27
, Crime Scene Spe’cxahst Emp. # .

LRPD Form 5600-89

Rev. 12/09/97
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

Incident # 07-28597 ~ Date 3-13-07

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. -

D | RN
Location: éﬂ& ‘4 &z /?)4’7'&5 35‘:“{;4“ g'?:;:f:;

Type of Crime: HosT 1kt el
A % o '
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
XTI [ estr e [LZ54 __D¥D
Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:
_ Nﬁine . Emp. # Purpose - . Entry Time Exit Time
Der Hubssas 27 - 7. 03
%ﬁqxz; - 1326 Capriia po3s 003D
Py, 18374 T o B
Whed A 24 %y z@@, o029
LT oty 526 RAe Sreie 00
/ _ K
fj{[auw 5o Crirg Sceres D035 .
_éz,_.g_z/w 7¢3 (obrsi iYisle) 0222~
(e Lo A Blpize 035~  _ozzZ
M Kot/ Usrs et ol pzed
bt Bonpeines 19568 (Caphiag Ol o220
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:

Officer (if different than ongmatmo officer) ‘Emp.#

Log Relinguished to: /Lb]) [ﬂm u.ﬁbb ' Date & Time: § /!Z 07 0777 -

Crime Scene Sp Emp. #

LRPD Form 5600-89
Rev. 12/09/97
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT e,
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG RS
Na/ g
Incident # 3~ . Date /o - 30- 02

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:
S, Fan 29(3¢) o950
First Kesponding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
(A Ly 7855 CS/{
Detective Superfisor in Charge Emp. # Time of Entry

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

Name Emp. # Purpose Entry Time Exit Time
547/ Me Vac/ /8328 Camé/nm// C“/5“t
£ Te lfwf)/ﬁ & (50
wl /L'eu&r Z1lcy " ' o507
Qaﬂ/ e t fe 507
o
S. Leawy 25360 a ¢ c500)
2 ’/@/Zezl - o507
541 Cood L ) €97 DD Q508
caﬂ/‘ ﬁt—w;{»ﬁ His & Osi
Lacy 5552 C.S. 0512
p/\;//,‘,/)ﬁ 5996 h,n As/g
Malle tre 28699 C.5S, 653
("’4'\ Tm1m~..n6 (515
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:

Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. #

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. #

S

LRPD Form 5430-28
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT s
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG e 4
AL
Incident# Q5077 - Date_/0-30—07

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: 0’43, F&f(;fy! X E)ra,«o']'?} AL 7% 0/J !:01}65 < CO&Dlpgr5M/:f[t
Type of Crime:

S Ragau 29120
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
(4. Kun 7855
Detective S risor in Charge Emp. # Time of Entry

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

Name Emp. # Purpose " Entry Time  Exit Time
Sully poe len1¢ D.o oS 52
C&M Re oley 11565 D.o. 0535
ot Roludsma  1494q 053¢/
Pac/ 10394 Do, 05 4y
Evevoles n49z V.o, 2549
Lol e, [I44E, D 0 0549
Sl Aracld 4119 LLob .
_j_ﬂt\w ué!AMS ¢ Pf\bftﬂ/‘%(j oiL _aég_a?;_ -
k:w\ L s ma ' Cle (17
K, kK, ng 13180 T A. e
Thewas A C,5, O 1]
ZOWLa YA 30165 C. 5% Ok
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 R, M
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG g
Incident # Ricr) ~ Date /(-20-07

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 retnrned 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: (J/d Fm%ﬂ - Bn-m.\fkéw;.,& {e Cid & 4

& C}‘ppﬂr Snrr,‘:/'[.

AL
Type of Crime:
9 . Kagan Z(F0
First/Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
L'/ /£ aty 78?5
Detective Supervisor in Charge Emp. # Time of Entry

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

Name Emp. # Purpose Entry Time Exit Time
(arry jeqflgj/ Prosecodin Ay Dbl3 LAY
Crsoloon 1935 ¢ Dol owms
(b Hdslings 587y Pz, OwR(

Chried '?owcv/w Cliiel

~\
ez

Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:

Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. #

~ Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:

Crime Scene Specialist Emp. #

5 (1§

LRPD Form 5480-28



Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM Document 1 Filed 05/19/15_ Page 96 of 110
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
INVESTIGATIVE
93 ‘FgME SCENE CONTROL LOG ' ORIGINAL
=

Incident# 2O0S- 433§ 49  Date OB 13 - LPOR
=k '

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 incidéents the supervisor deems
necessary. ;

Location: |30 W) - Ca-DNol
Type ofcmezghpo¥uﬁ 2k
Starratt 18200 53

First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
n} 1?5{ | 205
tective Stipervisor in Charge Emp. # Time of Enh'y j

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

Name Emp. # Purpose | EntryTime  Exit Time

OI'C—' S-‘nrra,‘w 1 8200 !

%54; les her 11449 |
Tt follett 1930)
,1' an (07”' i
%TEM C Ut 129 Wsypaiiser

b

cean 0
D-6. Capt fbewl;eb’,

Log Relinquished to: -:T()Af\ it /@/"Q(,ev 8¢ 24 Date & Time: 09//3/0? [7/0
Officer (if different than originaﬁné officer) Emp. # :

Log Relinquished to: Date &;Time:
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. #

{\D<\ i LRPD Form 5480-28
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

93935

Incident#&zg’ ’5 E é llA[Vq

'

INVESTIGATIVE
ORIGINAL

" IDate 8]2'7.68)

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. ﬁe name, employee number,
purpose of entry, time of entry, and time of exit must be recorded for eélch 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: W;here rape was committed,

officer involved shootings, bank robberies, and any other incid
necessary.

Location: {00 A C_a{)\l“"p',

ents the supervisor deems

Type of Crime: 6\/1,0/'7‘]—: V\.,%/

" First Responding Officer

1®200
Emp. #

Time of Entn .

Time of Exit

Detective Supervisor in Charge Emp. #

Time of Entry E

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTEIRING SCENE:

Name .

. Emp. # Purpose I Entry Time Exit Time
Mooy
% . leel).
e W
‘ rr _ASP
G R Dt clesngon Ao
3 M. anlauok\,# A SAP
PACNT P wakD ~ ASP
Bt CThevbe ™ML 00
Qb M Qv%usou\\'o(a‘is Ll i
Sexrlve Poawd Pice e
Log Relinquished to:_ 304, 1. fSracey [%1 7/ _ Date & Time:_08/13/05 (91D

Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. #

Log Relinquished to:
Crime Scene Specialist

Date;&l

Emp. # {,0

Time:

&)

LRPD Form 5480-28
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iR
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT

INVESTIGATIVE
935 stM SCENE CONTROL LOG} AL
Incident# 2@ - 1 30 DS ' Date B 1Z .08

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintai mg this log until the arrival
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. The name, employee number,
purpose of enfry, 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 mcldents the supervisor deems

necessary.
Location: ). ]
Type of Crime: q,oonl'. wo/
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry 4 Time of Exit
§
Detective Supervisor in Charge Emp. # Time of Entry ’

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS EN"D‘ERING SCENE:

K
Name . Purpose I, ~ EntryTime  Exit Time
ek, Co Fronendt. Bl ce i
Sgt D, wel 18227 L
ofc.  Lrelecs |Seag R

i

I

[
i -

Log Relinquishedto: __J0), /M. Lrucey (8179 Daes T;ame: 68/13/08 (442
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # S

Log Relinquished to: o Date & I’I‘ame
Crime Scene Specialist e

iy
)D b
E‘

LRPD Form 5480-28
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATIV
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG ORIGINAL E
Incident # o8- 5/34 7 Date_ 27- ¢4 -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.

Location: &3/ 6:(//&/]3 X .
Type of Crime: ﬁyépnr"cx;éﬂ ! 4{]/}7@‘5,@4_ 5/.,@,4{,97

First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
M K 7455 //25
Detective’Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

Name Emp. # Purpose Entry Time  Exit Time
%ﬂé_f_é'_ﬂéa@_ M S e
St L : M S (414 B
M ' SL[M,} 172558 Pe> [053
Z’/éjt o : AN V7Y
Modked  zzgpz De o8z
5. Biaks 227853 Do /o$s
b Spon 2554 A /654 _yy2-
B. &4%@17 /9354 Do loG L Iz
5. jdoodadf L4377 DO /O30 1 2
I b 50 /1837 D fz22
[F Begroire 1495 o oyr
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:
Officer (if different than originating officer)  Emp. #
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time: ___
Crime Scenc Specialist Emp. #

2%
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT 'NVOE,;SIEIGATNE
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG INAL
— lIncident # _g§- /392 Date_ 87 /4.0

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
scenc. 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:

Type of Crime:

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. # Purpose Entry Time Exit Time
S Kpdle s 134/ 3 Do ‘ 222,
DL sts [78ze S (22
£ ;ééa!fm/ /376 & bo
gwséﬁé/; s gran Do
R bl 302ey __ Lssue 1137

g%ﬂag 7rE Cﬁ. F427 k4 C55 (o 77731
S EAT S
STt et loz/ Y Do

/ -
R, Sonin 7/85 4@&» Loomr b /o2 ji33

U K. 5 P re>
_&@:;gm_ _¥e3 ~tn A [05E
A A ey Y o5 _jAas
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



Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM  Document 1 Filed 05/19/15 Page 101 of 110

LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATIVE
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG ORIGINAL
" Incident# _m3~ 373 %5 Date__p7 /4. 08

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: 37/ Al‘l/oﬂ?f .
Type of Crime: Mac’/ﬂ - ///)/;:«4./, ,}///2// el

First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry Time of Exit
L e 7555 185
Detective Supefvisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:

Name Emp. # Purpose Entry Time  Exit Time
4 Thseay (5858 (SIS
4. A/o//mm? fros - pse oo
K2 oz 1994 % Jlp 2 W E7.
547/ Rakly lloS 92 _Shdr s/ J/07 /133
oz~ ues
@:éﬁi /‘/9‘/" (.55 (112> :
| v [ 763 De e '
é[. cblt/éx- J72Ye¥ >3 josS  _[IHE
W /504 2 i{%tz-ﬁ/’ 106 PYE
Anilsrtz. 28719 C.5504
Lopd Rt 4578 432 ¥
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:
Officer (if different than originating officer)  Emp. #
Log Relinquished to: Date & Time:
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. #

LRPD Form 3600-89
Rev. 12/09/97
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o
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT |- !NvEsT,G ATIVE
CRIME SCENE CONTROLLOG | ORIGINAL &
Incident # Date} Qﬁ,-— - 10us
e

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaingixtg this log until the arrival
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. Thename, 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 Speclahsf for the case file.

NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed,

officer involved shootmgs, bank robberies, and any other mcndehts the supervisor deems
necessary. B

Location: L3 M. Stasdeel ool CLAJ(,(W Hu;se\ %

‘
i
|

L O

, s

Type of Crime: Oicee  Tputued  Shoshiee, Rk

|| :
Cody  Mister Foulo b3l | 0355
‘First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry | l ' Time of Exit

|
Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry |, i

MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS EN'i’ERING SCENE:

I

BW\M' ‘ :Lné . ’LEQ“{') ?i; l?tsPo ”Jlrgzse . : E gnot{llelme Exit Time
Kﬁzﬁrléﬂ Chaxe __ 18370 J{g»u,jq : {;,:‘i 00|
c‘f’[’»“qe(\ iwb/je ¥ %:%?; ,@;mwm{q . | bO3 ¢ .
Neone, >und  zeses  Repuonig || w3l 034l
Kidesmwn, BAEE:/ AT000  _ REEposd WG |1 093
C- amson MEMS 1 o037 0OOSD
S Neal 4 MEMS 1 0037 LOSD
C. Sows - MEMS | _bo37 0OSH
Nuvse (leoues MEMS 0037 OO5D
Tackson W(M, U ] . bouo (6 BNYA
WM LRFD i OoUo 005D
Favea Lee . W o0So
Log Relinquished to: - Dat; %&Tlme |
Officer (if different than originating officer)  Emp. # e

Crime Scene Speclalist Emp. # |1
. LRPD Form 5600-8%

\ qu Rev. 12/09/97

Log Relinquished to: __ 2% {aonq 15552 tﬁ' @1& Time: _8-11-0¢ / o4zo
{
i



Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM Document 1 Filed 05/19/15 Page 103 of 110
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENIE" 1
CRIME SCENE CONTROLLOG | | - INVESTIGAT -

e ORIGINAL
Incident # Datei‘

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and mamtam‘mg 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 for: e‘ach individual entering the
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specxalistufor the case file.

NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins %Jhere rape was committed,

officer involved shootmgs, bank robberies, and any other mcldebts the supervisor deems
necessary. ) a

Location:
Type of Crime: |
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry | Time of Exit
Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry ' ;V
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:
Toten Name ISS'S;b' C/nmpu ose Ton Egré g{n‘l Exit Time
Cagt Tulle 1S64S Ilespowlb‘uq | oo Ozl -
G- Tuulins B3I Resondias " oty
Sqb_Toglor ) i
U, Turmons W7 15 0I4G
Dot Sob - Godwin * 10647 i oud
DNet. luswles i 021y
Ol Thowas RS Pespouding DO otzo
Robinsow 10263 - ;0 o4 _ |
H‘{of}fms |y Ot ozl
Selbiwleer WakHle bpuse igr. g - ouz
T. thdoon Haa g
Log Relinquished to: | Datfe & Time:
Officer (if different than originating officer)  Emp. # ol
Log Relinquished to: .O\P1 Aoy \SX T Daté& Time: __ %~ 170t [o12-
Crime Scene Spedialist Emp. # ol ’
LRPD Form 5600-89

\.70 e Rev. 12/09/97




Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM Document 1 Filed 05/19/15 Page 104 of 110

INVESTIGAT/vE

ORIGINAL

e
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT i
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG P

]

i

I

Incident # Date

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintam}pg this log until the arrival
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. Th'p 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 Speclahst for the case file.

NOTE: This form is to be used for homicides, suicides, break-ins where rape was committed,
officer involved shootmgs, bank robberies, and any other mcldepts the supervisor deems
necessary.

1l

Location: »
Type of Crime: |
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 Purpose . Entry Time Exit Time
5%} . Doy M?»‘f/ PIo 8 i
L. Hashuag K Pro 1 ous
S Leshor 1949 Cuive Sose | 00SH
Cob. Bewlew 1ZSUS  Responding } Ot Z( Ozle
(West 253 _Responding | opZE - 0IB3
ke el Responding oo 0133
Sames  Aubihou Vichw i 020¢
/ 1
Cleweuke Pila Vichw B ozl
Ao Siws Vichu 1 Ozl
! .
Zayd'l«@op tbmp\/&ﬂ«(’ Wk fus ; 0T3S
Lesw luloment Vichw | 0%0g
Pormy Black Victim i , 0208
Log Relinquished to: Dat‘c%& Time:
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # ) :
Log Relinquished to: Q\V\ Ao - 1555 Datpi& Time: by28
Crime Scene Special&t Emp. # oy
e LRPD Form 5600-89
i Rev. 12/09/97



Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM Document 1 Filed 05/19/15 Page 105 of 110

LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG |

Incident #

INVESTIGAT
ORIGINA

Date

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintain,‘iltlg this log until the arrival
of investigative personnel or directed by the supervisor in charge. ThEmame, 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 Speciali,‘si" 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:
Type of Crime: l
Ik
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry I ) Time of Exit
. Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS EN’I?E;UNG SCENE:
Mb\n\/,\ ' %%r L Emp. # . Vidia Purpose . Entry Time (13::% Time
Robert  Scuuwrz Vichw : 01
Howold  Clailes Nichw R

\% Sl Vickin .

Copt . Tewple 3: :

T.C. Wikte Howoer s Det, y o131
Cluecle ilaw\ 103ay Howwedde J L O 13}

F. Fnllestein P A : E‘;: o132 O
Rvanboed, | &t4p T. A " o13k Oz
Bev tia V T6¢S T A, 1 013 OzZ({
Lt Va'ne 1¥SS o

L eajeuy P.Ao OLUs 0 259
Log Relinquished to: | Daté f& Time:
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # ' { { .
Log Relinquished to: Q M /L.aq \SEE - Datg %s*:',jl'rim_c: V-0 [ oY
Crime Scene Spacialist Emp. # AF ' ]
72 o



Case 4:15-cv-00281-BSM Document 1 Filed 05/19/15 Page 106 of 110

| IV W s INGIPYf o

| ORIGINAL
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT |
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

H
1
i

Incident # Date

The first responding officer is responsible for initiating and maintaixiih"g 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 éach individual entering the
scene. The completed log is to be returned to the Crime Scene Specxahqt 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 lncldents the supervisor deems

necessary. . 1

Location:
Type of Crime:
{
First Responding Officer Emp. # Time of Entry g I! Time of Exit
" Detective Supervisor In Charge Emp. # Time of Entry ; :
MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS ENTERING SCENE:
b&vfs Name . \%22 _g Purpose } Eztlr&r Zime Exit Time
3. Aexaudee L3etp s 0BsY
C. miller B0l Y D35S
unowies \4uqs Howo cide ; - 0204 .
S wi b Leole3  Cvime Scewp | i Owg - ousz
Shavelte 3027 Cawe  Scewe v
A. %Hif)cs , V. thu E '
Otdava - L3kae Crne Scene Scowﬂq{{ oS Ur5¢
!
i
}
|
Log Relinquished to: Date &. Time:
Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. # P
i
Log Relinquished to: a MV — 15553 Date %ﬁ Time: A-17-0%) ®4p 0

Crime Scene SpJEialist Emp. # |
f LRPD Form 5600-89

\—72 C Rev. 12/09/97
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Nigg
LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT of? n /G
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG Gy, L/VE

Incident # Zﬂﬂ' 8(5 /0 / 2312 Date 01*23'(77

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 shootmgs, bank robberies, and any other incidents the supervisor deems
necessary.

Location: MO'I'U (9 / 052‘? W. Mafmm)

Type of Crime: W ()Uh f'i\)\
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:
K JDI \ &ame Emp.# N W m ‘ Entry Time l'bx;t i(x;e
D.Dervick 29362 _NW padyo| 2331 (a0
e Hilogman 29300 _NW pokyol 2331 0l
S. Howard 23735 NW Potyo! 233 Ol oo
M. loyd Zzis2 __NW_fPatvol 2331 - _oloo
L. Scotr 17444 NW pokal Zz3l 0109
C.Q}n%o)d (9373 S\d 2331 QMo
Giil bert 142z W padwl s 0o
Watson [0 290 bt O : 6@30
H. Marin ' D.o D30
(. van Pat D.O 0L30
W Bpwloy 1255 Capr Dio 0030 U=,
Log Relinquishe{d v L-Unh 28167)  pae & Time: 012909 / a0
Officer (if different than originating officer)  Emp. #
Log Relinquished to: . Date & Time:
Crime Scene Specialist Emp. #

LRPD Form 3600-89

QO\\ \\0\ Rev. 12/09/97
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

i N VES ”

- / 7
”"?’G//(\;/quIVE
" Incident # ZOOQ-—'BS‘? (¥ Date OI' 25 2.0057

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: MO)L(/(O (/0524 VV/ Ma/bkarn)
ypeofcrme: _Nah e/ Sl (ofer tnmlrfa/Shooﬁﬂgi)

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

Uik  ZAMD T Crimeerone o3 NAD _
Rowan 4515 (el 0ods - DIoo
2.Kino, 5199 Lk SID | ot  Olco
H"gg{m {420 Onuk 0oso 0[00' :
Soriaas @i74 _Capt Sip gose - _O/8
0. Sohmsob 181 S\D g (V25
Sullvan 014 DO tos7 | OZ00
Mourot 4412 T.A ooss O3
Tomple 1158 ook W o Oleo
Yhi f li S 15200 OO 83]e] Q20
SLMPNON 14449 ©-o D103
Purthig NS T 0103 2142,
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

&

N\

Rev. 12/09/97
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE CONTROL LOG

Incident # JNF. BEN© Date O1-23. 2009

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: MO"L&/ éa- / / 052‘] W Md/’imm /
Type of Crime: Wﬂ”/'fdl Sbté/' (OI%C(;/‘ /”W/V{f// 5;)007[//79

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:

CATurner 4500 N p’h“fﬁ%l Yaie Mo

4. BartSin lisst S 2331 _Dug .
C Roy oz Do 6l2S 0i35
T 0ag NA (i ATTY 0135 (I3
__Mpote, 78840 (Mthe shene 30

N K othed  cnml Seen, 0030  _03!5

Downs (93] doss OISO
S. Thomaps 38 el 0 0045
1 Hoshnas S84 ' _ Qw OIS

Leshex” 11949 D.o 020 0145
ATrary 15552 050 0730
Log Relinquished to: _ Date & Time:

Officer (if different than originating officer) Emp. #
.Log Reimauhedie Crime Scene Specialist l\,) Emp. # pre & Time: . ‘
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LITTLE ROCK POLICE DEPARTMENT

700 WEST MARKHAM

Stuart Thomas LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72201-1329 (501)-371-4605

Chief of Police Fax (501)-371-4892

November 17, 2008

Mr. Demetrius Curtis
1101 S. Woodrow
Little Rock, AR 72204

RE: Citizen Complaint #08-4014
Dear Mr. Curtis:

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 Littlc 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.

Sincerely,

e~ I

- QMeM}x*gf&—.w”#‘?
Stuart Thomas

Chief of Police

ST:dm

cc: Captain Dustin Robertson
Lieutenant Lyn Forester
Sergeant Jerold McVay
Officer Erik Temple EXHIBIT

Officer Christopher Johannes %
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LRPD is Internationally Accredited by the Commission on Accreditation fZ? Law Enforcement Agencies
The Little Rock Police Department is an equal opportunity employer
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