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Frederick C. Stavins, City Attorney

Laura J. Hall, Assistant City Attorney

Jennifer Gover Bannon, Assistant City Attorney
Kathryn Cataldo, Assistant City Attorney
Thomas Yu, Assistant City Attorney

May 21, 2019

Mr. Christopher Hansen
corruptcu@gmail.com

RE: FOIA request to CPD
Emily Klose Documents

Dear Mr. Hansen:
On May 8, 2019 you made the following request for records:
“I would like any and all documents related to the Champaign Police Interview on
April 18, 2018 between Emily Klose and Officer William Killin. This should
include any and all recordings and related documents. If any complaints were

issued, please include those documents. Please include any related emails as
well.”

I am attaching the records you have requested subject to the following exemptions:

7(1)(m) Attorney/Client Privilege
7(1)(b) Private
Emails
Phone numbers
Addresses

You have a right to request review of this response by the Illinois Public Counselor:

Public Access Bureau

Office of the Attorney General
500 S. 2" Street

Springfield, Illinois, 62706


mailto:legaldepartment@champaignil.gov
mailto:corruptcu@gmail.com

(217) 558-0486
publicaccess@atg.state.il.us

If you choose to file a Request for Review with the PAC, you must do so within 60 calendar days
of the date of this denial letter. 5 ILCS 140/9.5(a)

You may also file suit for injunctive or declaratory relief in the Circuit Court of Champaign
County, Illinois. 5 ILCS 140/11

Sincerely,

Lawya J. Hall

Laura J. Hall
Assistant City Attorney

LJH/sjg
Enclosures

JALEG\WORD\FOIA\Requests Specific\2019\Hansen, Christopher - Request to CPD re Emily Klose 5-8-19\Hansen, Christopher 5-21-19
(Response).docx
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From: Anthony Cobb
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2019 4:19 PM
To: Laura Hall
Subject: FW: Complaint Letter- FOIA Emily Close

%Zf%ﬁ/{?ﬂ O) Cots

From: Joseph Gallo

Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2018 12:28 PM

To: Anthony Cobb <anthony.cobb@champaignil.gov>
Subject: Fw: Complaint Letter

FYI...

Joe Gallo
Deputy Chief
Champaign Police Department

joseph.gallo@champaignil.gov

217-403-7010 -

From: Tad Myers

Sent: Wednesday, August 8, 2018 12:19 PM
To: Joseph Gallo

Subject: Fw: Complaint Letter




I'm sending this to you because of her stated allegation to seek out the City Manager and Council. Just so the
chief is aware in case she does.

From; Emily Kiose <

Sent: Wednesday, August 8, 2018 12:07 PM
To: Tod Myers

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hello, Lt. Myers,

[ respectfully disagree with the conclusion of City Legal. At the very least, | should have received a written document from
City Legal and/or the Police Department stating their conclusions. | took a great deal of time to document the concerns
leading to my complaint, yet the city appears to have little interest in responding to my complaint at all. And, in fact, | am
i possession of the video, since | did request it via a FOIA, | did receive it, and 1 have viewed it numerous times. Since
Officer Willlam Killin (the officer who wore the body camera during my conversation with him) is also invalved in a federal
lawsuit filed by a citizen (Alton Corey) against the city, | believe this video may show a pattern of inappropriate conduct by
Officer Killin. In any event, | am surprised by the behavior of City Legal and our Police Department over this body-camera
event involving myself and a Champaign potice officer. [ will continug to research this situation, and | plan to write about il.

And | do have two questions for you: 1) Has the city manager been made aware of this complaint? and 2) Has the city
council heen made aware of this complaint? If not, that will be my first order of business, as | believe that the councii
wrote, or at least reviewed, the language for the body-camera policy, and this language could certainly use some refining.

Thank you for your response to my guestion, though. And at the very least, could you give Officer Killin some feedback
about the tantrum (recorded on the videe) that he pitched after he finished talking to me? It was beyond unprofessional for
a police officer to behave that way, especially while he was wearing his uniform while at the police station, surrounded by
his peers. | continue to expect better from our public servants.

Respectfully,
Emily Klose

-----Original Message-----
From: Tod Myers <tod.myers@champaignil.gov>
To: Emily Klose

Sent: Wed, Aug 8, 2018 11:17 am

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Good Morning Emily,

City Legal got back with me this morning. Officers are required to have the camera on at all times when in
uniform and engaged in any law enforcement activity. It is not legals interpretation that a person has an
expectation of privacy while in their home and that conversation is being had over the phone. However when
the officer's are in people's houses conducting law enforcement activities with the body camera activated, we
should be notifying the person of the camera. If that person is a victim or witness, they can request the
camera be shut off to prevent the interior of the home and conversation from being recorded.

The video on this case is not a flagged video and not subject to FOIA. Our retention period for this video was
90 days and has since rolled off the server.

From: Tod Myers
Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35 AM
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From: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2019 6:37 PM

To: Laura Hall

Subject: RE: Emily Klose appeal

Laura,

Neither myself or Ms. Klose felt anything was missing in Ms. David’s notes.
So, you can let her know she can proceed with finalizing her decision on the appeal.
Thank you.

Dave

From: Laura Hall <Laura.Hall@champaignil.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:25 AM

To: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Subject: RE: Emily Klose appeal

lunderstand completely! Please call when you have a few minutes. | will be in and out so we might play phone
tag. Laura

From: Dave Wesnher <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:23 AM

To: Laura Hall <Laura. Hall@champaignil.gov>
Subject: RE: Emily Klose appeal

Hi Laura,
| apologize for not calling you sooner. | have been in transition between jobs/offices the last couple of weeks.
| have a client coming in in a few minutes. | will call you later this morning or this afternoon.

Thanks.

Dave

From: Laura Hall <Laura.Hall@champaignil.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:18 AM

To: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Subject: Emily Klose appeal

Dave, would you please call me regarding this appeal? Thanks!

Laura Hall
Assistant City Attorney
{217) 403-8765
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From: : Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Monday, January 14, 2019 4:02 PM

To: Carrie Brown

Cc Emily Klose; Laura Hall

Subject: RE: Meeting with City Manager David

Ms. Brown,

Has a new date and time been determined for the meeting?
Thank you for any updates.

Dave

From: Carrie Brown <carrie.brown@champaignil.gov>
Sent: Thursday, December 27, 2018 3:19 PM
To: Dave Wesner <gwesner@acton-snyder.com>

Cc: Emily Klose <HIENR-; | 2ura Hall <Laura.Hall@champaignil.gov>
Subject: Re: Meeting with City Manager David

Dear Mr. Wesner,

We are in receipt of your Ietter stating your representation of Ms. Klose and your request to reschedule the
January 8, 2019 Meeting.

Ms. David and Ms. Walls are out of the office for the holidays, They are scheduled to return on
Wednesday, January 2, 2019 at which time we will respond to your request for rescheduling this meeting.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Laura Hall, Assistant City Attorney at 217/403-8765.

Thank you.
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From: Dorothy Ann David

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 12:10 PM

To: Marilyn Banks; Laura Hall

Cc: Anthony Cobb; Joan Walls

Subject: Fw: #18-248 - Emails with Civilian Review Board
Attachments: E Klose Request of 11-29-2018.pdf

Ms. Klose has sent a request to me for a review of the Chief's decision on this complaint. Due to scheduling
conflicts, 1 will be unable to meet with her until January. However, | would be requesting all of the complaint
documentation as part of my review. As such, | would appreciate if | could receive a hard copy of the
documents produced as a part of this FOIA (to avoid a duplicate request from our office as part of my review.

Dorothy Ann David, City Manager
City of Champaign

telephone: (217) 403-8710

emall: dorothy.david@champaignil.gov

Notice: With limited exceptions, all email sent and received by this account Is subject to public disclosure under the State of Illinois
Freedom of Information Act.
Ploase consider the environmaent before printing this email.

From: Jeff Hamilton

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 11:27 AM

To: Dorothy Ann David; Joan Walls; Matt Roeschiey; Rachel Joy
Subject: Fw: #18-248 - Emails with Civillan Review Boaid

FYI

From: FOIOCity

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 10:43 AM

To: Sally Graning; Laura Hall

Subject: #18-248 - Emails with Civilian Review Board

Good Morning Ladies,
Attached is a request which indicates ""This request covers" emails between staff and the
Civilian Review Board. The initial portion of the request references a citizen complaint number

but she indicated she filed that with CPD in May, 2018, so not sure about that portion of
this request.

A response to this request, without an extension, is due Thursday, December 6, 2018. Thanks!




City of

Otfice of the City Manager

102 Norh Netl Street

March 15,2019 Ghampaign, Minols 61820-4042
Telaphiorie (217) 405-8710
Fay {217y 408-8725

Via U8 Mail and Bmail GityManagersOfiice@champaignil.gov

Ms, Emily Kloss

Dear Ms, Kloge:

On May 31, 2{)18 you filed a cmnplamt with the Champaign Police: Depamnem:whmh
stated, “T am filing a complaint against Officer William Killin for using his bodycam on
Wednesﬁay, Apiil 18, 2018, to record a presumed private phone conversation with 1me,

without first asking-formy consent.” On'October 25, 2018, Chief Anthoiy Cobb
rendered a decision regarding yout complaint that the officer was exonerited in using his
body camera to record his conversation with you, On November 20, 2018, you sefit-arn
emauil fo me requesting an appeal of Chief Cobb’s decision.

Tn response to your appesl, we agreed to.inbet 65 Febivary 26, 2019, at 10:00 adn,
addition to you:and me; this meeting also included your Tegal counsel Mr. David Wesner,
and Assistant City Attorney Lanra Haﬂ

Duting fhe imeeting, both Mr. Wesner and you provided statements regarding your
disageeeniént with the Chisf's detision and T took fiotés on the stitements you each-made,
Iprovided a copy of those notes to, you at the enid of'the meeting and offersd an
opportunity for you to provide ary gorrections or additional information to clarify my
notes. On February 28,2019 Mr, Wesner notified Laura Hall that my notes were
complete.

The-scope of my review is 1o decide whether Office Killin violated Police Department
policy or law in recording his April 2018 conversation with you using his body camera.
In-addition to considering statements during the February 26 meeting, my review
includéd an.examination of your complaint, Professional Standards Lientenant Tod
Myers” {now Deputy Clitef Myérs) August 31, 2018 investigation report for your
complaint, draft minutes &md qudia from the Human Relations Corntiission Citizen,
Review Subcommittee’s roview of the complaint-ihvestigation process, the Police ChieP's
decision, the Police: E)epartment Policy and Procedures for Body Camera and Mobils.
Video recording that-was in effect as of the date of the-alleged policy violation, and
applicable State of Tlfinois statutes. 1 also reviewed the body camera-video taken by
Officer Williata Killin on April 18, 2018.




Ms, Brily Kjosa Polico Complaint Appeal, March 15, 2019 Page 3

Despite my concurrence with Chief Cobb’s decision related to Officer Killin’s actions, I
am very concerned about other issues that you have raised regarding the process for
consideration of your complaint. I do agree with your assertions that the manner in
which City staff processed and responded to your complaint was not timely or consistent
with the City’s value of providing responsive service to the public. Although these issues
are outside of the scope of my determination on your specific complaint about Officer
Killin, I do intend to address these issues with the Chief of Police and City employees
who are involved in the police complaint process. Our handling of your complaint has
been unacceptable, and I thank you for bringing this situation to my attention so it can be
corrected in the future. 1 apologize that the process was so prolonged and difficult to
navigate. I assure you that these procedural concerns will be addressed.

In addition, Chief Cobb and the HRC Citizen Review Subcommittee have determined
that changes to the Body Camera Policy are warranted to clarify the language regarding
the use of body-worn cameras when recording telephone conversations, I am aware that
draft language is currently under review and I anticipate that the policy soon will be
rovised. '

Again, I thank you for taking the time to bring your concerns to my attention and for your
patience as I reviewed your complaint and responded to your appeal,

L,

Sincerely,

Dorot avid
City Manager

DAD/cb
cc.  Anthony Cobb, Chief of Police

Laura Hall, Assistant City Attorney
Mr. David Wesner, Legal Counsel

TACMOVDM\POLICE Cotrespendence\Citlzen Complaint letfers\E lose Complaint Appeal Regponse 3-15-19.doex
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From: Dorothy Ann David

Sent: Friday, March 15, 2019 12:24 PM

To: Dorothy Ann David

Cc: Anthony Cobb; Tod Myers; Bruce Ramseyer; Laura Hall; Rachel Joy
Subject: "~ Response to Police Complaint

Attachments: Klose Complaint Appeal Response 3-15-19.pdf

Mayor Feinen and City Council members - Attached is my written'reSponse to an appeal of Police Chief Cobb's
decision on a police complaint filed by Ms. Emily Klose on May 31, 2018. The appeal process is an
administrative action per the code; however, since Ms. Klose previously emailed City Council

members regarding this mattter on August 20, | thought you would appreciate receiving a copy of my
response,

I have scheduled a meeting with representatives from Police Administration, the Legal Department, and the
Office of Equity, Community and Human Rights to discuss my concerns about how Ms. Klose's complaint has
been handled. Due to staff vacations and meeting schedules, the meeting could not be scheduled until
April. As | stated in my letter to Ms. Klose, | intend to address the deficiencies in the process with staff and
assure that we will correct these so they do not occur in the future.

If you have questions about this matter, please give me a call.

Dorothy Ann David, City Manager
City of Champaign

telephone: (217) 403-8710

email: dorothy.david@champaignil.gov

Notice: With limited exceptions, all email sent and received by this account is subject to public disclosure under the State of Illinois
Freedom of Information Act.
Please consider the environment bafore printing this email




To: Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champaignil.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Complaint Letter '

Rachel,
Here's the string of e-malls | exchanged with Lt. Myers regarding the complaint | filed in May at the CPD.

Thank you.
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Emily Klose -
Date: August 8, 2018 at 12:07:10 PM CDT

To: tod.myers@champaignil.gov
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hello, Lt; Myers,

I respectfully disagree with the conclusion of City Legal. At the very least, | should have
received a written document from City Legal and/or the Police Department stating their
conclusions. | took a great ceal of time to document the concerns leading to my
complaint, yet the city appears to have little interest in responding to my complaint at all.
And, In fact, I am in possession of the video, since | did request it via a FOIA, | did
receive it, and | have viewed it numerous times. Since Officer William Killin {the officer
who wore the body camera during my conversation with him) is also involved in a federal
lawsuit filed by a citizen (Alton Corey) against the city, | believe this video may show a
pattern of inappropriate conduct by Officer Killin. In any event, | am surprised by the
behavior of Gity Legal and our Police Department over this body-camera event involving
myself and a Champaign police cfficer. ! will continue to research this situation, and [ plan
to write about it.

And | do have two questions for you: 1) Has the city manager been made aware of this
complaint? and 2) Has the city council been made aware of this complaint? If not, that will
be my first order of business, as | believe that the council wrote, or at least reviewed, the
language for the body-camera policy, and this language could certainly use some
refining.

Thank you for your response to my question, though. And at the very least, could you
give Officer Killin some feedback about the tantrum (recorded on the video) that he
pitched after he finished taiking to me? It was beyond unprofessional for a police officer
to behave that way, especially while he was wearing his uniform while at the police
station, surrounded by his peers. | continue to expect better from our public servants.

Respaoctfully,
Emily Klose

—--Qriginal Message-----

From: Tod Myers <tod.mvers@champaignil.gov>
To: Emily Klose s a>

Sent: Wed, Aug 8, 2018 11:17 am

Subject: Re; Complaint Letter

Good Morning Emily,

€3]




City Legal got back with me this morning. Officers are required to have the
camera on at all times when in uniform and engaged in any law enforcement
activity. It is not [egals interpretation that a person has an expectation of privacy
while in their home and that conversation is being had over the phone. However
when the officer's are in people's houses conducting law enforcement activities
with the body camera activated, we should be notifying the person of the
camera. If that person is a victim or witness, they can request the camera be
shut off to prevent the interior of the home and conversation from being
recorded. -

The video on this case is not a flagged video and not subject to FOIA. Qur
retention period for this video was 20 days and has since rolled off the server.

From: Tod Myers

Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35 AM
To: Emily Klose

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hi Emily,

| will reach out to Legal this morning to see what they have found out.

From: Emily Klose

Sent: Friday, August 3, 2018 2:05:03 P
To: Tod Myers .

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Good afternoon, Lt. Myers.

It has been almost two months since you received my written complaint about
Officer Killin using his body-worn camera to record our presumed private
conversation while | was in the privacy of my home.

I respectfully request an update me on the status of this situation, as | believe
that city legal has had adequate time to address my "concern" and come to

some conclusion,

Thank you. I look forward to hearing from you.
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone

OnlJun 5, 2018, at 12:28 PM, Emily Klose © Y o rofe:
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From: Anthony Cobb
Sent; Monday, April 29, 2019 4:19 PM
To: Laura Hall
Subject: FW: Complaint Letter - FOIA Emily Close

Here is email regarding the Emily Close FOIA

%z}ém;y, ) Gotp

From: Rachel Joy

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:15. AM
To: Emily Klos

Cc: Tod Myers <tod.myers@champaignil.gov>
Subject: RE: Complaint Letter

Hello Emily,

When | spoke with you yesterday, | informed you of the process and procedure our office currently takes as it relates to
official police complaints. And as | stated yesterday, for an official police complaint the process is the Lt. of Professional
Standards from CPD investigates, our office reviews and the Citizen Review Subcommittee reviews. After that process,
the camplaint goes to the Chief of Police for a final decision and after that, if a person wants to appeal a decision it goes
to the City Manager. :

After speaking with Lt. Myers, you did not have an official complaint and instead an inquiry regarding the legal use of
body cam video. Therefore, our cffice was not in receipt of a formal police complaint and thus the reason Lt. Myers sent
the information to City legal to answer your direct legal question. ‘ ‘

Therefore, since it was not an official police complaint, our office would not have any next steps related to your legal
question as that would remain with the City’s legal department. | followed up with Lt. Myers and after speaking with the
legal department, you will receive a letter from City legal.

As it relates to our office, if a formal complaint is received, our office would follow the process as will the Citizen Review
Subcommittee. :

Thank you, '

[

“L City of
filll CrAMPAIGN

Rachel Jovy

Communityl Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Champaign

102 N. Neil St..| Champaign, IL 61820

(217} 403-8830] {217) 403-8835 fax

Rachel.Joy@champaignil.gov




From: Emily Klose
Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:03 AM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champaignil.gov>
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hi, Rachel.

Regardless of what the letter from City Legal says, | would like answers to the following questions now: 1) Is the city
manager aware of this complaint? 2} Is the city council aware of this complaint? 3} Is-Chief Cobb aware of this
complaint? 4) Why didn't this complaint go through proper channels at the Police Dept.? Why did it go straight to City
Legal? and 5) Why didn't anyone seem to realize that | am in possession of the video showing Officer Killin's
conversation with me, even if Lt. Myers says it rolled off the server? '

If the city continues to ignore its own policies and protocols, | am forced to conclude that all the references on the city's
webh site about transparency and serving the citizens of Champaign are nothing more than rhetoric.

You yourself said your office should have received a copy of the complaint and that the response should have come
from Chief Cobb, not City Legal.  deserve answers to these questions, Rachel. | thought that was the job of your office,

Please inform me of what your next steps will be.

Respectfully,
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 16, 2018, at 10:35 AM, Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champaignil.gov> wrote:

Hello Emily,
You will receive a letter from City Legal regarding your inquiry as stated below.
Thank you,

<image001.png>

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Champaign

102 N. Neil 5t. | Champaign, [L 61820

(217) 403-8830]| (217) 403-8835 fax

Rachel.Joy@champaignil.gov

From Emily Klose < . '
Sent: Wednesday, August 15 2018 1:30 P




Laura Hall
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From: Anthony Cobb
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2019 4:25 PM
To: Laura Hall
Subject: FW: Request for Review of Chief Cobb's Decision of Citizen Complaint #18-04 - FOIA
Emily Close

Lhnthony . “@ots

From: Daorothy Ann David

Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2018 5:42 AM
" To: Emily Klose - _ )
Cc: Carrie Brown <carrie.brown@champaignil.gov>; Joan Walls <joan.walls@champaignil.gov>; Anthony Cobb
<anthony.cobb@champaignil.gov>

Subject: Re: Request for Review of Chief Cobb's Decision of Citizen Complaint #18-04

Ms. Klose - Thank you for your email. | apologize that | did not reply sooner; yesterday was quite busy and |
didn't open your email until immediately prior to a dinner meeting which was followed by City Council. | have
received it. The City Code does not specify a time frame for my response o a request from a citizen to review
a police complaint; however, as a practical matter | want to prioritize this to the best of my abilities. | have
vacation time scheduled beginning on December 19 through the end of the calendar year, so | would hope
that we can meet and | can complete this review before then. Otherwise, I would finish this when | return in
fanuary.

To expedite matters, [ am copying this email to Ms. Carrie Brown who serves as my Administrative Assistant
and manages my calendar. If you could reply to both of us with your availability to meet in the next few
weeks, that would be most helpful. We will do our best to schedule the meeting in a timely manner at your
convenience. Carrie is out of the office today but will be able to work on this scheduling task next week. 1will
also request that Deputy City Manager Joan Walls join us during the meeting as she is the City Manager's
liaison to the Police Department and the Office of Equity, Community and Human Rights that provides staff

- support to the Citizen Review Subcommittee of the Human Relations Commission. ‘

-1 would also like to mention that yesierday, members of the City Councit and | also received a separate email
from you that was addressed to a gentleman named Rick. I believe that you may have sent this to us in error
so | wanted to make you aware of it. Finally, you will note that | am not copying this reply to the members of
the City Council, as electronic dialogue regarding City business that involves a majority of the governing body
can constitute a violation of the Open Meetings Act. | will separately send a 1-way communication to them to
make them aware that I responded to your email today.




| lock forward to hearing from you. Have a Happy Thanksgiving.

Dorothy Ann David, City Manager
City of Champaign

telephone: (217) 403-8710

email: dorothy.david@champaignil.goy

"Notice: With limited exceptions, ali emall sent and received by this account is subject to public disclosure under the State of Illinois
Freedom of Information Act.
Please consider the envirenment before printing this email,

From: Emily Klose

Sent: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 11:38:33 AM

To: Dorothy Ann David; councii )

Subject: Request for Review of Chief Cobb's Decision of Citizen Complaint #18-04

Good morning, Ms. David,

| request a review of Chief Cobb’s decision regarding Citizen Complaint #18-04, which | filed in
person at the CPD Department on May 31, 2018. | have attached Chief Cobb's decision (above). | am
within my allotted 30 days asking you to review his decision.

| understand that you, as city manager, take your direction from thelcity council, so 1 have copied this
e-malil to the entire city council, as | am dissatisfied with the way the city has handled this complaint
from the get-go.

First, 1 would expect your review of Chief Cobb's decision to include an explanation of how "a
thorough investigation” in to my complaint could have been completed since Lt, Tod Myers sent an e-
mail to me on Aug. 8, 2018, claiming that the video at the heart of this quite serious matter "has since
rolled off the server." State of lilinois statue dictates that body cam footage related to "a formal or
informal complaint” MUST be flagged for review and maintained for two years. How did the city -
manage to complete “a thorough investigation" without its key piece of evidence, which is the body
cam video detailing Ofc. William Killin's speech and conduct during his clandestine recording of a
presumed private phone ccnversation?

Second, the city of Champaign recently paid plaintiff Alton Corey $220,000 to settle a federal lawsuit
filed against the city due to Ofc. Killin and Ofc. Dylan Holloway's alleged use of excessive force
against Mr. Corey on Oct. 17, 2017. Meanwhile, the April 18, 2018 body cam footage that is in MY
possession as a result of my FOIA request to the CPD indicates that, six months later, one of the
same officers (Killin) is misusing his position of power to behave inappropriately, unprofessionally,
and egregiously while talking to me on the phone. Chief Cobb's decision that "this allegation (against
Killin} is exonerated” is baffling as it is unsupported by the body cam video from the CPD that is in my
possession. | request re-evaluation and re-examination of Ghief Cobb's decision. There is nothing in
the state of lllinois statute that | am aware of that gives law enforcement the liberty to use body

2




Laura Hall
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From: Troy Daniels
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2019 4:14 PM
To: Laura Hall
Subject: - Fw: #18-248 - Emails with Civilian Review Board

FOIA Response

Troy Daniels

Deputy Chief | Patrol

P: 217-403-6909 | Front Desk: 217-351-4545 | F: 217-403-6924
52 E. University Ave.

Champaign, [L 61820

Facebook.com/ChampaignPD
Twitter: @ Champaign PD

From: Anthony Cobb _

Sent: Friday, November 30, 2018 10:57 AM

To: Tod Myers

Cc: Troy Daniels; David Shaffer; Joseph Gallo

Subject: FW: #18-248 - Emails with Civilian Review Board

FYl

%Jk/my O Gty

From: Laura Hall
Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 12:56 PM

To: Dorothy Ann David <Dorothy.David@champaignil.gov>; Marilyn Banks <marilyn.banks@champaignil.gov>
Cc: Anthony Cobb <anthony.cobb@champaignil.gov>; joan Walls <joan.walls@champaignil.gov>

Subject: RE: #18-248 - Emails with Civilian Review Board

I will do that. Laura

From: Dorothy Ann David <Dorothy.David@champaignil.gov>
‘Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 12:10 PM

To: Marilyn Banks <marilyn.banks@champaignit.gov>; Laura Hail <Laura.Hall@champaignil.gov>
Cc: Anthony Cobb <anthony.cobb@champaignil.gov>; Joan Walls <joan.walls@champaignil.pov:
‘Subject: Fw: #18-248 - Emails with Civilian Review Board :

Ms. Klose has sent a request to me for a review of the Chief's decision on this complaint. Due to scheduling
conflicts, | will be unable to meet with her until january. However, | would be requesting all of the complaint
documentation as part of my review. As such, | would appreciate if | could receive a hard copy of the
documents produced as a part of this FOIA (to avoid a duplicate request from our office as part of my review.

Dorothy Ann David, City Manager




City of Champaign
telephone: (217) 403-8710
email: dorothy.david@champaignil.qgov .

Notice: With limited exceptions, all email sent and received by this account is subject to public disclosure under the State of Illinois

Freedom of Information Act.
Please consider the anvironment before printing this amail,

From: Jeff Hamilton

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 11:27 AM

To: Dorothy Ann David; Joan Walls; Matt Roeschley; Rachel Joy
Subject: Fw: #18-248 - Emails with Civilian Review Board

FYI

From: FOIOCity

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 10: 43 AM

To: Sally Graning; Laura Hall

Subject: #18-248 - Emails with Civilian Review Board

Good Morning Ladics,

- Attached is a request which indicates ""This request covers

" emails between stafl and the

Civilian Review Board. The initial portion of the request references a citizen complaint number
but she indicated she filed that with CPD in May, 2018, so not sure about that portion of

this request.

A response to this request, without an extension, is duc Thursday, December 6, 2018. Thanks!

Marilyn




RECEWVED
DEC 85 2018

Champaign Police Department
Professiofial Standards
hitﬁmf@lﬁdmpl&inti\.In’é-\ﬁﬁstig‘afii@.n Review

I havé received internal/cothplainit investigation number 20 _@_ (L B¢ Theinvestigation and
finditigs are hereby:

APPROVED / __  DISAPPROVED




l City of
Il CHAMPAIGN

Police Dapartment » 82 E. University Ave » Champaign, IL 61820 « {217} 3514545 « policaf@ehampatani.koy » www.champalgnpolice.com

;
-October 25, 2018

Ms. Emily Klose

Champaign, II, 61822

Re: Citizen Complaint 18-04

A thorough investigation into your complaint alleging employee misconduct has been completed.

Your complaint was investigated by the Office of Professional Standards and his investigation

was reviewed by the officer’s chain of command, Community Relations Manager, Civilian

Review Board and me.

In your complaint, you make the following allegation:

L. An officer recorded your telephone conversation using his body wormn camera without
your consent. The investigation revealed that the officer followed department policy
therefore, this allegation is exonerated. Additionally, command staff wili be reviewing
the current policy to determine what, if any, changes are appropriate, '

If you have any questions, please call me at 217-403-6911

You may request that the City Manager review my decision. This request must be made within

30 days.

Respectfully,

O~

Chief Anthony D. Cobb
Champaign Police Department




Champaign Palice Department
82 E. University Avenue

Champaign IL 61820 ' “ I

I ciy of THIHI

www,champaignpolice.com CHAM PA I G N
MEMORANDUM

To:  Chief Cobb
From: DC Daniels 7 © <>

Date: October 21, 2018

Subject: Complaint 18-04 Recommended Findings

I concur with the findings of Lt, Myers that Officer Killon’s recording of the phone
conversation involving Ms. Klose was within Champaign Police Department Policy, 1
concur that the appropriate findings for this complaint is “Exonerated.”

Lt. Myers also recommends that “command staff revisit the policy to determine if
additional language needs to be included which addresses recording a telephone
conversation or if existing language is sufficient”, and I also concur with this
recommendation. The key issue to determine is whether a person on a phone
conversation with a police officer has “a reasonable expectation of privacy”. If we
determine that a person who has a phone conversation with a police officer has a
reasonable expectation of privacy, then lllinois law would require that “proof of notice
niust be evident in the recording.” (50 ILCS 706/10-20(a)5). Currently, the Champaign
Police Department Policy describes locations whete a person has a reasonable expectation
of privacy in41.11.4 (O) by stating, “...such as a person’s place of residence, bathrooms,
locker rooms, and hospital rooms.” The Illinois Law Enforcement Officer-Worn Body
Camera Act mentions the authorized eavesdropping statutes; however, it specifically
states that “nothing in this Act shall be construed “to limit or prohibit law enforcement
officers from recording in accordance...” of various cavesdropping statutes (50 ILCS
706/16-35).




B1312010

Re: For Review

Bruce Ramseyer

Thu 971372018 12:14 PM

i Tod Myers <tod.myers@champaignil.govs,

| read the memo and agree. Thank you.

Bruce Ramseyer

Lieutenant | Patrol _

City of Champaign Police Department
82 E. University Ave,

Champaign, IL 61820

bruce ramseyer@champaignil,gov

217-403-7040 | (fax) 217-403-6924

Mail - tod.myers@champaignil.gov

Information contained in or attached to this e-mail message may be privileged, confidential, protected from
disclosure and subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). If you are not the intended

recipient, any further disclosure, use, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this message or any attachment is

strictly prohibited. If you believe that you have received this e-mail message in error, please deleté it and notify

Bruce Ramseyer at (bruce.ramseyer@champaignil.gov).

From: Tod Myers

Sent: Friday, August 31, 2018 1:55:15 PM
To: Bruce Ramseyer

Subject: For Review

Tod Myers

Lieutenant | Professional Standards
City of Champaign Police Department
82 E. University Ave,

Champaign, IL 61820

tod myers@champaignil,gov

217-403-6913 | (fax) 217-403-6924

hitps:foutiook offfca 365 .comfowal ?path=/mailinbox
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l City of
Il CHAMPAIGN

Cffica of Eqully, Gommunlty and Human Rights » 402 N Nell St » Champalgn IL, 61820 + (217) 403-8830 » fax (217) 4034835
»vww.champalgnil.gov

September 17, 2018

Chief Anthony Cobb
Champaign Police Department
82 E. University Ave,
Champaign IL, 61820

Dear Chief Cobb,

This letter is written to certify that the Citizen Review Subcommittes of the
Champaign Human Relations Commission has reviewed police complaint 18-04, We
were provided with a copy of the complaint investigation completed by Lt. Tod Myers
 prior fo our rueeting held on September 12, 2018, During our meeting, Lt Myers provided
an overview of the case, and subcommitiee members were given the oppottunity to ask
technical and explotatory questions. In addition, subcommittee members had the
opportunity to provide comments and recommendations,

Our subcommittee agrees with the completeness, thoroughuess, objectiveness and
faitness by which the complaint was investigated, pursuant to Division 10,5 Section 2-537
of the Champaign Municipal Code. Our subcommittee ditected staff to submit our
recommengations for consideration as you make your final decision on complaint 18-04.

In addition, we wanted to let you know that although there was no violation of
policy, we would like you to consider updating the policy to include a requirernent to
inform a citizen of the recording instead of only encouraging officers to disclose this
information. Please note our comtnittee would be happy to be a part of any discussion to
dotermine any updates to the local Body Worn Catnera policy.

Please contact Lt, Tod Myers and Rachel Joy, Comrmunity Relations
Managesr/Compliance Officer with any additional questions or concerns regarding our
recommendations.

Sincerely,

W@QV%}@L

Emily Rodriguez, Chair Citizen Review Subcommittee




Champalgn Police Bepartrment
82 €. University Avenug
Champaign 1L 61820 . ””

{217) 351-4545 : :
st CHAMPAIGN

MEMORANDUM

To: Chilef Anthony Cobb

Frorﬁ: Lt. Tod Myers

Pate: August 31, 2018

Subject: Citizen Complaint 18-04

BACKGROUND

On Tuesday April 10, 2018, Officer Bill Killin was dispatched to INEEEEESfor a disorderly subject
call {Incident #181000364). The suspect in this call lived at [IIIllll:nd had reportedly
returned to her house. Officer Killin spoke to all involved finding this was a parking problem and
ultimately cleared after giving advice. Neither person Involved In this incldent was KLOSE, the
complainant in this investigation,

KLOSE, who owns the property at (Il 5t doesn’t reside there, called and spoke to
Lieutenant Ramseyer inquiring about the original incident. After speaking muitiple times,
Lleutenant Ramseyer aither asked Officer Killin to contact KLOSE or asked KLOSE to contact
Officer Kitlin (he couldn’t remember which) so Officer Killin could expiain what had occurred
since he wasn’t present.

On April 18%, KLOSE called the police department and spoke to Officer Killin. During this
conversation, Officer Killin had activated his body worn camera (BWC) to record the
conversation. It wasn't until the end of the conversation that Officer Killin told KLOSE the
conversation was recorded,

In May, | recelved a voice mail from KLOSE on my office phone. | recalt in the message she
referenced a recorded conversation by Officer Killin and she had questions regarding the body
camera law. 1 did not interpret her message to mean she wished to file any type of complaint,
After recelving this message, | contact Lirutenant Patrilli and asked him to call KLOSE. | did this
because he had just completed the research and subsequent Body Camera Policy and would be
in the best position to answer her questions, A few days later [ spoke to Lieutenant Petrilli to see
if he had made contact. He said he tried to call a couple times but after receiving a voice mail
each time, the last name on the voice mail was not KLOSE so he didn’t leave a message thinking
he possibly had the wrong number. | knew KLOSE went by a previous last name of Washburn, 50
[ asked Lieutenant Petrilli if that was the name on the volicemail. He thought it was. He said he
would calt again and leave a message. | confirmed with him that he did leave a message and had
not received a return call.

Near the end of May or the beginning of June, Deputy Chief Gallo had contact with KLOSE. He
later informed me that KLOSE had supplied a letter to him titled “Champaign Police Department




Citizens Complaint.” This letter is attached. When | read the letter, it appeared that KLOSE was
still looking for a legal interpretation of the law as it pertained to her incident. The question |
had was does a person have an expectation of privacy while they are in their home during a
phone conversation? My question was taken from the letter KLOSE supplied where she cited
language from our policy. | decided to send the letter to the City Legal Department to review her
concemns white obtaining a legal opinion on the body worn camera recording. | emailed KLOSE to
inform her of this and she replied with thank you,

On August 8% | received a response from the legal department which | summarized and sent to
KLOSE. KLOSE responded that she disagreed but thanked me for responding to her question. At
this point { was under the impression that the questions she had asked had been answered even
though she disagreed, and this matter was dosed.

it wasn't untll a couple weeks Jater that | was directed to open and complete a complaint
investigation.

QFFICER KILLIN'S BODY WORN CAMERA:

I was able to get a copy of the body warn camera video from Matt verson. He had kept a copy
after the initial Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request was completed, Below is a timeline of
the conversation,

TIME ACTION
12:34:21 PM Officer Killiin BWC video begins. He is in the report writing room at the
' police department,

12:34:52 Officer Killin answers a phone call, The phone is on speaker however it
appears the caller can’t hear him, 5o he picks the handset up.

12:34 - 12:43 Officer Killin is speaking to KLDSE with the speaker off. He appears to be
explaining the incident which she called about. She cannot be heard.

12:43:11 Officer Killin places the phone call on speaker phone.

13:01:10 Officer Killin tells KLOSE that he is recording the conversation.

13:03:44 KLOSE says she Is hanging up and the phone conversation ends.

Between the time Officer Killin turned the speaker on until KLOSE ended the phone eall, the
conversation did not appear to be a productive conversation in my opinion. When Officer Killin is
chaosing words like “candescending” to describe KLOSE's responses and “nitpicking”, the
purpose of the original conversation is lost, KLOSE did nothing either to put this conversation
back into focus. Although | believe Officer Killin was patient in his explanations, each of them
seemed to feed off the other which rendered the second half of the conversation useless.

{NTERVIEW WITH OFFICER KILEIN

I met with Officer Killin on August 24, 2018 in the patro! commons ares, Belowisa summary of
our conversation:

» To his knowledge, he has never met KLOSE. He has heard from other officers of
the neighborhood disputes which KLOSE is/was part of.

+ Lieutenant Ramseyer asked him to contact KLOSE to answer some questions she
has regarding the parking complaint.

+ Lieutenant Ramseyer told him to activate his body worn camera to record the
conversation. :

» He said he activated his body worn camera to have an accurate record of the
canversation.




He: did not feel he was rude when speaking to KLOSE.

He admitted he was direct in some of his conversations when KLOSE took his
comments out of cantext.

He said he had no reason not to tell KLOSE the conversation was being recorded
in the beginning. It never crossed his mind at the time.

He only mentioned it near the end when she misunderstood what he was telling
her,

INTERVIEW WITH LIEUTENA&T RAMSEYER

| spoke to Lleutenant Ramseyer in his office on August 27, | asked him to tell me about his
interaction with KLOSE. He provided the following:

L
.

* % & »

He spoke to KLOSE several times over the phone about a parking issue.

She initially wanted to review the body worn camera video from the parking
complaint call which she was not part of,

He did review the recording and assured her there was no improper conduct.
She asked several questions and seemed “upset” by some of his responses.
KLOSE had questions that he didn’t have answers for.

He asked Officer Killin to have a conversation with KLOSE in hopes of answering
some of her questions.

He told Officer Killin if he was uncomfortable having the conversation to activate
his body worn camera. ,

He is not sure If he told Officer Kiltin to advise KLOSE of the recording.

When asked why he directed Officer Killin to use the body worn camera, he said
he wanted to have the conversation on record. He would not have been
surprised if KLOSE filed a complaint based on his own interaction with KLOSE, so
he wanted Officer Killin to have the conversation on record.

DEPARTMENT POLICY
Champa ign Police Department policy 41.11 titled Body camera and Mobile Video ﬂecordin_q Is the

policy which governs, in part, the use of the body camera by officers. Section 41.11.4 outlines
the body camera requirements for use for uniformed officers. There are a few subsections of
41.11.4 which | believe are relevant to this investigation,

Subsection H:

Subsection N:

Subsection O;

Body cameras must be turned off when:

1. Victim of a crime request that the camera be turned off,

2, A witness of a crime or a citizen who wishes to report a crime request
that the camera be turned off.

3. The officer is interacting with a confidential informant used by the law
enforcement agency.

Officers are encouraged to provide notice to the subject beifg recarded unless it
is unsafe to do 50 or exigent circumstances exists.

Officers must provide notice of recording to any person if the person has a
reasonable expectation of privacy, such as a person’s place of residence,
hathrooms, locker rooms, and haspital rooms. Proof of notice must be evident
in the recording.




Subsection P: An officer may initiate a body camera recording any time the officer believes it
would be appropriate or valuable to document an incident.

SubsectionQ: Officers are not required to record consensual contacts or incidental contact
with citlzens unless that contact becomes confrontational or changes to an
Investigative or law enforcement contact, or they believe doing so would be
otherwise be beneficial,

FINDINGS

The question before me Is did Officer Killin violate Champaign Police Policy by recording the
telephone conversation with KLOSE without obtaining her consent prior. In making my findings,
I examined the subsections of the Body Camera policy mentioned above.

Subsection H:  This subsection defines when the body camera must be turned off.
KLOSE was not present or involved at all with the disorderly subject call Officer Killin responded
to. KLOSE noted in her letter that she was in a class that evening therefore did not witness any of
the events that evening, and KLOSE is not a confidential informant with the Champaign Police
Department. 1 see no violations within this subsection.

Subsection N: This subsection encourages officer to provide notice to subjects being
recorded unless It is unsafe to do so, or exigent circumstances exists. Clearly there were no
safety issues or exigency involved in the phone call. The wording of the policy states
“encourages” but does not require officers to provide notice. During my interview with Officer
Killin, he said he had no reason not to tell KLOSE he was recording however it never crossed his
mind at the time. 1 sea no violations with this subsection,

Subsection Q:  This subsection says an officer must provide notice of recording to any
person if the person has a reasonable expectation of privacy, such as a person’s place of
residence, bathrooms, lockers rooms, and hospital rooms. 1do not interpret the policy to mean
just because a parson is calling the police from inside their residence that the reasonabla
expactation of privacy applies. However, if an officeris in a citizen’s residence and recording
with their body worn camera where the interior can be recorded, then this subsection would be
applicable. |see no violations with this subsection.

Subsection P:  This subsection says an officer may initiate a body camera recording any
time the officer balieves it would be appropriate or valuable to document the incident. In this
case, Lieutenant Ramseyer had several conversations with KLOSE prior to Officer Killin. Based on
those conversations and her reaction to some of his answers, ha totd Officer Killin to document
the conversation via his body camera to preserve the Interaction In case anything was brought up
in the future, Officer Killin followed the suggestion of Lieutenant Ramseyer especially since he
{Killin) had not met KLOSE prior and Lieutenant Ramseyer had interacted with her,

Subsection Q;  This subsection indicated officers are not required to record consensual
cantacts or Iincidental contact with citizens unless that contact become confrontational or
changes to an investigative or law enforcement contact, or they believe doing so would
otherwise be beneficial. Officer Killin was not required to record the conversation however
made the decision to because of information provided by Lieutenant Ramseyer. Officer Kitlin
said he wanted an accurate record of the conversation which he believed would be beneficial to
him in the future possibly.




Although | do not believe Officer Kilfin violated the policy as it is written, | do believe the right
thing to do would have baen to alert KLOSE in the beginning of the conversation that the -
recording was occurring. If, after being advised of the recording, KLOSE chose not to be recorded
she could have simply ended the conversation. Based on the above information, this allegation
is exenerated,

| would recommend command staff revisit the policy to determine if additional language needs
to be included which addresses recording a telephone conversation or if existing language is
sufficient.




652018 Mall - tod.myers@champaignil.gov

Complaint Letter

Tod Myers

Tug 6/5/2018 8:55 AM

Ms, Klose,

i just wanted to let you know | had received your complaint letter in reference to an officer recording your phoné
conversation via his body worn camera. | have sent your concern to our legal department. Once | hear back from

them, | will be in contact with you.

Lt. Tod Myers

Office of Professional Standards
217-403-6913
tod.myars@champaignil.gov

hitps:foutinok office365.cormfowalPpath=/mailinbox i
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August 24, 2018

Ms. Emily Klose
(
Champaign, I1. 61821

Re: Citizen Complaint 18-04
Ms. Klose:

First let me apologize for my confusion. After speaking to you initially, I believed that the letter
you had submitted was not a formal complaint but rather a legal question. Therefore, I
forwarded the information to the City legal department. You are alleging the following:

L. Officer Killin used his body worn camera to record a conversation he had with
you via the telephone. You believe this was a private conversation and the officer
did not ask for your consent to record it, '

1 will be conducting the investigation into your complaint allegation. My normal working hours
are Monday through Friday 8:00 PM - 4:00 PM. I can be reached at (217) 403-6913 or by email

at tod. myers@champaignil gov

[have enclosed the “Citizen Complaint Fact Sheet” which outlines our procedure for the
investigations.

If you bave any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant Tod Myers
Champaign Police Department
Office of Professional Standards
217-403-6913

Tod Myers@champaignil.goy




CHAMPAIGN POLICE DEPARTMENT
CITIZEN’S COMPLAINT

My name is Emily Klose. I reside at || N N NN :2mpaign, where I
have lived since 1993. I am filing a corplaint against Officer William Killin for -

using his bodycam on Wednesday, April 18, 2018, to record a presumed private
phone conversation with me, without first asking for mty consent. On that date, I
called Officer Killin at about 12:45 p.m., to discuss a police interaction that Officer
Killin had on Tuesday, April 10, 2018, at | NNEENEEEGSEEN c1iccming a car
that was allegedly parked in front of ||| | | ) BN 1 own the property at i
B v horc my renter, | 1 the first floor apartment. At
about 7:30 p.m. on April 10, |l pparently knocked on the front door of
ﬂhome, which is at B N

TTe ), to ask [ she knew who owned said car. An argument
ensued, and Officer Killin was called to the scene,

While I was not present at this April 10 incident due to a Tuesday night class, Ms.
I did text me that evening while I was at class to inform me that this incident
was unfolding. The following day, Wednesday, April 11, 2018, I talked to Ms.
B i1 person to find out, from her point of view, what had happened.

Subsequently, I talked several times to Lt. Bruce Ramseyer by phone, to gather
more information about this incident. Among other things, he agreed to look at the
bodycam footage that Officer Killin had recorded on April 10, 2018, during the
incident at_Aﬁer his review of said footage, Lt. Ramseyer
told me that he wasn’t concerned about anything he bad seen on Ofe. Killin’s

bodycam footage, as there appeared to be nothing more consequential than some
nervous laughter and some raised voices.

Because this incident concerned a renter livitg in one of my properties, and
because the police were involved, I continued gathering information that was
available to me under the Freedom of Information Act. On April 12, 2018, I sent a
FOIA request to the Champaign Police Department requesting the police report
that I had been given a number for (#181000364). However, I understand that a
police report for this incident was apparently never written or filed. [ also sent a
FOIA to METCAD for the dispatch ticket of this event, which I did receive. Then I
remembered that during my phone conversation with Ofc. Killin on April 18, 2018,
he had informed me, near the end of our conversation, that he was recording our
conversation. I remember being quite surprised to hear this, as he had at no earlier
time in our conversation asked for my consent or permission to record this-




conversation. In fact, he informed me that he was sitting in his office at the police
station while recording our conversation. Please note that I was in the privacy of
my home at while Ofc. Killin was recording this conversation,
and I was not a participant in the events of Tuesday, April 10. So I sent a FOIA to
the CPD requesting the bodycam footage of this conversation between myself and
Ofc. Killin, I did, in fact, receive the bodycam footage, which included both an
audio and a video component of our conversation.

After watching and listening to the bodycam footage several times, and in
consultation with my attorney, I came to the conclusion that Ofc. Killin had acted
inappropriately, unprofessionally, and in violation of city/police department policy
by recording our phone conversation using his bodycam as he had neither asked
for, nor received, my consent to engage in this action. Section 41.11.4, Part O, of
the CPD Body Camera and Mobile Video Recording Policy states: “Officers must
provide notice of recording to any person if the person has a reasonable
expectation of privacy such as a person’s place of residence, bathrooms, locker
rooms, and hospital rooms. Proof of notice must be evident in the recording.”

On Tuesday, May 22, 2018, after talking to Sgt. Colby Oleson by phone about my
concerns about Ofc, Killin’s use of the bodycam on April 18, and being told by
Sgt. Oleson that Ofe. Killin should not have used his bodycam in that way (to
record my presumed private conversation with Ofc. Killin), I called Lt. Tod
Myers’s phone number at the CPID’s Professional Standards Division at 10:40 a.m.
and left him a voicemail telling him of my concern that Ofc. Killin’s behavior was
grounds for a complaint. However, Lt. Myers did not call me back. So today, on-
Wednesday, May 30, 2018, I went to the CPD to find out how I could file a
complaint. Eventually, Ofc. Oleson came out and gave me this complaint packet.
However, after being told initially that Lt. Dave Shaffer, Deputy Chief, was the
person to whom I needed to direct my very specific questions regarding this
complaint, Ofc.-Oleson then told me in person on Wednesday, May 30, that 1t. Joe
Gallo was the person I needed to talk to, but that Lt, Gallo was on vacation until
June 4, 2018, and that nobody else at the CPD could address this particular
situation until Lt. Gallo’s return on June 4. Therefore, given the obstacles that 1
have faced trying to communicate this complaint in its totality to the CPD, I
request that my complaint now be addressed with alacrity, transparency, and
accountability when it finally lands on the correct desk.

Thank you for your attention to this matter, My number is.~ -~ .~ and my

e-mail address is B _ hould you need to contact me.
0573 / g0ld




CHAMPAIGN POLICE DEPARTMENT

POLICY and PROCEDURE

POLICY NUMBER: 41.11

SUBJECT: BODY CAMERA and MOBILE VIDEO RECORDING EFFECTIVE DATE: 10/01/09

REVISED DATE: 04/04/17

REFERENCE ILEAP: OPR.01.11

REFERENCE CALEA:  41.3.8
INDEX AS:

41.11.1 MOBILE VIDEQ RECORDING SYSTEMS

41.11.2 MVR - REQUIREMENTS FOR USE

41.11.3 BODY CAMERAS - RESPONSIBILITIES —
UNIFORMED OFFICERS

41.11.4 BODY CAMERAS - REQUIREMENTS FOR
USE - UNIFORMED OFFICERS

41.11.5 BODY CAMERAS - REQUIREMENTS FOR
USE — NON-UNIFORMED OFFICERS

41.11.6 BODY CAMERAS - REQUIREMENTS FOR
USE - SWAT PERSONNEL

- MNT PROHIBITED USE OF BODY CAMERAS

41.11.8 PURLIC RECORDINGS

41.11.9 REVIEW OF MVR AND BODY CAMERA

RECORDINGS

411110 RETENTION OF MVR AND BODY
CAMERA RECORDINGS

411111  RELEASE OF RECORDINGS (FOIA)

411112 MVR AND BODY CAMERA VIDEO
UPLOAD AND EVIDENCE
DOCUMENTATION -

411113  REPORTING '

PURPOSE!

The Champaign Police Department is committed fo
profacting the safety, welfare, and integrity of all officers
and the public they serva. Therefors, all officers shall use
the Moblle Video Recording devices and body cameras
consistent with this policy.

The purpose of this policy is to establish guidelines for the
use and operation of body cameras and mobile video
recording units,

DEFINITIONS:

Audio Recording: Electronic recording of conversation or
spoken wortds.

Body Camera: An electronic camera system for creating,
generating, sending, receiving, sioring, <isplaying, and
processing audiovisual recordings that may be worn about
the person of a law eniproement officer that Is capable of
at least a 30-second pre-racord buffering in addition to
recording audio and video for & period of at least 10
hours,

Video Recording Program Manager: The overall
management of the mobile vidso recorder system and
body camera program will be the responshility of a
tisuterant as assigned by the Chlef of Palice, The Video
Recording Program Manager is responsible for handling
or directing administrative and management matters

related to the Department's body camera and moblle
video recorder programs as oullined In this policy or as
further directed.

Buffering: The body camera continuously records and
loops the video, capturing 30-seconds of pra-event video,
Audio s not recorded dwiing the buffering. The body
camera is considered off while buffering as no digital
record exists until an avent recotding is initiated.

Business Offense:; A petly offense for which the fine is in
axcess of $1,000.

In Uniform: A law enforcement officer who is wearing any
officially authorized uniform designated by a law
enforcement agancy, or a law enforcement officer who is
visibly wearing articles of ciothing, a badge, tactical gear,
gun bel, a patch, or other insignia Indicating that ha is a
law enforcement officer acting int the course of his duties.

inoperable: A body camera that does not tum on, stops
recording before an officer stops the recerding, or s
incapable of recording audio or video, or a moblls video
system that is incapable of recording video from the front
{main) cameta or awdic from the officer's transmitter,

Law Enforcement Officar: Any person employed by a
State, county, municipality, speciat district, collage, unit of
government, or any other entity authorized by law to
employ peacs officers or exercise police authority and
who s primarily responsible for the prevention or
detection of crime and tha enforcemant of the laws of this
State,

Law Enforcement-Related Encounters or  Aclivities:
Include, but are not limited fo, iraffic stops, pedestrian
stops, arests, searches, interrogslions, investigations,
pursuits, crowd control, traffic contrel, non-community
caretaking interactions with an individual while on patrol,
or any other instance in which the cfficer is enforcing the
faws of ths municipality, county, or State. Does not
include when the officer is compleling paperwork alone or
only In the presence of another law enforcement officer.

Minor Traffic Offense: A petly offense, business offense,
or Class C misdemeanor under the Hinois Vehicle Code
or a similar pravision of & municipal or lncal ordinance.

Mobile Video Recording (MVR) System: A departmentally-
provided video recording system permanently mounted in
a police vehicle, .

Pelty Offense: Any offense for which a sentence of
imprisonment is not an authorized disposition,

Varbal Announcement/Notice: Verbal statement by the
officer Indicating a body camera is recording the
interaction. Example: "My hody camera is on; you are
being recorded,”

POLICY:
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MOBILE VIDEQ RECORDING SYSTEMS

Installation and service of Mobils Video Recording
(MVR) systoms will be in accordance with
manufacturers specifications.  Installation of the
systam will include linking brake applications and
siren activation coding onto the video recording.

‘Only officers propary trained in the operation of the

MVR will aperate the system. Operation of the system
will follow manufacturer's recommendations,

At the beginning of each shift the driver of a vehicle
equipped with an MVR will inspect the system to
ensure that it is In proper operating condition.
inspaction will consist of chacking the audio and
videa components of the system and verlfying that
the correct fime and date are displayed. Any
damage, defect, or malfunction which cannot be fixed
and renders the MVR inoperable will Immediately ba
brought to the aftention of a supensor. The vehicls

will be dead-ined and ancther vehicle will be.

assigned by the supervisor. The supervisor shall
notify the Video Recording Program Manager.

Uniformed officars will not turn off the power ko their
transmitters or remove the transmitter from their
person during their shift except during meal breaks In
a non-public setting or personal breaks,

MVR - REGWIREMENTS FOR USE

The Mabite Video Recording systam will automaticaily
begin recording any time the squad's overhead lights
are activated, the spead of the vehicle ks more than
56 MPH, or the officer presses the record button on
the transmitter,

Officers shall activate both the audio and video
components of thelr MVR whenever an enforcement
stop Is conducted. An enforcement stop Is defined as
an actlon by an officar Ir: relation to enforcement or
investigative activity, ingluding but not limited to traffic
stops, “terry stops,” pedestrian stops, field inferviews,
abandoned vehicle contacis, motorist assists,
commercial motor vehicle stops, roadside safety
checks, raquests for Identification, or responses to

requosts for emergency service,

1. Primary officers will activate their MVR prior to
contact with the viclator or prior to or upon arrival
at the scane of the Incident or investigation.

2. Back-up or assisting officers will activate their
MVR prior to or upon arrival at the scene of the
enforcement stop, incident, or investigation,

Thera may be cases in which the MVR video Is not of
value because of conditions or the lacation of the
camera. However, the MVR audic recording may be
valuable and is subject to the same activation
requirements as described above.

An officer may activate the audio andior video
componarts of the MVR any other time the officer
believes it would be appropriate or valuable to
document an incident,
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In all circumstances, once an MVR recording has
been initiated the officer shall not ceass recording
until & reasonable and prudent person would considar
the stop or contact 1o be completed, except when:

1. The initlal incident that requirad the activation
has stabilized or concluded, the officer is not
actively interacting with citizens or actively
participating in the investigation, and the officer
does not reasonably anticipate doing so in the
immediate future; or,

2. The officer is sngaged in scene protection, traffic
diraction, monitoring a traffic post, or other
similar activity and reasonably believes there is
no longer any necessity to record.

Any officer driving a police vehicle which is equippad
with an MVR and a rear seat camera and who is
responsible for fransporting any person, in-custody or
otherwise, shall audic and video record the transport.
This will be accomplished by activating both the rear
seat camera and the rear seat microphone.

BODY CAMERAS - RESPONSIBILITIES -
UNIFORMED OFFICERS

Officers dressed in.a Class A, B, or C uniform and
waorking a shitt, detail, or a special event, shall wear
their assigned body camera whils on duty as part of
their standard duty equipment.

Pripr to going into service, unlformed officers shall
inspect the body camera to ensure that it Is in proper
operating condition,  Ihspection will consist of
inltiating a system check recording to ensure the
camera has synced to the squad the officer will ba
driving and recordings are beginning and functioning
properly,

Malfunctions, damage, loss, or theft of the hody
camera shall be reported by the officer to an
immediate supervisor as soon as the officer becomes
aware unless exigent clroumstances oxiaf, That
supervisor shalt notify the shift lieutenant and the
Video Recording Program Manager,

If a body camera becomes damaged or Is deemed
inoperable, the supervisor will immediately provide a
replacernent body camera to the officer,

Supervisors shall ensure that recording procedures
are followed and that officers are submitting body
camera media as reguired by both the law and
Department policy.

Should an incident arlse that requires the immediate
retrieval of the recorded media (e.0. officer-involved
shooting or serlous officer-involved Incident), a
suparvisor shall respond to the scene and notify the
shift lisutenant.  The Heutenant will retrisve the body
camera and ensure the proper upload of the regorded
media. The officer shall not retumn to duty until
equipped with a fully functioning replacement body
camers.
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Bapatment members shall use only Daepartment-
Tssued body cameras.

Officers: shall. seeurely position ihe camera on- their
Upper torst 96 events i front.of the officer-aré riost
fikely Yo bercaptured.

. Body cameras must be’ turned .on when the officers

responting to calls for sefvice g engagad it any faw
enforcement-related enzounter-ar activily that-occurs
‘whils the officer [s:61 elufi.

If.a police report s wiritten, the officer shall dacument
in the report that ihe incldent: or interaclion was

Tecorded by a body camera and nits the existencs of

the recording In the properly section:of that rapart.

Figld Trairing Officars wearing pldln clothes shall ba
equipped with & body ‘camera and shall use. the
camera i Bocordance with this-saction.

Uniformed officers will connect the magnetic charging
Gord: in the ‘squad car 1o their body camera whilp
inside the vehigle and on palrol to maintain the
batteny's charge.

¥ this igction, -ohoe 8 body
n initiated the officer snall
not egasd racofding urfllh-a reasonable-and prudent
person would consider the stop or conlact to he
completed; except whery '

1. The Initial icident thid required the setivation
‘has stabilized or concluded, the officer Is hot
actively interacting. with ¢itizens or activély
participating Inthe tnvestigation, and the officer
does not reastnably anticipits doing s¢ inthe

immaiate future; of

2 "The officer Is engaged in steije protection; traffi
directlon; monitoring & ‘raffic posl, or -other
‘simllar activity and reagonably belleves thers is
no longer-any necassity ko ragerd.

if exigent cireumistances -exist; or if the officar -has
reaspnable, articulable’ suspicidi that & victiog,
witness, or confidential informant tas commiitted: oris
the precass of campnitiing a <ritie; the &ificer niay:
continue to record that perssr. In these ltations,,
imless impreglical of irmpossiBly, the officer rust

3Pez‘._g<;*'3!f1ii“§’»

verbally indicate the reasen for centinuing te recard
tospite the request from the Victin, witness, or
contfidential inforraant.

When & lindy carmdra retording 1s deactivated by an
offieer prior tothe: conclusion-of an event; the dfficer
shalk;

1. Verhally describe the reason by naration pricrto
denttivation.

2. Document the reason for deactivation ln the
Feport; Fone is writtsn,

Body cameras may be turned off when a person in
sustody J¢ willing to speak with-the officer but refuses
{0 de 50 unless'the camera s turmed off, urless the
law requires the recording because of the offense.

1. Offanses that require fecording of custodial
‘interrogationsare;

@ Juveniles in custody for misdemeanoe or
felony Sex Dfferises and @y state felany
:charge, .

b Adulls. in custody for murder; Homiclde;

- manslaughter;  voluntary  manslaughter;
secklass homicide; drug-induced homicide;
fatal DUl predatory ciiminal ‘sexual assault:
aggravated Brsen; aggravate dnapping;
Aaggravated  ‘vehlculdr  hijacking,  Horme
invastony, aggravated criminal sexual assaulty
armed robbery; -aggravated battory with a
firgarny. ' '

Because it may not be immediately apparent to an
officer which subjects aré witnesses; victinis,
suspacts, or unrelated bystanders, officers are
faguirad 1o keeb thé body samsda activéted whiile
they determine the role of .@ach person In the
incident, OMicers aig not expected 1o maked positive
‘determination of what-each persen’s role-was priorto
condueting Interviews, o g standare will be
reasonable belief based on the avallable information

o thi officerat that time.

A Qfffcers will pot unreastinably sndanger themselves

‘or another person te-confarm to-this poliey. in any
situation In which the' camera is réquirgd t-be tumed
on:ahd exigant tirgsmstanicts-ex ch preyerit the
camerg: from being. timad en frectéd by :this
polley; the camerd must be tumed on ag soon as
practicable, The reason forthe delaywill be noted In
the palice report or dispateh tigket. If ‘thers is ho.
rapott.
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Officers -are: not. rgquited 16 tecord Gonsensial
contacts -‘or incidental contacts with Titizens unluss
that contast becames confrontational or: ghanges to
an investigative or law arforceihent contact, or they
belleve daing so would othorwise be-beneficial,

Qiflcers will nof tos off the power 1o thelr Body
camera during their shift or detail,

Otficers will hot remove.the body camerd fror their
person during fheir shift; with the followlng
gxcaptions:

1. Bufing meal bréaks in a nod-publissatting: of

2. Buting paesonal Breaks; or

3. When gt the Department not: on & &8l for
Hervice; to charge the tratlery in the-sqiad; of

BODY GAMERAS —REQUIREMENTS FOR
USE — NON-UNIFGRMED OFFICERS

Officers assigned to the-Investivations:Division ar any
otfier nom-unifarmod posltion sshall wear & body
camera when ey afe Weaiing duter piotective vdals
which identify them as palice ufﬁcers

Offlcers assignedito the Investigalions Division orany

other fivr-uniformed position shall be-equipped with a

bedy camera and record the foliowing situations:

1. AR In-parson intarrabation, wWhethsr custadial g
nomcustodial, of -an individual suspected of
committing a crire, régardiass of the location of
“thatiriterrogation.

2. A plannedarrest detail,

3. ‘Execution of 8 searsh watrant,

5. Auuni'fﬂ,rmed patrol assignment:

6. Anyenforcement stop of a-person or vatilcle.

7. ‘Responseto an emargency-call forsendne.

B, Any ofBr 2w Shioreement -entounters. ds
directed by a supervisor.

When an interrogation fhat must be recordad by VS
ar g policy takes place in & logation: hat has uthar
videa: and audio recording opﬁons such as an.

Py L7
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interview. room, that aqutpmant may be used in lieu of
the gificer’s bodyeamera,

Officers assagned to the Investigatwns Bivision orany’
other. non—unlfarmed assignment may carry and use
an approved body canmiera at any time the- officar
believes thal such a device may be usefal In
facording staternsnts from ofiier invelved faities: &F
documenting evidence.

Non-uniformed dfficers mvofyed in the gxeculion of a

saach warrant may doathivate tha body c¢amera
racfordlng ence the scane is secure If they are nat
fnvolved in an mterrogatton O @re o lohgér In
contact with citizens involved in. the search warrart:

Non-(niformed officers Will have their assigned body.
camera available to thism and eharged at all fimas.

- Monsuniformed officers .ave subleck fo e same.

regiirenients and restristions- A8 (nifdimad offieera’da
outlingd in 41.41.4 subsections (A}, (BJ, (D), {@), (H),

By 10 (K3, (L), (V). (09), (O, i (Q).

BODY CAMERAS - REQUIREMENTS FOR:
USE— SWAT PERSONNEL,

‘Members ofthe Department's SWAT team will wear.a

body ‘camerd duning &l Search warrarits, arrest
detdlis; or cther incidents as directed by the feam:
leaclcr ,

Unless unsafe. to do-so, officers will bagin ihé body.
camera recording Just prior to. the: exeeufion of &
sedrGh wattahl, areest Sctivity] ‘or.glfisr anfordemant
activity, or at any time:direcied to by a supirvisor.

BWAT officers may deaciivate the body camera

récording onda thie scene 18 sEcurs: provided they are

not nvelved. i an interrogation -or are na. langer ir
sontactwith eilizeny itivblved in the sedrchiwaiiant

Tha ' SWAT Team Commande, SWAT Team Lesucferl
or Agslstant SWAT Team Leader may. exempt a
SWAT sniper ‘from ‘these: raquiremants basdd vpon
cperaﬁonal needs. :

Body cameras shall notbe usedto record:

1. Communications with other police persennel‘
during  fouting,  noh-énforcement related
agtivities.

2 Communications. with other police personnal
duiing plannirigand tactical tiscussians.
3. Encounters with  undercaver

; ; officers  or
Informants,

4. Wheén an officer i on brégk op is othergisa:
erigaged in pergonal activiiles.
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8. Anyagtivity from eff-duty employmant..

Qiflcers who inadvertontly -activate the bady camers
during ‘non-taw enhforcenent activities orin & seting
in'which others would have-a reasonable expactation
of privacy {plade-of rasidence; locker tadmms, drossing
fooms, andfor bathroomis), shall notify  their
supervisor jmmediately. The ‘supervisor whe was
hotified will as socri ag possible slagsify the recording
gs "Private The Depuly Thief of tha- officar who
Inadverténtly fade the rocording il réview the
recording only fo the point whereltvan be determined
that the récoiding was: dpprafiriately ‘clagsified. as
“Prvate.” Only Deputy Chiefs and the Chlef of Police
will hiave viewing Tights fof recordings classified as
“Private.” “Private” recardings will be retained for a
period 6f:90.days:

Officérs are probibited from using Baperimisnt-issied
hody cameras: and recerding media-for personal use
and from aking personal coplas of roédrdings
credted while .on-duty or while: acting n thei officlal
oapacity. :

Reoordings ‘shall riot bs uset by any officer fof the
purpose:of enterdainment; embartassment, orridisule.

Officers Who dre-off-duity and who take official action
are not expected fo be in possession of their
assigned body camera.

PUBLIGC RECORDINGS

No-officer yaay hinder or prohibit any person, not-a
law enforcement officer, from recording & law
&nforcemerit officer’in the performance of his or Her
dutles in & public place.or when the officer has ne
toasonable expectation of privacy:

Unlawiul Confiscation of ‘desfruction -of & resording
medium of & person. wha is not a law eforcement
officer in violafion of this policy may result I srimina)
penalties-andfor departmental discipline:

Notwithstanding the foregoing, an officar is authorized
to take reasonable -actions to maintaln safety and
control, secure crime and. accident scenes, protect
the -Integrity and confidentisfity. of individials and
investigations, and protect the public: 'safely and
greter, ' ’

REVIEW OF MVR AND BODY CAMERA
RECORDINGS
All- images and siitids rocorded by MR oF by
cameras are the exclusive progerty of the
Department.
Persbnnet will not orass, dlter, or'make unauthorized

eop 18 racorded medle rmate by MVR, body:
sareras, o olher recording dovices.

The: recardifig officer and the offisar's supervisar may
access-and review MVR and body camera-recordings

prior to completing incident Fepdrs of othel
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documentation, provided that the ofiicer or his
supervisor discloses fhial fact n the réport or
documentation.

Offieers shall not-use the fack that an MVR or body

‘camora recording weis made: as justification for wriig

& less-datailed report:

Supervisors are authorized 1o review relevant MVR
and body- camaras recordings-al ‘any tims {o includs
when. they ace investigating alleged: miscandust or
reports of meritorious- conduct or whsnaver sich'
recordings would be beneficial in reviewlng an
offiger’s performantie; :

Recordings shell not be ysed to discioling law
enforcement officers unfess:

1. Afermal of infofmal complaint of miséondyct has.
begn made; or

2, Awse-offorceincdenthas ocourred;.or

8. The encounter on the feceidlnig-could tesult In
formal Investigation under the Unlform Peace:
Offisers” Diseiplinary Act; ¢r

4. As tarrobpration
missandect,

of -ofher ‘evidencs of

Nothifg in 41,11.9 Section F shall e constried
limit or prohitit & faw enforeement officer-from-being
subject o an action 1hal does net amount fo
diselpling, including but not limited to-counseling.

RETENTION OF WMVR AND BODY
‘CAMERA RECORDINGS

Recordings maue’ by officer-wom body cameras ér
MVRs must be retained by the faw anforcement.
ggency of by the tamera vandor Used by the-agency,
on:a recording madium fora perlod of 80 days.,

Undler fio ciroumstances shall:any recdrding mads b
an -pfficer-worn bady ‘camerd of MVR be altered,
orased, or'destroyed prior:te the sxpiration of the' 90~
day storage period. '

+ Following the 90:-day storage perfod, any and all

retordings made wilth an bfficer-worn body camiers ot
MVR ‘must be destroyed, unlsss any enceunter
caplred on thé reecording has been flagaed. -An
snuounter is deanied to be flagged wher:

1. Aformalorinformal camplaint has bean filad; or

2. Theofficer discharged his-or Fer firearm or.used
force during the encounter;-or

Death or great bodlly harm vecurrsd ‘o any
person in fhe recdrding;-or

4. The ‘encounter resulted In & detertion or an
arrest, excluding traffic stops which resulted in
only a mingr raffic offonse: ot busingss offerise;
ar
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§. The officer Is the subject of an Intemal
invastigation or otherwise being investigated for
possible misconduct; or

6. The supervisor of the officer, a prosecutor, a
defendant, or a court determines that the
encounter has evidentiary value In a criminal
prosecution; or

7. The recording officer requests that the video be

flagged for official purposes related to his or her
official dutles.

- D. Under no circumstances shall any recording made

with an officer-worn body camera ar MVR relaling to a
flagged encounter be altered or dastroyed prior to 2
years after the recording was flagged. if the flagged
recording was used in & cedminal, civil, o
administrative proceeding, the recording shall not be
destroyad except upon a final disposition and order
from the court.

Following the 90-day storage period, recordings may
be retained if & lleutenant designates the recording
for training purposes. If the recording is designated
for training purposes, the recordings may be viewed
by officers, in the presence of a supervisor or training
instructor, for the purpeses of instruction, training, or
ansuring compliance with agency policies,

Recordings which are either not required or are
restricted from being recorded by this policy, but are
refated 1o a criminal Investigation, shall be retained as
part of the criminal invastigation fila,

RELEASE OF RECORDINGS (FOIA)

A. Recordings made with the use of an officer-worn

body camera are not subject to dis¢iosure under the
Freedom of [nformation Act (FOIA), except that;

1. If the subject of the encounier has a reasonable
expectation of privacy at the tme of the
recarding, any recording which is flagged, dus to
the filing of a complaint, discharge of & firsarm,
use of force, arrest or delention, or resulting
death or bodily harm, shall be disclosed in
accordarnce with FOIA if:

a. The subject of the encounter captured on the
racording is @ viclim or witness; and
b, Tha law enforcement agency obtains written

parmigsion of the subject or the subjact's
legal reprosentative.

2. Except as provided in paragraph (1} of this
section, any recording which s flagged due to
tha filing of a complalnt, discharge of a firearm,
use of force, arrest or detention, or resulting
death or bodily harm shall be disclosed in
accordance with FOIA,; and

Upon request, the law enforcement agency shall
disclose, in accordance with FOIA, the recording
to the subject of the encounter captured on the
recording or to the subject's attorney, or the
officer or his or her legal representative,

B,
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For the purposes of paragraph (AX1) of this section,
the subject of the encounter does not have a
reasonable expectation of privacy if the subject was
arrested as a result of the encounter. ' For purposes
of subparagraph (a) of paragraph (1} of this section,
"witness” does not include a person who Is a victim or
who was amrested as a result of the encounter,

Only recordings or portions of recordings responsive
to the request shall be available for inspection or
raproduction.  Any recording disclosed under FOIA
shall be radacted to remove the identification of any
person that appsars on the recording and is not the
officer, a subject of the encounler, or directly involved
in the encounter, Nothing in this section shall require
the disclosure of any recarding or portion of any
recording which would be exempt from disclosurs
under FOIA. :

Nothing In this section shall limit access to a camara
recording for the purposes of complying with the
Suprame Court rules or the rules of evidence.

MVR recordings shalt be available under the
applicable provisions of the Freedom of Information
Act. Only recorded portions of the audio recording or
vidao recording medium applicable to the request will
be available for Inspection or copying,

MVR AND BODY GCAMERA VIDEO
UPLOAD AND EVIDENCE
DOCUMENTATION

Whenever an incident is recorded, the officar making
the recording shall correctlly classify it based on tha
type of Incident that occurred.  Officars shall include
the complete 9-digit METCAD event number and
case number, If generated, separated by a space in
the Case File Number data field in the classification
box. Additional information, such as & subject's
name or identifiers, location, or other notes, may be
included at the officer's discretion in the Note box,

Officers shall classify all body camera videos and
MVR videos using the following requirement:

1. 3 Years: Great Bodily Harm, Use of Force, State
Criminal Charge, Detention Stop, DU,

2. 10 Years; Major Criminal Investigation (Death,
Shaoting, Bank Robbery, Sexual Assault).

3. 90 Days: All other recordings.

Supervisors o Investigators may add a longer
duration classification tag to any video at their
distration.

Whenever an incident is recorded and g report is
written regarding that incident, the recording and
classification shall be noted in the corresponding
polica report.

Whenever an incident is recorded by an MVR or body
camera and the recording is entered as evidence, it is
the responsibilty of the officer who made the
recording to ensure the existence of the recording(s)
is enterad into the properly section of the police
report,
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Body camera videos and MVR videos will be entered
as separate items of property in the report writing
saftware.

. Iif an officer enters a recording into the properly

section of the report, he shall complete an evidence
tag for the recording and submit it to the Evidence
Depariment.

The Mobile Video Recording System  wil
automatically wirslessly upicad digital recordings onte
the server when a squad car returns to the police
department.

Untit such time that wireless upload of body camera
racordings is possible, officers will manually upload
their body camera recordings onto the Arbitrator
sarver via the Back-End Client.

Officers are respongible for correctly classifying all
MVR recordings made prior to the end of each tour of
duty.

Offfcers are encouraged to take every opportunity to
periodically upload thelr body camera recordings
throughout the workday to reduce excessive delays at
the end of the day.

Officers are required to comrectly classify and upload
all body camera videos prior to the end of each tour
of duly unless authorized by a supervisos to wait until
the next day's shift. Body camera videos must be
classified and uploaded prior {0 the end of an officer’s
shitt if the officer does not work again for more than
24 hours after the end of the shift,

. Under no circumstances may an employse delete,
erase, or alter a body camera or MRV racording prior
to the explration of the required storage perod
pursuant to this poficy and state law,

REPQRTING

A. The Body Camera Program Manager will provide an

annual report to the Hllinols Law Enforcement Tralning
Standards Board on or before May 1 of each year.
The report shall includa;

1. A brief overview of the makeup of the
Department, Including the number of officers
utllizing body cameras.

2. The number of body cameras used by the
Department,

3. Anytechnical issues with the equipment and how
those Issues were remedied,

4. A brief description of the review process used by
supervisors within the Department,
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5. For each recording usad in the prosecution of a
conservation, criminal, {raffic  offense, or
municipal ordinance violation:

a. The time, date, location, and precinet of the
incident.

b.  The oifense charged and the date charges
were filed,

6. Any ather relevant information relevant to the
admindstration of the program, ’

ISSUING AUTHORITY
/?@ & e

Anthony D. Cobb
Chief of Polica
Champaign Police Department




Laura Hall |

W

From: Rachel Joy .

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 10:43 AM
To: Laura Hall

Subject: FW. Complaint Letter

Hl Laura,

Tod and | spoke regarding Emily Klose. | know he spoke to you, so | wanted to forward you my email communication
with her and her forward to me. [ have already sent a forward to Tod.

Let me know if you need any additional information from me.

Thanks '

(UL e e A

From: Rachel Joy
Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 10:36 AM

To: 'Emily Klose’ |G-

Subject: RE: Complaint Letter

Hello Emily,
You will receive a letter from City Legal regarding your Inquiry as stated below.
Thank you,

i City of
Hl CHAMPAIGN

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Chambaign |

102 N, Neil St,‘ | Champaign, [L 61820

(217) 403-8830] (217) 403-8835 fax

Rachel Joy@champaignil.gov !

From: Emily Klose

Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 1:30 PM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel.Joy@champaignil.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Complaint Letter

Rachel,
Here's the string of e-mails | exchanged with Lt Myers regarding the complaint 1 filed in May at the CPD,

1




Thank you.
. Emily Klose

Sent from my {Phone
Begin forwarded message:

From: Emily Klose
Date: August 8, 2018 at 12:07:10 PM CDT

To: tod.myvers@champaignil.gov
Subject: Re: Complaint Lettar

Hello, Lt Myers,

| respectfully disagree with the conclusion of City Legal. At the very least, 1 should have received a written
document from City Legal andfor the Police Department stating their conclusions. | took a great deal of
time to document the concerns leading to my complaint, yet the clty appears to have litlla interest in
responding to my complaint at all. And, in fact, | am in possession of the video, since | did request it via a
FOIA, | did receive it, and | have viewed it nurnerous times. Since Officer William Killin (the officer who
wore the body camera during my conversation with him) is also involved in a federal lawsuit filed by a
citizen (Alton Corey) against the city, | believe this video may show & pattern of inappropriate conduct by
Officer Killin. In any event, | am surprised by the behavior of City Legal and our Police Department pver
this body-camera event involving myself and a Champaign police officer. | will continue to research this

- situation, and | plan to write about it

And | do have twa questions for you: 1} Has the city manager been made aware of this complaint? and 2)
Has the city council been made aware of this complaint? If not, that will be my first order of busingss, as |
befieve that the council wrote, or at least reviewed, the language for the body-camera policy, and this
fanguage could certainly use some refining,

Thank you for your response to my question, though. And at the very least, could you give Officer Killin
some feedback about the tantrum (recorded on the video) that he pitchied after he finished talking to me?
It was beyond unprofassional for a police officer to bahave that way, espacially while he was wearing his
uniform while at the police station, surrounded by his peers. | continue to expect better from our public
servargts,

Raspactfully,
Emily Klose

~eeOriginal Message-—-

From: Tod Myers <tod. mvers@champaignil.qove
To: Emily Klose

Sent; Wed, Aug 8, 2018 11:17 am

Subject: Re: Complaint Letier

Goad Marning Emily,

City Legal got back with me this morning. Officers are required to have the camera on at all
times when in uniform and engaged in any law enforcement activity. It is not legals
Interpretation that a person has an expectation of privacy while in their home and that
conversation is being had over the phone. However when the officer's are in people's houses
conducting law enforcement activities with the body camera activated, we should be notifying
the person of the camera. If that person is a victim or witness, they can request the camera be
shut off to prevent the interior of the home and conversation from being recorded.




The video on this case is not a flagged video and not subject to FOIA. Our retention period for
this video was 90 days and has since rolled off the server.

From: Tod Myers :
Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35 AM
To: Emily Klase

Suhject; Re: Complaint Letter

Hi Emily,

| will reach out to Legal this morning to see what they have found out.

From: Emily Klose <__, . _ . .
Sent: Friday, August 3, 2018 2:05:03 PM
To: Tod Myers

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Good afternoon, Lt. Myers.

It has been almost two months since you received my written complaint about Officer Killin
using his body-worn camera to record our presumed private conversation while 1 was inthe
privacy of my home.

| respectfully request an update me on the status of this situation, as | belleve that city legal has
had adequate time to address my "concern" and come to some conclusion.

Thank you. | look forward to hearing from you.
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 5, 2018, at 12:28 PM, Emily Klose » wrote:

Thank you,
Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 5, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myers <tod.myers@champaignil.gov> wrote: .

Ms. Klose,

| just wanted to let you know | had received your complaint letter
in reference to an officer recording your phone conversation via
his body worn camera. 1 have sent your concern to our legal
department. Once | hear back from them, | will be tn contact with
you.




Lt. Tod Myers
Office of Professional Standards

217-403-6913
tod.myers@champaignil.gov




Laura Hall
W

From: Rachel Joy

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:55 AM
To: Laura Hall

Subject: FW: Complaint Letter

Hi Laura,

Sharing the 2™ response | received. | BCC'd you on my first response. | will not be responding to this email below, but
wanted to share the email string.

Thanks

Rachel

From: Emily Klose

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:37 AM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champaignil.gov>
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Rachel, .
| beg to differ. It absolutely was an offlcial complaint, and I filled out the official complaint paperwork that | PICKED UP in
persen at the CPD, and while there, | talked to multiple people at the CPD about my intent to file said camplaint. 1am in
receipt of all the original papers that | filed, by the way, so Lt. Myers is incorrect, If you aren't able to get the original
complaint from him or City Legal, I'm sorry that the city's own systems are so dysfunctional, but it seems clear to me
that you have not read my complaint yourself.

.. Your ongoing refusal to answer my guestions is distressing, as | used the word "complaint” muttiple times in my written
complaint.

Respectfully,
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 16, 2018, at 11:18 AM, Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champaignil.gov> wrote:

Helfo Emily,

When | spoke with you yesterday, | Informed you of the process and procedure our office currently
takes as it relates to official police complaints. And as | stated yesterday, for an official police complaint
the process is the Lt of Professional Standards from CPD investigates, our office reviews and the Citizen
Review Subcommittee reviews, After that process, the complaint goes to the Chief of Police for a final
decision and after that, If a persan wants to appeal a decision it goes to the City Manager,

After speaking with Lt. Myers, you did not have an official complaint and instead an inquiry regarding
the legal use of body cam video. Therefore, our office was not in receipt of a formal police complaint
and thus the reason Lt. Myers sent the information to City legal to answer your direct legal guestion,
Therefore, since it was not an official pofice complaint, our office would not have any next steps related
to your legal question as that would remain with the City’s legal department. | followed up with Lt
Myers and after speaking with the legal department, you will receive a letter from City legal.

As it relates to our office, if a formal complaint is received, our office would follow the process as will
the Citizen Review Subcommittee,

Thank you,




J i Clty of
ll EHAMPAIGN

Rachel Joy
Community Relations Manager/Compliance Ofﬁcer
City of Champalgn |

102 N. Neil 5t. | Champaign, IL 61820

(217) 403-8830] {217) 403-8835 fax

Rachel Jov@champalgnil.gov

From: Emily Kiose

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:03 &AM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champaigni.gov>
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hi, Rachel.

Regardiess of what the letter from City Legal says, | would Hke answers ta the following guestions now:
1} Is tha city manager aware of this complaint? 2) Is the city council aware of this complaint? 3} Js Chief
Cobl aware of this complaint? 4) Why didn't this complaint go through proper channels at the Police
Dept.? Why did it go straight to City Legal? and 5} Why didn't anyone seern to realize that | am in
possession of the video showing Officer Killin’s conversation with me, even if Lt, Myers says it rolled off
the server?

if the city continues to ignore its own policies and protocols, 1 am forced to conclude that all the
references on the city's web site about transparency and serving the citizens of Champaign are nothing
more than rhetoric,

You yourself said your office should have received a copy of the complaint and that the response should
have come from Chief Cabb, not City Legal, | deserve answers to these questions, Rachel. | thought that
was the job of your office. Piease inform me of what your next steps will be.

Respectfully,
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone
On Aug 16, 20718, at 10:35 AM, Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champalgnil.gov> wrote:
Hallo Emily,

You will recelve a letter from Clty Legal regarding your inquiry as stated below.
Thank you,




<imaged0l.png>

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Champaign- |

102 N. Neil 8t. | Champaign, IL 61820
(217).403-8830] {217) 403-B835 fax
Rachel.Joy@champaignil.gov

From: Emily Klose -

Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 1;30 PM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel iov@champaignil.zov>
Subject: Fwd: Complaint Letter

Rachel,

Here's the string of e-mails | exchanged with Lt. Myers regarding the complaint | filed in
May at the CPD.

Thank you.
Emily Klosa

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

‘From: EmilyKlose
Date: August 8, 2018 at 12:07:10 PM CDT

To: 1od. myers@charmpaignil.gov

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter _

Hello, Lt Myers,

| respectfully disagree with the conclusion of City Legal. At the very least,
I should have received a written document from City Legal and/or the
Police Depariment stating thelr conclusions. | took a great deal of time to
document the concerns leading to my complaint, yet the city appears to
have little interest In responding to my complaint at all. And, In fact, | am
in possession of the viden, since | did request it via a FOIA, | did receive
it, and | have viewed it numerous times. Since Officer William Killin (the
officer whe wore the body camera during my conversation with him) is
also involved in a federal lawsuit filed by a citizen (Alton Corey) against
the'city, | believe this video may show a pattern of inappropriate conduct
by Officer Killin. In any event, | am surprised by the behavior of City
Legal and our Police Department over this body-camera event involving
myself and a Champaign police officar. | will continue o research this
situation, and ) pian to write about It
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And | do have two questions for you: 1) Has the city manager been made
aware of this complaint? and 2) Has the city councit been made aware of
this complaint? if not, that will be my first order of business, as | believe
that the council wrote, or af least reviewed, the language for the body-
camera policy, and this language could certainly use some refining.

Thank you for your response to my guestion, though. And at the very
jeast, could you give Officer Killin some feedback about the tantrum
{recorded on the video) that he pitched after he finished tatking to me? It
was heyond unprofessional for a police officer to behava that way,
espacially while he was wearing his uniform while at the police station,
surrolinded by his peers. | continue to expact better fram our public
servants.

Respeactfully,
Emily Klose

----- Criginal Messageg

From: Tod Myers <tod.mvers@@champalonil.govs

To: Emily Klose =i
Sent: Wed, Aug 8, 2018 11:17 am
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Good Morning Emily,

City Legal got back with me this morning, Officers are required to
have the camera on at all times when in uniform and engaged in
any law enforcement activity. It is not legals interpretation that a
person has an expectation of privacy while in their home and that
conversation is being had over the phone. However when the
officer's are in people's houses conducting law enforcement
activities with the body carnera activated, we should be notifying
the person of the camera. If that person is a victim or witness,
they can request the camera be shut off to prevent the interior of
the home and conversation from being recorded.

 The video on this case is not a flagged video and not subject to
FOIA, Qur retention period for this video was 90 days and has
since rolled off the server.

From: Tod Myers

Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35 AM
To: Emily Klose

Suhject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hi Emily,

I will reach out to Legal this morning to see what they have found
out.

From: Emily Klose o
Sent: Friday, August 3, 2018 2:05:03 PM
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To: Tod Myers
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Good afternoon, Lt. Myers.

it has been almost two months since you received my written
complaint about Officer Killin using his body-worn camera to
record our presumed private conversation while | was in the
privacy of my home,

| respectfully request an update me on the status of this situation,
as | belleve that city legal has had adequate time to address my
"concern” and come to some conclusion.

Thank you. | look forward to hearing from you.
Emily Klose '

Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 5, 2018, at 12:28 PM, Emily Klose <
wrote:

Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 5, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myers
<tod.myers@champalgnil. gov> wrote:

Ms. Klose,

| just wanted to let you know | had
received your complaint letter in
reference to an officer recording
your phone conversation via his
body worn camera. | have sent your
concern to our legal

department. Once | hear back from
them, | will be in contact with you,

Lt. Tod Myers

Dffice of Professional Standards
217-403-6913
fod.myers@champaignil.gov

5




After speaking with Lt. Myers, you did not have an official complaint and instead an inquiry regarding
the legal use of body cam video. Therefore, our office was not in receipt of a formal police complaint
and thus the reason Lt. Myers sent the information to City legal to answer your direct legal gquestion,
Therefore, since it was not an official police complaint, our office would not have any next steps related
to your legal question as that would remain with the City’s legal department. | followed up with Lt,
Myers and after speaking with the legal department, you will receive a letter from City legal.

As it relates to our office, if a formal complaint is received, our office would follow the process as will -
the Citizen Review Subcommittee,

Thank you,

City of
_ !Ill CHAMPAIGN

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Champaign
102 N. Nell 8t. | Champaign, IL 61820

(217) 403-8830] {217} 403-8835 fax

Rachel.Joy@chamgaignll.gov

From: Emily Klose <

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:03 AM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel.jov@champalgnil.gov>
Subject; Re: Complaint Letier

Hi, Rachel.

Regardiess of what the letter from City Legal says, | would like answers to the following questions now:
1} Is the city manager aware of this complaint? 2) Is the city council aware of this complaint? 3) Is Chief
Cobb aware of this complaint? 4} Why didn't this complaint go through proper channels at the Police
Dept.? Why did it go straight to City Legal? and 5) Why didn't anyone seem to realize that fam in
possession of the video showing Officer Killin's conversation with me, even if Lt. Myers says it rolled off
the server?

If the city continues to ignore its own policies and protacols, | am forced to conclude that afl the
references on the city's web site about transparency and serving the citizens of Champaign are nothing
more than rhetoric,

“You yourself said your office should have received a copy of the complaint and that the response should
have come from Chief Cobb, not City Legal. | deserve answers to these questions, Rachel. | thought that
was the job of your office. Please inform me of what your next steps will be.

Respactfislly,




" Emily Klose
Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 16, 2018, at 10:35 AM, Rache! loy <rachel joy@champalgnil.goy> wrote:
Hello Emily,
You will receive a letter from City Legal regarding your inquiry as stated below..
Thank you, )
<image001.png>
Rachel Joy
Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Champaign

102 N. Nell St. | Champaign, IL 61820

{217} 403-8830| (217) 403-8835 fax

Rachel.Joy@champaignil.gov

From: Emily Klose < .
Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 1:30 PM
To: Rache! Joy <racheljoy@ch ignil.gov>
Subject: Fwd; Complaint Letter

Rachel,

Here's the siring of e-mails | exchanged with Lt Myers regarding the complaint | filed in
May at the CPD.

Thank you.
Emilly Klose

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Emily Klose _
Date: Avgust 8, 2018 at 12:07:10 PM COT

To: tod, myers@champaignil.gov
Subfect: Re: Complaint Letter

Hello, Lt Myers,

Frespectiully disagree with the conclusion of City Legal, At the very least,
t should have received a written document from City Legal and/or the
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Police Dapartment stating thelr conclusions, | {ook a great deal of time to
document the concerns leading to my complaint, yet the city appears to
have littfe interest in responding to my complaint at all. And, In fact, | am
in possession of the vidao, since | did request it via a FOIA, | did receive
it, and | have viewad it numerous times. Since Officer William Killin (the
officer who wore the body camera during my conversation with him} is
also involved in a federal lawsuit filad by a citizen (Alton Corey) against
the city, | betieve this video may show a pattern of inappropriate conduct
by Officer Killin. In any avent, | am surprised by the behavior of City
Legal and our Police Departmaent over this body-camera event involving
myself and a Champalgn police officer. | will continue to rasearch this
sltuation, and | plan to write about it

And 1 do have two questions for you: 1) Has the city manager been made
aware of this complaint? and 2} Has the city councll been made aware of
this complaint? If not, that wilt be my first order of business, as | believe
that the counclil wrote, or at least reviewed, the language for the body-
camera policy, and this language could certainly use some refining,

Thank you for your response to my question, though. And at the very
least, could you give Oificer Killin some feedback about the tantrum
(recorded on the vitdeo) that he pitched after he finished talking to me? It
was beyond unprofessional for a police officer to behave that way,
especially while he was wearing his uniform while at the police station,

- surrounded by his peers. | continue to expect better from our public
servants, ‘

Respectiully,
Emily Klose

—-Qriginal Message--—--

From: Tod Myers <tod.mvers@chamoalgnil.gov>
To: Emily Klose <,

Sent; Wed, Aug 8, 2018 1117 am

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Good Morning Emily,

City Legal got back with me this morning. Officers are required to
have the camera on at all times when in uniform and engaged in
any law enforcement activity. 1t is not legals interpretation that a
person has an expectation of privacy while in their home and that
conversation Is belng had over the phone. However when the
officer's are in people's houses conducting law enforcement
activitles with the body camera activated, we should be notifying
the person of the camera. If that person is a victim or witness,
they can request the camera be shut off to prevent the interior of
the home and conversation from being recorded.

The video on this case is not a flagged video and not subject to
FOIA. Qur retention period for this video was 90 days and has
since rolled off the server.

From: Tod Myers
Sent: Monday, August &, 2018 7:30:35 AM
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To: Emily Klose
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter .

Hi Emily,

Fwill reach out to Legal this morning to see what they have found
out. '

From: Emily Klose <

Sent: Friday, August 3, 2018 2:05:03 PM
To: Tod Myers

Subject; Re: Complaint Letter

Good afternoon, Lt. Myers,

It has been almost two months since you received my written
complaint about Officer Killin using his body-worn camera to
record our presumed private conversation while | was in the
privacy of my home,

Frespactfully request an update me on the status of this situation,
as | believe that city legal has had adequate time to address my
"concern” and come to some conclusion.

Thank you, | look forward to hearing from you.
Emily Kiose

Sent from my iPhone

OnJun 5, 2018, at 12:28 PM, Emily Klose
wrote:

Thank you,
Sent from my IPhone

On Jun 5, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myers
<tod.myers@champaignil. gov> wrote:

Ms. Klase,

I just wanted to let you know I had
recelved your complaint latter in
reference to an officer recording
your phone conversation via his
body worn camera. | have sent your

3




concern to our legal
department. Once ! hear back from
them, | will be in contact with you.

Lt. Tod Myers
Office of Professional Standards
217-403-6913

tod.myers@ champaignil gov




Laura Hall

M

From: Sally Graning

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 1:48 PM
To: Laura Hall

Subject: Fw. looking for a FOIA file...

See Susan's message below. Do you have this file?

Sally J. Graning, Legal Assistant
City of Champaign Legal Department
102 North Neil Street
Champaign, I1. 61820
sally.graning@champaignil.gov
“Office: 217-403-8765
_ Fax:  217-403-8755

City website:  www.champaignil. zov

From: Susan Woznlak

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 12:05 PM
To: Sally Graning

Subject: looking for a FOIA flle...

Emily Klose from 2018? including bodycam from officer killin—-do we have this??

Susan Wozniak

Civil Litigation Paralegal

City of Champaign Legal Department
102 North Neil Street

Champaign, IL 61820

PH: 217-403-8765

Direct: 217-403-8748

FAX: 217-403-8755

Email: Susan.Wozniak@champaignil.gov
Web: www.champaignil. gov




Laura Hall

M

From: Susan Wozniak

Sent: . Monday, August 20, 2018 3:49 PM
" To: Laura Hall; Sally Graning

Ce: Frederici Stavins; Thomas Yu

Subject: Re: looking for a FOIA file...

Schneur Nathan requested all info on an ‘incident’ between Emily Klose and Officer Killin in the Corey case
discovery...when | requested it from CPD they said part of a conversation was caught on his body camera but
that had rolled off the server by now since it was not an incident that was originally flagged--

so Emily has a copy of the body cam from the FOIA request but we do not...| was hoping you had it for some
reason since it was a FOIA...

Susan Wozniak

Civil Litigation Paralegal

City of Champaign Legal Department
102 North Neil Street

Champaign, IL 61820

PH: 217-403-8765

Drect: 217-403-8748

FAX: 217-403-8755

Email: Susan.Wozniak@champaignil.gov

Web: www.champaignil.gov

From: Laura Hall

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 3:08 PM
To: Sally Graning

Ce: Susan Wozniak

Subject: RE: looking for a FOIA file...

The request did not come through this office, :
Fam currently working on a memo/letter to Emily Klose regarding this issue. Is there something | need to
know? Laura '

From Safiy Graning

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2(.}18 1:48 PM

To: Laura Hall <Laura.Hall@champaignil.gov>
‘Subject: Fw: looking for a FOIA file...




See Susan's message below. Do you have this file?

Sally J. Graning, Legal Assistant
City of Champaign Legal Department
102 North Neil Street

Champaign, IL 61820
sally.praning@champaignil. gov
Otfice: 217-403-8765

Fax: 217-403-8753%

City website; q ignil. pav

From: Susan Wozniak

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 12:05 PM
To: Sally Graning

Subject: looking for a FOIA file...

Emily Klose from 20187 including bodycam from officer killin--do we have this??

Susan Woznlak

Civil Litigation Paralegal

" City of Champaign Legal Department

102 North Neil Street

Champaign, IL 61820

PH: 217-403-8765

Direct; 217-403-8748

FAX: 217-403-8755

Email: Susan.Wozniak@champaignil.gov
Web: www.champalgnil.gov




Laura Hall

W

From: Dorothy Ann David

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 4:51 PM

To: Frederick Stavins; Anthony Cobb; Laura Hall

Subject: Fw: My Official Citizen's Complaint Against a CPD Officer

FYL. I know | asked for an update last week. It might be a good idea for someone to setup a meeting to fill me
in.

Porothy Ann David, City Manager
City of Champaign

telephone: (217} 403-8710

erail: dorothy.david@champalgnil.gov

Notice: With limited exceptions, all email sent and received by this account is subject to public disclosure under the State of Winois
Freedom of Information Act, _
Ptease consider the environment before printing this email.

From: Emily Klose «

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 4:13 PM

To: -1 citymanagersoffice; councll

Subject: Re: My Official Citizen's Complaint Against a CPD Officer

Correction: s.b. Lt. Myers, | believe. My apologies.

~~~~~ Original Message-m

From: Emily Klose <u _

To: citymanagersoffice <citymanagersoffice@champalgnil. gov>; council <gouncii@champaignil.gove>
Sant: Mon, Aug 20, 2018 4:01 pm

Subject: My Official Citizen's Complaint Against a CPD Officer

Hello, Council Mambers and City Manager,
Good afterncon.

For the last two weeks, | have been trying to get an answer from the city of Champaign that justifies or explaing why an
official complaint | filed against Officer William Killin at the end of May, 2018, was mishandled by the clty in a way that
clearly violates and ignores the city's own policies and pracedures on how said complaint should be handled, and also
may viclate my rights as a citizen to lodge a complaint. | ask that the city council and the city manager find out why Sqgt,
Tod Myers apparently decided that my official, meticulously written complaint {entitled “Champaign Police Department
Citizen's Complaint} would not go through proper, well-delineated channsls at the CPD, but would instead go to City
Legal, where it was buried and ignored for two months by that department. :

Please note that 1, myself, followed the correct procedure by picking up in person from Sgt. Qleson on Wed., 0513012018,
the city's own CITIZEN COMPLAINT FACT SHEET packet from the CPD front desk, completing it in detall, and then
returning it to Employee #841 at the CPD's front desk on 05/31/2018 at 1608 (4:08 p.m.), which the CPD employee hand-
wrote on my complaint form because she could not find the CPD's official stamp. :




Please note that | am jn possession of copies of all the documents related to my filing of sald cornplaint against Officor
Killin, a3 well as the body-cam video that | received from the CPD via FOIA request.

To guote from one of the last lines from my official citizen's comptaint against Officer William Killin, "...I request that my
complaint now be addressed with alacrity, transparency, and accountability when it finally lands on the correct desk.”

Respectfully,

Emiiv Klosa
Champaign, 1L 61820
24
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Laura Hall

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce
Subject:

Frederick Stavins

Monday, August 20, 2018 11:.01 PM

Matthew Gladney .

Dorothy Ann David; Anthony Cobb; Laura Hall

Re: My Official Citizen's Complaint Against a CPD Officer

An attorney in our office (Laura Hall)is looking into aspects of this "complaint” in cooperation with the police
department. After gathering a few more facts, I will talk to you on Tuesday evening as your time permits.

Frederick.Stavins
City Attorney

City of Champaign
102 N. Neil

Champaign, ilinois 61820
217.403.8765/217.403.8755(fax)
frederick.stavins@champaignil.gov

From: Matthew Gladney

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 5:13 PM

To: Frederick Stavins

Ce: Dorothy Ann Pavid; Anthony Cobb
Subject: Fwd: My Official Citizen's Complaint Against a CPD Officer

What is going on with thig?

Get Outlock for i08

From; Emily Klose

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 4:13:01 PM

To.

. nanagersoffice; council

Subject: Re:- My Offic}al Citizen's Complaint Against a CPD Officer

1




Correction: s.b. LL. Myers, | believe. My apologies.

~-Qriginal Message--—

From: Emily Klose <[ NNEIGINGEN

To: cltymanagersoffice <citymanagersoffice@champaignil.govs; council <council@champaignil.gov>
Sent, Mon, Aug 20, 2018 4:01 pm .
Subject: My Officlal Citizen's Cornplaint Against a CPD Officer

Hello, Council Members and City Manager,
Good afterncon.

For the last two weeks, 1 have been trying to get an answer from the city of Champaign that justifies or explains why an
official complaint | filed against Officer William Killin at the end of May, 2018, was mishandied by the city in a way that

- clearly violates and ignores the city's own policies and procedures on how said complaint should be handled, and also
may viclate my rights as a citizen te lodge a complaint. | ask that the city counclt and the city manager find out why Sgt.
Tod Myers apparently decided that my official, meticulously written complaint {entitled "Champaign Pollce Department
Citizen's Complaint) would not go through proper, well-delineated channels at the CPD, but would instead go to City
Legal, where it was buried and ignored for two months by that department. '

Please note that I, myself, followed the correct procedurs by picking up in person from Sgt. Oleson on Wed., 05/30/2018,
the city's own CITIZEN COMPLAINT FACT SHEET packet from the CPD front desk, completing it in detail, and then
returning it to Employee #841 at the CPD's front desk on 05/31/2018 at 1608 (4:08 p.m.), which the CPD employes hand-
wrote on my complaint form because she could not find the CPD's official stamp. '

Please note that | am in possession of copies of all the documents related to my filing of said complaint against Officer
Killin, as well as the body-cam video that | received from the CPD via FOIA request. ,

To quote from one of the last lines from my official citizen's complaint against Officer Willlam Killin, "...| request that my
complaint now be addressed with alacrity, transparency, and accountability when i finally lands on the correct desk.®

Respectfully,
Emily Klose
Champaign, L 61820

{
{




Laura Mall

m

From: Matthew Gladney

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 11:03 PM

To: _ Frederick Staving

Ce: Dorothy Ann David; Anthony Cobb; Laura Hall

Subject: Re: My Official Citizen's Complaint Against a CPD Officer
Thank you, Fred.

Get Qutlook for iOS

From: Frederick Stavins

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 11:00:45 PM

To: Matthew Gladney

Cc: Dorothy Ann David; Anthony Cohb; Laura Hall

Subject: Re: My Official Citizen's Complaint Against a CPD Officer

An attorney in our office (Laura Hall)is looking into aspects of this "complaint” in cooperation with the police
department. After gathering a few more facts, I will talk to you on Tuesday evening as your time permits. -

Frederick.Stavins

City Attorney

City of Champaign

102 N, Neil

Champuaign, llinols 61820
217,403.8765/217.403.8755(fax)
frederick.stavins@champaignil.gov

From: Matthew Gladney _

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 5:13 PM

To: Frederick Stavins

Ce: Dorothy Ann David; Anthony Cobb

Subject: Fwd: My Officlal Citizen’s Complaint Against a CPD Officer




What is going on with this?

Get Qutlook for 108

From: Emily Klose <|NEENENENEGEGE
Sent: Moniday, August 20, 2018 4:13:01 PM

To: I itymanagersoffice; council
Subject: Re: My Official Citizen's Comptlaint Against a CPD Officer

Correction: &.b. Lt. Myers, | believe. My apologies.

- 0figinal Message-----

From: Emily Klose < B

To: citymanagersoffice <citymanagersoffice@champaignil.gov>; council <councit@champaignil.gov>
Sent: Mon, Aug 20, 2018 4:01 pm ‘

Subject: My Official Citizen's Complaint Against a CPD Officer

Hello, Council Members and City Manager,
Good afternoon.

For the last two weeks, | have been trying to get an answer from the city of Champalgn that justifies or explains why an
official complaint | filed against Officer William Killin at the end of May, 2018, was mishandled by the city in a way that
clearly viclates and ignores the city's own policies and procedures on how sald complaint should be handled, and also
may violate my rights as a citizen to lodge a complaint. | ask that the city council and the city manager find out why Sgt.
Tod Myers apparently decided that my official, meticulously written complaint (entitled "Champaign Police Department
Citizen's Complaint) would not go through proper, well-delineated channels at the CPD, but would instead go to City
Legal, where it was burled and ignored for two months by that department. '

Please note that 1, mysetf, followed the correct procedure by picking up in person from Sgt. Oleson on Wed., 05/30/2018,
the city's own CITIZEN COMPLAINT FACT SHEET packet from the CPD front desk, completing It in detail, and then
returning it to Employee #841 at the CPD's front desk on 05/31/2018 at 1608 (4:08 p.m.), which the CPD employee hand-
wrote on my complaint form because she could not find the CPD's official stamp. '

Please note that | am in possession of copieé of all the documents related to my filing of said complaint against Officer
Kiflin, as well as the body-cam video that | received from the CPD via FOIA request.

To quote from cne of the last lines from my official citizen's complaint against Officer William Killin, *...| request that my
complaint now be addressed with alacrity, transparency, and accountability whan it finally lands on the correct desk.”

Respeactully,
Emily Kiose

Champalgn, IL 61820




Rache! Joy

Fromx Emily Klose «

Sent; Wednesday, August 152018 1:30PM
To: , Rachil Joy

Subject: Fwd: Complafnt Letter

Rachel,
Here'sthe string of e-mails | exchanged with Lt Myers ragarding the complaint  filed in May-abthe CPD,

Thank yau.
Emily Klose:

Sent from my iPhone
Begln -fé'rw-ardéd message:

From: Emily Kldse .
Date. August &, 2018 at: 12 07*16 PM cRT

Subject: Re: Complamt Létter

Hello, Lt, Myers,

| respectfully disagree with the cnnelusion of Glty Legal. At the very lsast, | should havereceived a wr:tten
document from Cily Legal:and/c liea Depariment stating their sonclustons, | feok agreats _
time'te decurmeiil the concergs Taadmg-, my corm plamt '-yet tha crty appears to havs l1ttie teresi m
espmding tﬁ' my complaj > [ am iy i '

Smoe Ofﬁcer Wil Iam Killln (the tr
wnh him) is also involvad in a federal lawsu

1Corey) dua ; his videg may show a patternof inappropriatet
, ilin, In atty evenl lam surprised by-the hehavior.of Gity Legal and our Police Depa ent over
thls body-camera evint ihvr)lvmg myselfand a Ghampalgn ponee officer, | will continlie to research 1his

situation, dand | plan t6write about It:

And I da Héve two guestiong far ycw 1) Has th gity manager been made aware of this complaint? and 2)
Has the city council besh made awars of this mplaint? I not, thak will be iy first drder of blisiness, &5
balieve that tie:ooungl Wiate, or &t least Feiiswed, the language for the body-camera pelley, and th{s
language pouid vértainly-Use some reﬁning

Thank you for your resperise 1o my question, though Anc gt the very least, could-you give Officer Killin
same feedbick about the tantru [recordad on the'Video) that He pitchied after he finighed talkmg 16 ine?
Itwais beyond Ufiprofessional for a police officer to béhave that way, espedially while he wis Woaring his
uniform white at the police station, surrounded by hispaars. | continue to expect better fraf our piiblic
sgrvants.,.

Respottfully,
Emily Kicse

wm«(?)rlgmal Messagenw-

'To Emlly K‘Iese




Sent: Wed, Aug 8, 2018 11:17 am
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

" Good Morning Emily,

City Legal got back with me this morning. Officers are required to have the camera on at all
times when in uniform and engaged in any law enforcement activity. it is not legals
interpretation that a person has an expectation of privacy while in their home and that
conversation is being had over the phone. However when the officer's are jn people’s houses
conducting law enforcemeant activities with the body camera activated, we should be notifying
the person of the camera. If that person 1s a victim or witness, they can request the camera be
shut off to prevent the interior of the home and conversation from being recorded.

The video on this case is not a flagged video and not subject to FOIA. Qur retention period for
this video was 80 days and has since rolled off the server,

From: Tod Myers

Sent; Monday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35 AM
To: Emily Klose

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hi Emily,

| will reach out to Legal this morning to see what they have found out.

From: Emily Klose

Sent; Friday, August 3, 2018 2:05:03 PM
To: Tod Myers

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Good afternoon, Lt. Myers.
It has been almost two months since you received my written complaint about Officer Killin

using his body-worn camera to record our presumed private conversation while | was in the
privacy of my home.

| respectfully request an update me on the status of this situation, as | believe that city legal has

had adequate time to address my "concern” and come to some conclusion.

Thank vou. 1 look forward to hearing from you.
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone

Onlun b, 2018, at 12:28 PM, Emily Klose (e;




Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 5, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myers <tod.myers@champaignil.gov> wrote:

Ms, Klose,

I just wanted to let you know | had received your complaint letter
in reference to an officer recording your phone conversation via
his body worn camera. | have sent your concern to our legal
department. Once | hear back from them, | will be in contact with
you.

Lt. Tod Myers :
Office of Professional Standard
217-403-6913
tod.myers@champaignil.gov




Rachel Joy . _ —

From: Rachel oy

Serit; Thursday, August 16, 2018 10:36.AM
Tos ‘Emnily Klase'

Subject: RE; Eopiplaint Letter

Hello Emiily,
You will receive a letter from City Legal regarding your Inquiry as stated below.
Thank you,

f

Rachel Joy

s ity of
i eFampaicy

Community Relations Manager/Compliande Officer
City of Champalen

107 N, Neil 5t.. | Champaign, [L 61870

RachelJov@champalgniligov,

Frammy Eriily Kiose - o
‘Sent: Wednasday, August 15, 2018 1:30 PM
Tor Rgchel Joy-<rachel joy@champaignil.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Gomplaint Letter

Rachil,

Here's the string of e-mails Hexchanged with Lt. Myers reégarding thé carmplaint | filed ih May 4t the CPD,.

Thank you,
Emily Klose

Sent from myiPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From' Emlly ose
8, fJZ‘LB at 12 07 l. PM CDT

Subject’ Re- CDmplamt Letter




Halle, L Myers,

| respectfully disagree with the contlusion of City Lagal. At the very feast, ] shiould have received a written
decumert from Gty Legal and/or the Palive Departmant statiig thelr gorclysions. | took: a great deal of
time fo dosument the concétns leadin d_g to roy complaint, yet thie olty appears to have little interest in
responding to my-cemplaint at all. And, in fact, Lam in possession of the video, sirice | didrequest it via a
FOIA, [did recelve it, and | have viewsd it numerots times: Since Officer Wilham Killin (the officer who
wore the body eamera turing ity conversation with hin) is:also involved Tnafederal fawsuit filed by-a
dlfizen (Alton Corey) against the city, | belléve this.vided riay show a patterii of inappropriate conduct by
Officer Killin. In any event, | am surprised by the behavier of Gity Lisgaland our Police Department over
this body-camera-event lnvolving mysslf-énd a Champaign palice officer. L will contititie to research this
situation, and | plan to write about it.

And | do have two-questions for you: 1) Has the &ity manager been made awarg of this complaint? and 2)
Has the elty council been made aware-of this-complaint? If rot, that will be my first order-of business, as |
beffeve that'the councll wrote, or atleast reviewad, the fenguage forthe- boéy»camera palicy, and this
language eould certalnly use some.ref] ining.

Thank you for your response fo my question, tholigh, And at the-vary least could-you giie Officer Kiflin
some feadback aboul the fartrum (recorded on the videoythat hel pitehed after e finished talking 2
It was beyond unprofessional for a pelice officer to-bihave that way, gspecially while e was wearing his
uniformwhite-atthe police station, surroundeéd by his peers; | Coritinlle to expect: better fréin our public
servarits

Respeetfuly,
Emily Kloge

M.#Original Message-——“

»Subject( Ref Gomplalrrt Letter
Good Morning Emily,

C ty Legal got back: with methis morning: Officers are ieqGired fd have thie cariera on at all
\ j‘hen m Umfarm ancl e«ngaged in anv Iaw enfcrcement activtty lt rs not legals

conver' tfon fs ti_
condUctig law e o%cement ae;twltles wnih the bod\/ camera actlvated we shauld he notlfymg
the person of the-camera, (fthat pérson is7avictim orwitness, they can request the:camera be
shuit offte prévent théinterior of the honie and conversation from beingrecorded.

Thewvideo on this case is ot a flagged video and tivtsubject to FOIA, Our retention period for
‘this:videowas 90 days and has since rolled off the server,

Froms Tod Myers

Sent Mfo-n:’d'ayi; August 6,:2018 7:30:35-AM

To: Enily Klose

Subject; Re: Complaint Leiter

‘Hi Emily;

will teach oiik to Legal this'miorning to see what-they have fouind out.

2




From:. Em_‘?fl.y Klose «

Sent: Fritay, August 3,.2018 2:05:03 PM

To: Tod Myers

Subject: Re; Complaint Letter

Good afternaon, Lt. Myers.

It has been almost two months sifce you received my written complaint about Officer Killin
using his body-woern camera to record our presumed private conversation while I was in the
privacy:of my home,

| respectfully request an Update me on the statusof this situation, as | belleve that city legal has
had adequate time to address my "concern” and come to sorie conclusion,

Thank you. | lopk forward to hearing frof you,
Emily Klose

$ent from my [Phone
On Jun’s, 2018, at 12:28 PM, EmilyKlose _  bte:
Thank you

Sent from my iPhone

Ms, Klnse,

I just wantedto let you know | had received your complaint letter
in referenge to an officer recording your phone conversation via
his body worn.camera. | have sent your cancernto our legal
department. Once [hearback from ther; | will be in contact with
you, '

Lt. Tod Myers

Office:af Professional Standards:
217-403:6913
tod.myers@champaignil gov




Rachel Joy . | . |

From , Rachel toy

Sent; Thuirsday, August 16, 2018 10:36 AM
Tou Tod Myérs

Subject: FW: Complaint Letter

Sharing:

Y

Fram: Rachel Joy _

Sent: Thursday, August 16,2018 10:36 AM
To: ‘Emily Klose* _

Subjecti RExCormplaint Letter

Hello Emily,
You will receive a lettet from City Legal regardinig your ingquiry as stated below:
Thank you,

= Ly of
ll cHAMPAIGN

| Raghel Joy
Community Relations Manager/Complianice-Officer
City of Champalgn
102 . Neil St. | Champalan, IL 61820

{217} 403-8830] (2117) 403-8835 fax

Rachel Joy@champaignileoy

Frotni Emily Klose . |
Serit:Wednasday, August 15,2018 1:30 PM
TorRachel Joy <tacheljoy@champaigril.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Complaing Letter

Thantk-you.




Emily Klose
Sent from my iPhone
Beginforwarded message:

Fram;: Emily Klose-

Date: August 8, 2018 af. 12 710 F’M COT
To: tod.myers@champaignif.gov

Subject: Re: Complaing Letier

Hello, Lt. Myets,

| respectfully disagree with the sonclusion of City Legal: Atthe very least, [.should have received a writter
docisment fram City Legal andfor the Police Departmeritstating their conclusions. | took a-great deal of
tirie-to dogument the concéms leadmg tomy complamt yet the elty-appears to havé lithe tarest in
responiding to my gomplaint at &ll,.And; in faet, | am in'possession of the video, sinee I did regliest Itviaa
FOIA, | did receive if, and | have viewsd It numerous: tlmeav Bince Officer Wilham Killiny (thie: officer wha
vitire this bady caniera during my conversation witry him) is:also Involved in & federal lawsui filed by &
gitizeri (Alton Corey) against the tlty; | balleve this-video mayshow a pattern of inappropriate conduct by
Officer Killin. |ri-any event, | am surprised by the: betavior of Ci ity Legal and our Police Depariment over
this body-camera event Involving mysﬁlf ang @ Champalgn police offieer. 1 will continue to résearch this:
situationi, and | plan to write: abibu it '

+And 1 d¢ have two questions’ foryou: 1) Hag the ctty mariager beenmade aware-of this compldint?and 2
Hag-the gity-counicil been made aware of this complaint? Fnot, that will be:my first.order of business, a1
beliave that the.council wrote, of &t least reviewet!, the language for the body-camera poliy; and this
Ianguage sould gertainly Use some refining.

Thahk you for yaur raspanse to ey gugstion, thaugh, And at the very least, could you give Officer Killin
i rum {riscorded on the video) that he pitched after he-finished talking to. rie®

IS npr i for a polise off cer: 1o'behave that way, espedially while-hé Was wearing hig
unifarm While:at the police station, surrounded by hils peigrs-| continue to expect. better from Giir public
servarits.

Emlly Kiose

“--_or[gmal Message—--- y
Erom: ‘Myars-<tod.myers@champsionil agyes

Sent: Whd, Aug 8,2018 11:17.am
Subjact Re: Camplaint Letter

Goad Morriing Emily,

City Legalgot hack withime this morning Officers grerequired to have the cameraon at all
times when in Gniform akd angagedin‘any latseriforcentent activity. [t1s not lagals.
interpretation that a pefson hasah expectation of | prlvacy wh;ie f theJr home and that
canversationis being had over the phioie. Howe! i e in people's houses
canducting law enforcement activities with:the body taimera act;lvated We ould be natifyifig:
the person of the camera: If thatperson is avictitor witness, they can request thecamera e
shut off to prevent'the interfor-of the home and conversation fra beirig Facordéd.




The vitleo on this case is not a flagged video and riot subject to FOIA, ‘0ur retention period for
thisvideo was 90:Hays wnd has smce rolled off the seypver.

From:Tod M yers

Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35. AN
To: Emily Klose.

Subject: Re: Complaint tatter

Hi Emily,

From: Emlly Kluse _

Senit: Friday, August 3, 2018 2:05:03 PM
To: Tod Myers

Subject: Re: Eomplaint Letter

Good afterncon; Lt Myers.

[t has been almaost two months sinceyou received iy written complaint dbout Officer Killin
using his body-worn camiera to record our presumed private conversation while | was in the
privacy of my homie.

 respectfully reguést an update ine on the status of this situation, as | believe that. city legal has
had ddequate time fo address my "concern” and:come to some: conclusion:

‘Thank you. ook farward to hearing fram you,
Emily Klgse

Sent from fiyiPHone
On fun 5, 2018,:at 12:28 PM, Emily Klose €' srote;

Thank you::
On fun 5; 2018, at-8:55 AM, Tod Myeis <tod myers@champaignil.gov> wrote:
Ms..Klose,
| justwvanted to let you know | had received yourcomplaint letter
in reference to an officer recofding your phie conversation via
his body-worn camera. Thave sent your conesth te.our legal

departtent. Once | hear backfromi them, | will be.in contaet with
you.




Lt Tod Myers

Office of Professional Standards
217-403-6913
tod.myers@champaignil.goy

e TS e VO AR




From: Rachel Joy

Sent: ‘ Thursday, August- 76, 2018 10:43 ANt
Tox Léura Hall

Subject: FW:Complaint Latter

1 Laura,

Tod and | spoke regarding Eitiily Klose. | khow he spoke to Veil, s6 | wanted to forward you iy emall communication

with her and:her forwatd to me, 1 have already sent-a forward to Tod.
Let me know if you need any additional informatien from me.
Thanks

Fram: Rachel Joy
-Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 10:36 AM
To: ‘Emily Klose' -

Subject: RE; Complaitit Lettar

Hello Emily, _
Youwill fecelve 2 letfer from City Legal fegardinig your nglicy as stated bilow,
Thank you,

il ”ili CHAMPAIGN

Rachel Joy

Cammuinity Bt’a-l&t‘ioﬁs'Mansagerft:mm;i Harice Officer
City of Chaiipaigs

102 M. Meil St | Chiampaign, 1L 61820

(217) 403-8830] (217) 403-8835 fax

Rachel Joy@champalgnil.gov

From Ennily Klose ,
Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 1130 PM
Toi Rachel loy <fachel.ioy@champaignil.goy>
Subjact: Fwd: Complaint Letter

Rachel,

Here's the string of e-malls | exchanged with Lt Myersregarding thie complaint [ filed i My at the CPD.

I




Thankyois.
Ermily Kloge

Sent from my ikhone
Begin forwarded message:

From: Emily-Klose

Date: August 8, 20185t 12 07 10 PMCOT
Foi tod:myers@champaigniligoy

Subject: Res Complaint Letter

Hellg, Lt Myers,

I respectfu[‘ly disagree wn;h the nonciusion of Clty Legal At the Very ieast | shou[d have recewed 2] wrjtten

_te t‘:cncerﬂs leading to my complamt yet the c:ity appears to ha\ie Httie mterest |n
tp my cqmpiamt at all And In fact l am in possesmon of tha vifien smce l dtd requast it wa k|

sltuaﬁon aﬂd 1 p1an 1o wiite al:mut t

And I du haVe two questitsns far you 1 j Has the city manager bem macfe EWare of thls complamt? and 2)

Ianguage could: cerférnty,-Uase SOme refmmg

Thank you foryour response to my guestion, though. And at the very leadt, ‘child ol gwe Off cer Kmln
dback-about the tanirum {recorded enthe video] that he pifched after he fini
-Unprofessi‘onal for a police officer lo behave that way, especially whilte hé Wa_ waaring hss

hile gt the- palice stafion; surraunded by his peers. | continia 16 sxpect betier front our pablic J
sarvarnty
Respocifully; |

Enmily Kiose

Jod, Aug 8,
Su bject: Re: Gomp]amt Letter
Good Morning Emily,

City Legal got back with me this morning: Officers are reguired to liave the-camera 6nat all
ties when in uniform and engaged in any law enforcement activity. Itfs not legals
interpratation that 4 person hasan expectation of privacy while in their home:and that
convetsatiodis beiig had over e phdng. However whied the officer's:are in people’s houses
conducting law enforeérient getivities with the body ramera activated, we should be notifying:
the person of:the catiara. |f that persdn isavictintor witiess, they can request the tamera be
shut off'to prevent the interior 6f the home and canversation fram being recorded.




The video on this case is net a flagged video and net subiject to FOIA. Qur retantion periad for
this video was 90 days and has since rolled off tha server.

From: Tod Myers

Sent: Monday, August &, 2018 7:30:35 AM
TorEmily Klose

Subject: Re; Complaing Eetter

Hi Enily,

1will reach out'to Legal this morning to-see whatthey have found out,

Frovnd Emily Kiose < -

Sent; Friday; August3, 2018 2:05:03 PM

Ta: Tod Myers

Subject: Rex Complaint betier

Goad afterrosn, Lt. Myefs,

It has been almost twe months since you received my written complaint about Officet Killin
using his body-warn camera to record our presumed private conversation while | wasin the
privacy of my hormne,

Irespectfully request an update mie anthe status of this situation, as Hoelieve that city legal has
had adequate time to address my “coricer™ and comié to someé conclusion.

Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone

QnJuns, 2018, at'12:28 PM, Emily Klose - e
Thankyou:
Sent from my IPhone

On lun 5, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myers <ted.myers@champalgnil.govs wrote;

Ms. Klose,

[justwanted to Iet yau know | had received your complaint letter
in refarence to-anofficar recordin GUr phoné tofiversation via
his bodyworh camera. | have serit yout concein to.otr legal




department. Once | fear back from them, [ will be in contact with
you,

Lt: Tod Myers

Office of Professional Standards
217-403-6913

tod mvers@champaignil.goy




Rachel Jny_ N ‘ B o »
L L L AR S T e

Fram: Laura Hafl

Santy Thursday, August 16, 2018 10:57 AM
To: Rachel Joy

Subject: - RE-Camplaint Letter

Fram: Rachel Joy
Sent: Thursday; August 16,2018 10;43 AM
To: Laura Hall <Laura.Hall@champaignil.gov>
Subject: FW: Complaint Lettar

Hi Laura,

Tod and 1 spake regardmg EmilyKlgse. | knawhe spokato you, 50 I wanted te forward you my email communication
with her and herforward to me. | havealready sent a forward 16 Tod.

Let-me know:ifyou need any-additional Tnfarmatmn from me,

Tharks

From; Rachel Joy

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 10:36:AM
Toi"Emily Klgse'

Subjeéts RE; Comiplalht Lettei

Hello Emily,
Your Will Feceivea letter from City Legal regarding yolit inguiry as stated below.
Thank you;

! Gty of
il CHAMPAIGN

Rachel Joy
Community Relations Manager/Gompliance Officer
City of Champalgn

10Z:N. Neil 5t. { Champaign, iL 61820

(217) 403-8830] [247):403.8835 Fax

R-aéhef.}w@(ih ampaignil.gov




From: Emily Klose <

Sent: Wednesday, August 15,2018 1 30 I?Nl
To: Rachal Joy <racheljoy
Subject: Fwd: Complaint Letfer-

Rachel,
Here's the string of &:rmails | exchanged with LT, Myeys regarding the complaint | filed in-May at the CPD.

Thankyou,
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From Emily Klose:
Date: August 8, 2018 at 12:07: 10 PM cDT
To: tod myers@champalgnll.gav

Subfect: Re: Complaint Letter

Hello, Lt. Myers,

| respectfully disagree with the conclusion of City Legal. Atthe very least, f shmuld have re{,:esved 8 wratten
document from Clty Legal and/or the Police Départrient stating théir conelust '
time-to-document the-contérhs Jeading 16 my complding, yetthe ity

responding to my: complant at all. Afd, Ih fast, | am (n possesslon g
FOIA, | did receive.it; and 1 have vt it humerous tmes. Singe Officer Will m K.i!lln Ciha_ ,fﬁcer whe
ware the: body: CAMmerd: duting my-conversation with-him) is alse d Il ral [;
citizen {Alten Corey) against. the citg, 1 hiéliave this vidad fiie
Qificer Killin. In-any event, lam strpriged by the behavior of ¢ | g opr.
this body-camera event !nvo!ving fyself and & Ghampaign pallce officer: [ will-cont nuato reseamh thiis
sitwation, and | plan ta wiite-akout it,

And | do havetwo guestionisfor you: 1) Hés thé city iianager been’-made aware.of thls complaint? and 23
Has the clty-council bean madd aware of this complaint? fnot; th | be myfirst order of business, as |
beligve that the.council wirote, or-at legs! réviewed, tha, tanguags for the-body-camera: policy; andthis
language eauld vertéinty Lse some:refining.

Thank youtar your response fo my.quéstion, thatigh. And at. tFre very least Seotld you*glvaofflcer Killin
same feedback-abatit the tantrtnm. (re ~arded orthe video) that'he pitchied after he finishied talkingto:me?
It-was beyond unprefessional for a police officer to-behave that way; espacially-while te Weis wearing his:
uniform while al the:polités stat ian; surraunded by his pears: | continue:to sxpect better fror our publlc
servants,

Respectfully,
Eirily Kiose:

-—Ldiginal Message=s+
From od Myars <tod.myers@champalimilgoys

Wed, Aug 8, 2018 1117 am
e: Complaint Lefter

‘Good Morning Emily,




City Legal gothack with mie this morning. Officers are réquired to have the camiera or at all
times when inuitform and erigaged in-any law endforcement activity, 1Lis notlegals
interpretation that a person hasan expectation:-of privacy while in thelr home and that
canversation is belng: had over the. phone. However when the.officer's are in people's houses
canducting law enforcement activities with the body camera activated, we should be notifying
the. person of'the camera. H’ that person is aVict’I"m or w‘itness thev can requést the camera be-

The video on this case isnot a flagged video and notsubject to FOIA, O retention périod for
this video was 90:days and hias since rolled off the servet,

From:Tod Myers

Sents Monday; August 6, 2018 7:30:35 Al
To: EmilyKiose

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hi Emily,

| will reach:-out:to Legal this- morn!ng to see’ whatthey have found put,

Fra ~ Emﬂv Klos:e

SentsFriday, August 3, 2018 2:05:03 PM

Ta: Tod Myers

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Good afteérnoen, Lt Myers,

It hagbeen-almost two months since you received mywtitten coniplaint about Officer Killin
using his body-warn camera to record our presumed private cofvetsation while | was in the
privacy of my home;

l respec‘tfully raQUest an u pdate fne cm the status thhls situation, 45 l beheve that city.legal has

Thank you. | look forward to Hearing from you.
- Emily Klose

Sent.from my iPhone

Ondun 5, 2018, &t 12:28 PM, Emily Klose — Jfe:
Thank you. .,
Sent fram my iPhane

On.Jun 5,2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myérs<tod. myers@champaignil.govs wrote:
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‘Ms; Klose,

I just wanted to let'you knaw { had received your complaint letter
in reference to an officer récording your p‘h‘ohe conversation via
his hody wornrcamera. | hava séntyour concerh to our legal
department; Once ['hear back from them, | will be i cohtact Wwith
you,

Lt. Tod Mygrs

Office of Prafessichal Standards
217-403-6913
tod.myers@champdignil.goy




Rachel Joy _ _ _ | |

From: Emily Klose

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:03 AM
To: Rachel Joy

Subject; ' Ref Complaint Letter

Regardless of what the:letter from City Legal says, | would like-answers to.the fol lowing questions now: 1) Is the city
manageraware of this com;ﬂamt? 2] s the ¢ ity cotncil aware: of this complaint? 3) §5 Chief Cobb dware of this
complaint? 4) Why didn’t thiscomplaint go-through praper channels:at the Police Dept.2 Why did it go stiaight to City
Legal?and B) Why didn't anyong seem fo realize that | anin possession-of the video showing Officer Kiliin'
conversation with me, evien if Lt Myefs says it rélled off the sefver?

If the city continues toignoreits own policies and protocals, | am forced to:conclude that all the referencesion the city's
web site about {ransparenty aricl sepving thi citizéns of Champatgn aré nothing more than rheteric.

You yourself said your office:should have recelved a copy of the complaint:and that the respanse should have tamie
fram Chief Cobh not City Legal. Fdeserveidhswers to-these questions, Rachel. | thought that was the jobof your office,
Please inform me-of what vour next steps willbs,

Re-spe:ctfu.l Iy,
Ernily Klose

‘St front iy iPhhe

On Aug 16, 2018, at 10:35 Aivl, Rachel Joy<ra cheljoy Tonikgovs wrote;

Hello Emily,

You will receive a letter fram City Legal ragarding your inguiry-as stated below.
Thankyou;

<image001.png>»

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer

City of Champaign:

102 N, Neil 8t | Champalgn, IL 51820

- (217]403-8830| 1217) 403-8835 fax




From* Emi}y l{lase <

sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2013 1 30PN
TouRachel Joy srachekjoy@champaignil.gove

‘Subject: Fwd: Complalnt Letter

Hera's the string of e-majls:| ekchahged with [t Myers regarding the complalnit | filed In May atithe CPD.

Thank you.
Emily Klase:

Sent from my iPhone
Bagin forwiarded message:
From: Emily Klose
Date: August 8,.2018 at 12:07:10 PM £DT

Tostod.myers@chiampaigni.goyv
Subject: Re; Complaint Letter

| respecifully disagree with the congluglor of City Legal. At the veryfeast; 1 should have
received a‘witten docurhent from City: Legal andicﬁr_th Pali 'epartment slating their
conchgions, | fogk 4 gréat deal of timg to ¢ '
.‘compfalnt, yet ihe ;lty appears 1o have litf

g to my: complamt at all..
] tvia:a FOIA, | did
recalve 1t and [ hav arm l{ilhn (the aff}cer

who waretheiljody canéara during rn :

ay) dgaiist i Swdeomayshawa
‘; fate cor]dut;t by Officer Killin, In any 1 glrprised by the
f;City L gaj n _ur Pcﬂma Departmentover thl body amer;a evenf mvolvmg

fowite abddt it

And I da havetwo guéstionis Tor you: ‘12 Has the dityn anager been made aware of this
camgitaint? ahel.2) Has the clty counell been made aware of this complaint? If net, that wil
be my first erdar of business, as | befieve that the coundil wrote, or al least reviewed, the

language: for thié body-camerd policy, and this language sould certainly vse some
refining.

Thank you for yc;eur response ta g qu&sﬂcjn though. And at thevery least could you
glve: Officer Killin soné féedback about the tantx A
pdched after' ‘e'f[nished talkmg to me? fwa

statfcn, surroundéd by his peers. | cdntmﬁe to expect | betfér fmm our pubhc servants.

Respéctiully,
Emjly Klose

----- Ongmal MeS B e e
From: Tod Myers <tod.n}
To: Emily-Kilose <

Sent: Wed, Aug 8, 20184117 am
Subjest: Re: Gomplaint Letter

jers@oharinalsnil.ioy




Good Morning Emily,

City Legal got-back with me this morning. Officers are required to have the
camera on atall timeswhen in uniform and engaged (n any law enforcement
ac:twity Itis not fegals interpretation that a person has an expectation of privacy
while in their home and that conversation Is betng had over the phone. However
when the officer's are ln people s hiouses coriducting law enforcemant activities
with the body ¢amera actlvated We shoild e hotifying the person of the
canigra, If that pafson Is a victim or witness, they-can request'the camera be
shut off to preveit the interior ofthe home:and canversation from being
recorded,

The video on-this case Is not a flagged video and not subject to FOIA. Our
retention period for this video was 90-days and has sinceralled off the sarver.

From: Tod Myers
“Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35 AM

TotErily Klose
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hi Ermily,

T will Feseh sut o Legal this mt}rning to see what they have found out.

jFrom- Emﬂy Kiase < _
Sent; Friday, August3, 2018 2:05:63 P
To:Tod Myers

- Subjeet: Rei Complaint Lettér

Good afternoon, Lt Myers.

It has'been almost two months since you recelved my written complaint about
Ofﬁcer K:llm usmg hf body»wom camera to record aur presumed private

| respectfully reguest ab update me ohthe status:of this situation, s | believe
that city legal hds hiad adequate time to address my-tgancern” ahd cometo
some conclasian.

Thankyou. | look forward to hearingfrom you;

Sentfrom iy IPhotie
On.Jun 5, 2018, at'12:28 P, Emily Klose: - e nrotes
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Thank vou,
Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 5, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myers.
<tod myers@champaignil.gov> wrote:,

Ms. KIQSE‘,

Ijust wanted to let you know |- had received your
cotmplaint letter in reference to an officer ré C(*er-fii‘_t.'g'
yoir phone conversation via his body worh

camera. | have sentyour concern to ourlegal
depattmient. Oncel haar back from them, bwill be
n contact with you,

Lt. Tod Myérs

Office of Professional Staridards
217-403-6913
tod:myersi@champaignil.goy
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Fiam: Rache! Joy

Sent; Thursday, August 16,2018 1119 AM
T ‘Ernily Kiose'

Ce: Tad Myers

Subject; RE:Complaint Letter

Helle Emily,

When | spoke withyou yesterday, | Informed you of the pracess.and proteduré our office.curre ntly takes as it relates to
officlal policecomplaints: And as | stated yesterday, for #n official police complaint the process jsithe Lt. of Professional
Standards from CPD Investigates, our office reviews and the Citizen Review.Subcommittee reviews. After that process,
the complaint goes to the Chlefof Police for 4 final decision and after that, if a person wants to-appeal a-decison it gogs
ta thie City Manager.

After speaking with Lt: Myers, you did not have anofficlal comptalnt and instead an inquiry regarding the legal use of
body-cam video, Therefore; uroffice was not in receipt:ofa format police complaint and thus the reasen Lt Myers:sent
the infarmatiof to Clity legal toanswer your direct fagal qugstion, ,

Therefore, since it was notan official police comptaint, ouroffice wauld hot have any néxt steps related te your fagal
guestion-as that-would remain with the City's legal department. 1 followed upwith Lt. Myers and after speaking with the
legal department, you will receive 4 latterfrom City legal.

Asitrelatesto our office; ifa formal complaint is received, our offite would follow:the processas wil the Gitizen Review
Subcommittee.

Thaink you,

[ Cityol
I cHAMPAIGH

Rachal Joy
Community Relations Manager/Compliancs Officer
Llgy of Champalgn

102 N, Nelt St. | Champalgn, I 61820

(237) 403-8830[ (217} 403-8835 fax

Racheldoy@ehampaignil.eov

Fror: Emily Klose ¢ -
Sent: Thiirsday, Augiist 16, 2018 11:03-AM
Te: Ractie| Joy <racheljoy@champalgnil.govs
Subject: Re:'Complaint Letter

Hi; Rachel.




Regardless of what the lettar from City Legal says; | would like answers to the folldwing questions aow: 1) Is the city
mianager aware of this complaint? 2) Is the city council aware of this complaint? 3) Is Chigf Cobb aware of this
complaint? 4} Why didin't this.cor ap"f.ai.n.: go thrugh proper channels at the Police Dept.? Why did it go straight to City
Legal? and 5)'Why didn't anyanie seem to realize thatl an in possession of the vides showing Officar Killin's
conversation with me,even if Lk, Myers says It folled off the sérver?

If the ity continues to fgnore its gwripolicies and protocols, | am foreed to con clude that all the references min-'tﬁe-;C'itfy‘s
web site abouttransparency and serving the cltizens.of Champaign are nothiiig mare thar rhetorie.

You yourself $aid your office should have received: a copy of the eomplaing and that the respanse:shauld havecame
from Chief Cobb, not City Legal. | deserve answers to these Guestions, Rachél, 1tho ught that was the jub of your dffice.
Please inform re-of whaf your next steps will b,

Respactfully,
Emily Klose

Sent fram my-iPhone

On Auig 16, 2018, 4t 10:3% AM, Rachil Joy <rachel joy@champalgnll govx wrotes
Hello Eifly, o
You will receive a letter from:City Legal regardiiig your hyulry as stated below.
Thankyou,
<image00L.prg>
Rachel Joy
Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Charpaign

102 N. Nell $t. | Chempaign, ILE1820

(217) A03-8830] (Z17) 403-8835 fax

Rachelloy@champalgnil.gov

From: Emily Klose -

Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 20181330 PM
To: Rachel Joy <racheljoy@champaisnil.govs
Subject: Fwd::Complaint Letter

Here'sithe string of e-mails Lexchangad with Lt Myers regarding the complaint 1 filed in May at the £PD.

Thank you..




Ernily Klose

Sentfram-my IPhone

Begin forwarded mesgage:
From: Emily Klosex -
Date: August 8,2018at12:07:10 PM €DT

To: tod myers@champaiznil.gov
‘Subject: RerComplalnt Letter

Hello, Lt, Myers,

I respectfulty disagree with the coneluslon-of City Legal. At the-very |east, | should have
recsived a-wiitten ducument from City Legal and/ar the Police Diepartment stating thair
canclusions. Lteok a great deal of time to document the concerns leading fomy
‘complaint, yet the city appears lo have little interest fn responding fo my complaint at.all,
And, infact, | am In possession f the video, since | did request it via a FOIA, I'did
recaive it, and | have viewed it numerous times, Since Officer William Kiilin:(ihe-officer
who ware the body-camera durlag rry conversation with him)s alse involved i a federal
lawsuit flled bya cifizen: {Alton Corey) against the city, | believe this video may show a
patiern of inappropriate eondust hy Offlcer Killin. In any event, | am surprised by the
behavior of City Legal and our Police Dispariment over this body-camera event involving
myself and a Champalgn police officer. ! will caritinue to research this situation, and | plan
to write-about it.

And |'de have two questions for you: 1) Has the city manager been made aware of this
* complaint? and 2) Has the city councll been made aware-of this. complaint? If not, that wil

be-my first-order of business; as: believe that ihe council wrote, or at least reviewsd; the
language for the: body-camera poliey; and this lanouage could certainly use-some

refining.

Thank you for your response to-my-question, though; And at the very leasf, co
give Officer Killin some feedback about the tantrum {reeorded on the video)th
pliched-after he finished talking to me?7 as beyond uriprofession offie
to hehave that way; sspecially while he was wearing his:uniforin while at the police

station, surrounded by His pears; | confinue to expect better fromm our public Sarvants.

Respactiully,

Emily Klose:

—Origical Message-—-—

Fram: Tod Myers <tgd.myers@shampaignilooes
To: Enilly Klose o )
Sent; Wed, Aug8; 2018 11117 am

Subject: Re: Gourrplaiit Letier

Gogd Morning Enily,

City Leggal got back with ie this morning Officers are regiiifed to have the
camera ofi at all times Wwhenin uniform and-engaged in any law:enforcement
activity. Itis not legals interpretation that a person has an expectation pf privacy
while in their homeand that conversation is being had aver the phone. However
when the officer's are in peoplels housesconducting law enforcement activities
‘with the bedy carmera activated; we should be notifyling the persor of the
camera. If that person is:a victim or witness, they can requast ths camera be
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shut off to prevent the interior of the home.and conversation from béing
rectirded..

The video-on this case is not a flagged video and not subject to FOIA. Qur
retention period for thisvideo was 90 daysiand has since rolled off the server.

Froimi Tod Myers

Sent:Vionday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35 AM
Toi Emily Klose

Subject: Re: Complairit Letter

Hi Emily,

1 will reach-out-to Legal this morningta sée what they have found out,

Fronn: Emily Klose «

Sent: Frictiy, Aligust 3, 2018 2:05:03 PM
To: Tod Myets

Subject: Re: Complalnt Letter

Good afternoon; Lt. Myers,

It hias been almost two months since you received my Written complaint about
Officer Killin using his body-worn camera to-recotd our presumed private
conversation while | was in the privacy of my home.

I :ﬁgﬁpit'-zétfu'ljlf)jequ._est an update me on the status of this sityation; as1 believe
that city-legal has had adequate time toaddress iny "concern” and come to

some conclusion.

Thank you. I ook forward to hearing from You.
Emily Klose

Sent from.my IPhione

OrJun'5,.2018, &t 12:28.PM, Eniily Klose wrotes
| Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone

On Jun'5, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myers
stod.myers@champalgniligove wrotes

Ms. Klose,




| just wanted tolet you know | had received your
comptaint letter inreferenceto an officer recording
your phoie conversation via his body worn.
catera. | have sent your-concem toour legal
departnient, Once | hear back from them, | will be
in gortact with you.

Lt. Tod Myers

Office of Professional Standards
217-403-6913

tod. myers@champatenil.goy




From; Erriliy Klose <

Sent: Thursday, August-16, 2018-11:37 AM
To: Rachel oy

Subject: Re: Camplaint Letter

Rachel, '

I beg todiffer. (tabselutely was an officlal complaint, and | filled outthe official complaint paperwork that | PICKED: UPin
person at the CPD, and while there, | talked to multiple giecple at the £RD abiout iy interit to filé said complaint..| am in
receipt of all the original papers that (filed, by the way, so Lt. Myers Isincorrect. If you'arerit able to get the original

eamplaint fram hinvor Clty Legal, 'm-sorry that the city's own systems are:so dysfunttional, but it seems clear to-me
thatyou have notréad my complaiiit yourself,

Your ongoing refusal to answer my questionsis distressing; as | used theword “complaint” multiple timesin my writtsn
complaint.

Respectfully,
Emily Kiose

Sent from my iPhone

OnAug 16, 2018, at 1118 AM, Rachel Joy <ezeheld

Hellg Emily,

When | spoke with you yesterday, | informed you of the process and procedyre oureffice currently
takes s itTélates to official police:complaiints. And as | stated yesterday, foran official police complaint
the process is the Lt. of Professianal Standards from CPD Investigites, our office reviaws aiid the Citizen
Review Subcommiittee reviews. After thatprocess, the cormplaint goes to the Chief of Police for a final
decision and afterthat, if a person wants to-appeat a decision it goes to-the City Manager.

After speaking with Lt, Myers, you did 1ot have ar official tomplaint aid instead an inguiry regarding
the legal use'of body cam video, Therefore,our afficewasnotin receipt of a formal police complaint;
and thus:the reasan Lt Myers sent:the information te City legal fo answeryour direct legal question.
Theerefor, since it was not an'official police complalit, Gur office iWould not have any next steps related
to your legal question as that wolild rarain with the City's legal department, 1 followed up with Lt
Myersand after speaking with the fegal department, you will receive & letter from City Jegal.

As itrelates to puroffice, it.a formal comilaint is réceived, our offite-would Tollow the proeess-as will
the Citizen Beview Subtomthittee,

Thank you,

fgof

Raghel Joy
Corimunity Relations Manager/Complisnce Officer

City of Charnpaigri




102 N. Nefl St. | Champaign, (L 61820

{217)403-8830] (217} 403-8835 fax

RathelJoy@champaigriil.goy
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Fram Emtly Klose«f
Sent; Thurstldy, ﬁugust 18, 2018 11 03 AN
“To: Rathel Joy <rachel.loy@ehampaignit.eovs
Subject: Re: Complaint Lefter

Hi, Rackiel,

Regardléss of what the letter freim City Légal says, [ would like answers to the following questions now:
1) Isthe city manageraware of this complaint? 2)1s the ity council aware.of this complaint? 3} Is Chief
Cobh aware of this complaint? 4} Why dida't this cortiplaitit go thraugh preper channels at the Police
Dept.? Why did it go.straight to.City Legal? and 5) Wh didn't anyone seem to realize that{amin
possession of the videa showing Officer Killin's conversation with. me, even if Lt. Myers $ays.it rolled off
theserver?

If 'lthe:;fcitylct!nt.i"n'_u'e_sf‘tcj ignore its own palicies and protocols, | am foreed to tonclude that all the
teferehceson the ¢ity'sweb site about transparency and sérving the dtizeéns of Champiaign are nothing
merg than-rhetoric.

You yourself said your office should have received-a tbpy of the tomplaint and that the response should

have come fram Chief Cobh, rat Clty Legal., [ deserve answers tothese questions, Rachel, | thoughit-that
©owasithe: JOb ofyouroftice. Pleass inform meiof what-your next steps will be.

Respectfully,
Eraily Klosg

- Bentfrom my iPhoné

On Aug 16,2018, at 10:35 AM; Rachel Joy srachel.jo

Helle Emily,

You will receive 3 lettar from: City Legal regarting your inquiry:as stated below,
Thahkyou,

<image00L.png>

Rachel Joy

Community Relatlons Manager/Compliaice OFficar

Clity of Champaign

102 N, Neil 5. || Champalgn, IL61820




(217) 403-8830] {217} 403-8835 fax

Racheloy@champaignil.gov

Fromy Erily Kidse

Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 1:30 Pyt
To: Rachel Joy <rachelioy@champaignil sovs
Subject: Fwd: Compiaint Letter

[Here's the stririg of e-mails | exchanged with L1, Niyers regarding the complaint ] filed in
Mayat the CpD.

Thank you,
Emily Klose:

Begin forwarded massage:

Emiily Klose:

plaitit, yet the dity appears to
y complaintatall. And, infact, 1 am
: 0,:since I did request ltyviaa FOIA,Idid recelve
iewed it numerous times, Since Officer William Killin (the,
“who'word the body carmera during my tanversation with-him) is
e ina federdl lawsult filed: by a citizen (Alton Corey) agafust
her beliave this video may.show & pattern of inappropriate-corduct
by Officer Killin. |0 any-évent, [ am surprisad by the hehaviar of Sity
Legat and aur Police-Department over ihis body-camera event invalving
myself-and'a Champalgn police officer 1 will senfinue to research this
sttuation,.and [ plan'te-write abettit.

And [ do'have two questions for you: 1} Has:the-city manager besn made
aware of this cemplaint? and 2) Has the dlty:council been made-aware of
this complaint? i not, that wifl hesmy firstorder of business, as | believe
that the couneil-wrote, er at least reviewed, the language for the body-
eamera policy,-and this language could certainly use sora refining.

at the very
& tanirum

Tharik you {oryour-response fo my questiors, thougi
Isast, cauld you-give Dfflesr Killin soma feedback abo A )
{recordad on the video) that he: pitehad after e firished talking to ma? It
was'beyond unprofessional for a police officer to tway,
aspeclally while he was wearing his uniform vihile i the police station,
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surtourided by his pears. Toantinue to-expast better from our pubilic
servants.

Respecifully;
Emily Klose

~—Qrigirial Message———
Feor: Tod Myers <tod.myers@champalgnil.govs
To: Emilyiose- _
Sent:Wed, Aug 8, 2018 11:17 am
Subject; Re: Complaint Leiter

Good Moring Emily;

City Legat got back with me this merning, Officersare reguired to
have the camera ot at all times when in-uniform and engaged in
any law eriforcament activity. Itis not legels interpretationthata
person has ah éXpéctation of privacy while in their home:and that
tonversation is being had over the phone. However when the
officer's are in pedple’s halses conducting faw enforcement
activities with the body cathira activated, we should be notifyirg
the person ofthe-camera. If that person s @ victim or withess,
they can reguest the camers be shut off to prévent the interiorof
the home and conversation from being rééarded,

The video-on this ease is not a flagged video and not subject to
FOIA. Qur retention period for thisvideowas 90 days and has
since rolled off the server:

Frammi Tod Myers

Sent; Manday, August 5, 2018 230:35AM
TouEnily Kiose:

Subject: Re: Complaint Latisr

Hi Emily,

Lwill reachiotit ta Legal this morning to see what they have found
Ok,

From: Emily Klose P
Sent: Feiday, Augiist:3, 2018 2:05:03 PV
Tor Tod Myers

Subfect:.Re: Complaint Lettér

Good aftefnoon, Lt. Myeis.

[t has been almost two maonths side Yo Féteived iy written
‘complaint:about: Officer Killln using his hody-watin ¢arriars ta
record our presumied private conversations while 1 was in-the
privacy of iy home; :




1 respectfutly request.an update meon the status of this situation,
as I'believe thatcity | legal has had adequate time to address 1147
“concern” and come to some canclusion.

Thank you. | look forwvard to hearing from you.
Ernily Klose -

Sent from my iPhong

On.Jun 5, 2018, at 12:28 PV, Emily Klose <
wrotes

Thank you..
Sent from.my iPhone

On Juh 5;,2018, at 8:55.AM, Tod Myars
- -stod,inyers@champaignil.gov> wrote:

Ms: Rlose,

justwanted ta let you kitow | had
retelved your complairit letfer in
reference to an officer vecording
your pheohe.cofwersation via his
biotly worit camera.. 1 have sent your
concérm to our legal

department. Once |'hear back from
them, Fwill be in contact withyou;

Lt. Tod Myers

Office of Professional Standards
217-403-6913
todmyers@champaigall.gov




From; : Rachel Joy

sént: Thursday, August 16, 2018 T1:45AM
To: : Joan Walls

Subject: : FW: Complaint Letter

Sharing for nextweek, | .
I BCEd, Dorothy, Chief and Laura from legal on'théoiiginal gniail helow,
Thanks ,

Fromi Rachel oy

Sent: Thursday, Aligust16, 2018 11:19 AM
To:*Emily Klose" _

€c: Tod Myers <tod.myers@champaigril.govs
Subjecty RE: Complaint Letter

Hello Emily,
When I spake withyou yesterday, | informad you of the process and procedure our office currently-takes as it relatesty
official police vomplaints, And-as | stated yesterday, fof an official police eomplaint the grocess is the Lt. of Professional

Standards from €PD Investigates, our office reviewsand the Citizen Review Subtommittes Feviews. After that procass,
the.complaint goés fo the Chiefof Police for a final decision and aftertha tifa-person wants to appeala decision it gdes
1 thie Gity Manager.

Afterspeaking with Lt: Myers, you did nothave-an official complaint and stead an inguiry regarding th legal usé of
body'camvideo. Therefore, our office wasmnot inreceipt:of-a formal polfce complalhtand thus the resson [t Myerssent

the Information to ity legal to answer your divect legal guestion.

Therefore, since it was notan official police complaist, our office would not tave any next steps related o your legal
Question as that would remair with the City's legal department. [followed up with Lt. Myers and after speaking with the
legal departmant, you will receive & letter from City legal, | .

As it refates to our office, If & formal complaint is.cecaived, o office would fallow the process as will thie Citlzer Review
Subcammittee.

Thankyou,

s Gityof
Il CHAMPAIGN

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Complance Officer
City of Champalgn

107 N, Nell St | Champalgn, IL 61820

(2177403-8830 {217} 403-8835 fax

[Rachel Jov@champaignilgoy




Fromi: EmilyKlose«<h .
Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:03.AM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel iov@chamipdignil.govs
Sulgfect: Re: Complaint Letter '

i Rachel,

Regardiess-of whatthe letter from City Legal says, | would like answais to the following questions riow: 1) Is fhe eity
manager awars-of this complaint? 2) 5 the city-couricll aware ofthis complaint? 3} 1s Chief Cobb-aware of thiis
corplaint? 4) Whydidn't thils complaint go through properchannels at the Police Dept.? Why did it go. stralght to Gty
Legal? and 5) Why-didn't anyone seem to realize that | 81 it possession of the video showing Officer Kiflin's
conversation with mé, gven iFLE. Myers saysit rolled off the server?

If the city continues to ignore its own polities and protocols, | am forged to_;(:ﬂhi:fiuﬁe that all the references on the city's
web site about Transparénicy and serving the citizens of Champaign ate nothing more than rhetoric,

You vourself safd your office: should have received a-copy-of the com plaint -ah'c'i jﬁha:_t the respanse should have come
from Chief Cobb, nat City Legal. | deserve-answers 1o these ruestishs, Rachel. | thought that wasthe job of your office.
Plaase inforn me.of what your riext steps will be,

Respectfully,
Enily Klose

Sent front myiPhone

©h Aug 16,2018; at18:35 AM, Rachel Joy <racheljoy@champaigmilgoy>wrote,

Heﬂo Enm Iy,

T_lrz.an.k you,

ximage001.png>

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Comgpliance Officér
City of Charmpaign

AD2 N, Neil £t | Champaign, [L 61820

{217) 403-8830} (717) 4038835 fax

RachelJoy@champalgnil.gov

From: Emily Klos;
Zenty Wednesday, August-15, 2018 1:30.Pv)
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To: Rachel Joy <tachel.joy@cham
Subject: Fwid:-Camplaint Letter

Rachel,
Here's the string of e-malls |- exchanged with 1t, Myers regarding the camplaint | filed i Mayat the CPE:

Thank you.
Emity Klose

Sent fram. iy IPhong
Begin forwarded message:
From: Emily Klose.:
Datei Augist 8, 2018 at 12,0710 PM CDT

To:tod.mvers@champalenitpgy
‘Subject: Re:Complaint Letter

Heilo, Lt, Myers,.

1 respectfully dissigres with.the condlusion of City Lagal. Al the very least; | should have
received awritten docurpent from Clty Legal and/or the Police Department stating their
conclusionis. | took & gredit deal of fime to document the eoncems leading to my

appesrs to have fittle: interest h résponding to my complaint at ali,
ct, Lanmin possession of the video; &incé 1 did request it viaa FOIA, | did

. dnd | have Viewed it numerous times. Since Officer William Killin {the officer

> the body camera during my cofivérsation with him) is also invoived in a federal
lawsuitfiled by a-citizert (Altor Corey) agalnst the-city, | belleve this video may show a
paliem of inaporoprate condust by Officer Killin. In any-event, [ am surprised by the
behiaviorof City L .egal and-aur Police Debariniant over this body-carmera event involving
myself and & Champaigh police officer. | wit cantinueto research this situation, and | plan
1o Write abatit it, '

And1 46 havetwd questions foryau: 1) Has the eity manager beenmade aware-of this
complaint? ahd 2] Has the-ity ccunceil been made aware of this complaint? if npt, that will
b rst order of business, as | belteve that the:council wrote, or-at least reviewed; the
guage fordhe body-camera poliey; and this language could certainly-use some

Thankyou for:your response to my.question, thaugh. And at the vary least, could you
give Officer Killin some feedback ahout the tantrum (recorded on the video) that ke

pitcliéd aftar he finished talking to:me? It was beyond unprofes
to behave that way, especially while he was wearing his ‘
station; surrounded by his peers. 1 cortihug to expsct batter

RespecHully,
Emily Klose

Good Morning Emily;




City Legal got sack with me this morning. Officersare required to have the
activity. Itis not legals intetpretation that @ gersor has an expectation of privacy
while in their home and that conversatian fs:belng had overthe phone, However
when the officer's are in people's houses conducting law enforcement activities
with the body camera activated, we should be rotifying the person of the
carmera. If that person is & victim or witness, they can requést thecamera be
shut off to prevent the Interior of the home and conversation from being
fecorded.,

The videa-on this gase is not a flagged video dnd not subject to FOIA. Our
retention peried for this video wag 90 days and has since rolled off the server.

From: Tod: Myers

Sent: Monddy, August 6, 2018 7:30:35.AM
Toy Emily Klese

Subject: Re: Complaint Lettar

Hi Ervilly,

I will reach out to Legal this morning to see whit they have found out,

From: Emily Klose _
‘Sent: Friday, Alglst'3, 2018 2:05:03 PM
To: Tod Myets

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Good afternoon, Lt. Myers.

It has been almost two months since you recelvad nysuritten complaint about
Officer .E('-=itli"i’i'ﬂ5§'ng his body-worn camera to.reéokd our présumed private
conyersationwhile [was in the privacy of myhome:

I respectfully request an Update me onthe status of thigsituation, as [ beligve
that city legal has had ddequate time to address my "concern” and cometo

some- conclision.

Thankyou. I Teok forward to hearifigfrom you.
Emily Klose

Sent fraf iy iPhone

Onjun 5, 2018, 4t 12:28 PM, Erilly Klose ) yrote:




Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 5, 2018 at 25 55 ANI Tod Myers

L just wanted tolet you know [ had raceived your
com p!alnt Ietter in reference to aty offucer recording

camera l have sent vouf concerm to our [egal
departiient. Quee [ hearback fromn them, | will be
in cofitact with you.

Lt. Tad Myers

Office-of Professional Standards
217-403-6918
tod.myers@champaignil.gov




Rachel Joy . o
Froiti; Rachel Joy

Sents Wednesday, August 15, 2818 12:09 pm

To: To Myers

‘Subject: Emily Klose

Jmportance; High

Hi Ted,
Ifeceived a call from Emily Klose who indicated she filed a com plaint while you were out and it was never
Investigated. Sheindicated she kivew Lt. Ramseyer and they spoke about body cam igsues rélated to the incident With
art Officer William Kinnirywhich her complaintis agalnst. She stated she'knew Lt; Bamsever so her conversation. with
him, was notofficial but.she was told to fill out paperwork, She stated she was told thatitwentia City legal, but she
‘hever Teceived sny whtten dotu mentation dbout the complatnt being investigated. Linforted her was unaware of any
such complaint and informed her of the progess for police complaints which-did not include the complaint going to City
legal. She stated.she spoke o you or received anemall from you. Fam notsure-which-one as:she stated spoke to:and
ewall exchange several Yimeas. She inditated you infarmed her it was pastthe time to file o conplairit and Itwas lost on
the sarver ‘ _
She called the City Manager's Office todlay regarding the issue and wanting to go fo. Council based en what she has
stated as hér complaint not being praperly reviéwed. Stie'was transferred 16 e to ask aboiit her options for filing a
complaint. '
l'informed her I would need to-get back to heras Edid not have any information regarding her particular case.
“Doyou know.anything abolit this case? Can we disciss if yod have infa?
Tharks

| E Cigef
HETH Criampaian

Rachel Joy

Commitinity Relations Marigger/Compliance Offieer
City of Champaign

102 M. Neil St | Chaipaign, 161820

(217) 403-8830[ [217) 403-8835 fax

Rachelloy@champalghil.gov




Rachel Joy

T
From: . Ted Myers
Sent: "Wecjiman_«z!azyi August 15,2018 1278 PM
To; Rache! Joy
Subject: Re:Emily Klose

Yes.. Let me know-whenyou are in and I'll call over.

From: Rachel Joy

Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 12:09:10 PM
To: Tod Myers

Subject: Emily Kiose

Hi Tad,

[ received a call from Emil ly Klose who indicated she filed a coimplaint whilé you were out aid it was never

investigated. She fdicated she knewLt; Raimiseyer and they spoke ahout biody caif sstes rélated to the incldent with
an Officer Willlam Kinnin which her complaintls against. She stated she knew Lt. Ramseyerso her conversation with
hitn, was niot-official but she wis told to fillaut paperivork. She stated she was told that' [t went to City legal, but she
never received any written documentatiariabout the com pfaint being investigated. |. iiformed ber Fwas Ghaware of any
such complaint and informied her of the processfer police gomplaints wiick did: not include: the {:ompfamt gofngto ity
legal. 'She-stated she spoke to yolrof received dn emal From yoik. | am not Suré-which oneas she stated spoketa and
eriiail exchange several times, She indicated you informed her it was past the tine 1o file & complafrit and it wasg lost an
the server,

She called the City Manaper's Office today rfégarding-the issue and wanting to go to Council based on what-she has
stated as her complalnt not being propeily‘reviewed. She was transferred to fig To ask about her options for ﬂhng a
‘complaint:

Linformed her I would need to get bdek to'her as Edid:-not:have any information: regarding her particular case.

Do yau: know: amfthmg aboyt this fase? Can we discuss ifyou have info?

Thanks

e Gy of
i Criavpaiay
Rachel Joy
Comniunity Relations Manager/Compliahcs Officar
City of Champaign
102 N, Netl $t. | Champaign, (161840
12171 403-88301 {217} 403-8835 fax
Rachel.Joy@champaignil.gov




Rachel Joy

Frarhs Rachel Joy |
Sent: Thursday, August 16,2018 11:52 AM
To: Dorothy-Ann David; Matt Roeschley
Subject: FWe Coamplalnt Latter

lam not responding to the 2™ email response below, but wanted-ta miake you avareand keepyou in the foop afthie
email strings:in Joan's-absence. If you would likerany updates or additional info the enriall strings don't provide please let
e know. o _

I am not in tomorrow, so wanted to let you know that in case you had questions today:

Thanks ' ' '

Rachel

From: Emily Klose:

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11.37 Ami
To: Rachel Joy <rachel joy@champaignil. govs
subject: Rey Complaint Letter

Rachel,

[ beg to differ. [Labsolutely wasar official corplaiiit,and | filled aut the official complaint.paperwork that) PICKED UP in
person at the CPD, and while there, | talked to multiple pesple at the CPB about ity Intent to file siid complaliit. | am in
receipt of all the original papers that [ filed, by the way; so Lt Myers is incorrect. if you aren't able o get the orighnal
complaint from him or City Legal, U'm-sorry that.th e city's.own systems are so dysfunctional, butit-seems clearte me
‘that you have nat tead mycomplaint yoursslr,

Your ongoing refusal ta answer my questlons is distressing, as | used the word "complaint® maltiple timesin my writien
€omplalnt. , .

Respectfully,
Emily Klose

“Sent from my Phone

On Aug 16, 2018, at 11:18 AM, Rachel Joy <rachel joy@champaienilgovs wrte:

Hello Emily,

When 1 spoke with-you yesterday, | informed you-of the procegsand procedure our office-currently
takess as itrelatesto offictal pdlice complaints. And as | stated yesterday, for an official police complaint
the process s the Lt. of Professional Standards from CPD investigates, o(r office. reviews and the Citizes
Review Subcommittee reviews. After that progess, thecomplaint goes to the Chief of Police for  finai
detislon and afterthat, f.a peedon wants to appeal a decision It goes to the City Manager:
Afterspeaking With Lt Myars, youdid nat havie an.official complaing anilinstedd an quiry fegarding
the legal yse of body tam video. Therefore, our office was niot in receist 6f a form policercomplairit
and thus the reason Lt Myers sent the information to Clty lega |to answer your divect legal question.
Thefefore, sifice.itwas notiad offictal polics complaint, ouFoftica would Aot haye.any next steps related
to your fegal question as thatwould venidin with the €ity's legal department, | followed up with Lt,
Myersand after speaking with thelegal department, youwill recelve a letter from City legal,

As it felatesto gur office, iF4 formal cofmiplaint is reegived ~our office. would follow the process as will
the: Gitizen Review Subicorimittee,




Thank you,

] s Cityrof
E!i a:mw&xfm

Rachbel Joy
Community Relatians Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Champalgn

102 M. Neil St. | Champaign, ILE1820

(217} 403-88301 [217) 403-8845 fax

Rachel.Joy@champaighilgoy

Fr’om‘ Emlly Klnse r

Sent: Thursday, AUgUSE16,20118.11:03.AM
To: Racha! Joy <rachel joy@champaignilzov>
Subject: Re: Complairit Letter

Hi, Rachel.,

Regardless of what the letter frofm Clty Legal says, T wonld fike answers to the following questionsnow:
1} thie ity nianager aware of this complaint? 7} fsthe city council aware of this tofplaint? 3} 15 Chigf
Cobb-aware of this complaint? 4) Why didn't £his cemplaint go through proper- channels st the Police
.ﬂept ¥ Why dld it ga strai‘ght tq ley Legal? and 5) Why dldn tﬁnyqne seem ta reahzs: that I am in

the' se,rv,e.r?

if the ¢ty tontinies 1o fgnore its own policies.and protecols, 'am foreed to concludéthat dlthe
refgrences on the Elty's web site: abaut transparency.and serving:the ¢Hizeny: of Chia mpaign-are riothing
more than rhetoric,

You yourself said your office should have received a'copy of the complaint and that the response should
have comefrom Chief Cabb, net City Legal, | déserve answers to these questians, Rachel, | thought that.
was the johief your gffice; Please infarm me of whatyour next steps will be.

Respectfully,
Emily Klose-

Sent from my iPhone

OnAug 16, 2018, at10:35 AM, Rachel Joy <rachel.joy

Hellor Emily, S
You will feceivea letter frofn City Legal regating your Inguiry-as stated below.




Thankyou,

<image001.png>

Rachel Joy

Community Relattons Manager/Compliance Officer
City-of Champalgn

102 N. Nell'st. | Champaign, IL 61820

(217} 403-8830] {217) 403-8835 fax

RachelJoy@champaignil.eoy

Subject. Fwd Coplaint Lﬂtter o
Rachel,

Here's thestring of e-mails| exchangad with Lt. Myers regarding the complaitit] filed in
May:at the CPD;

Thatik you.
Emily Klose

‘Sefit from my IPhotie
‘Begin forwarded message:
From:Emily Klose:<
DatesAGgust 8, 2018 at’12:07:10 PM, COT

To: lodmyers@champalanitizo.
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Helio, Lt Myers,

| rispectfully disagree with the conclusion of City Liegal, At the vary least,
I'shigl erecelved a writtén docurient from City Legal snd/orthe
Police Departmeht stating thell cdficlusions, | tobka- great deal of tini f6
docutheant the congerng ledding to my cofplaiet, yet the ppeEars to
have littls: Interest i 'pondlng to ’my Qomplamf gl And, 10.fact, 1dm
i possess Qn of st it wa _FOIA,_ {.did retaive
. SN S Willian, Killin:(thie,

) W e ihe bmdy uamera durln G iy conversation with him

ved n a faderal JawsUlt fled by a citizen (Alton Corey) 4y

fhier c:ty, Ibslieve this video may show.a pattern of Iapproptiate conduet
by-Officer Killin, In any’event, Tam sutptised by the behavior of Gity
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Legal and our Palice Department over this hody-camera event invelving
mysélf and e Champaign police officer. | wil gontinue to research this
situation,and I plan fo write about if.

And 1 do have two questions for you: 1) Has the cily manager been made -
-aware of this complaint? and 2) Has the city councll been made aware of
this complaind? If not, that will ba iy first order of business, &5 | believe
that the council wrate, or-atieast reviewed, fhe language for the bady-
Camera policy, and: his farguage cauld centainly use sorma refining.

Thank you for your response Lo fity question, thaugh, And at the very
least, could you. give Officer Killin some fasdback about the: tantrum
(recorded on the videa)that he pitched after he finished talking to- me? It
‘was beyand unprofessienal for a polise offiver to behave that way,
especlally while: he was wgarmg hig niforin while at the police station,
surrounded by his. peers. | coritinus fa expéct better from our: puinc
sarvants.

Respactfully,
Emily Klose

Good Morning Efnily,

City Legal got bagk-with ma:this morning. Officersare required to
have the camera on at all fimes when in uniform and engaged in
any law enforcement activitys Itis not legals interpretation-that a
pevsoii hasian expectatlcm of privacy while In their-home and that
gonversation is bei;ng hatl over the phone, However when the
officer's are il people’s tiouses conducting law enforcement.
activities With the body camera activated, we should be notifying
the persoii of thé camérd. If that'person is a victim or witness,
they can réquestthe tathiers be shut off to prevént the interiorof
the home.and conversation from bieing técorded,

Thevideo on this caseis not aflagged video and not stibiject to
FOIA. Our retention:period for this video was 90 days and Has
since rolled off the server.

Fromm: Tod Myers

Sent:.Monday; August'6, 2018 7:30:35 AM
TosEmily Klose

Subifect; Re; Complaint Letier

Hi En’tglv,

lwill Fedch dut to Legal this morning to'see what they havefound
oiit; - '




From: Ervily Klose s,

Sent: Friday, August3, 2018 2:05:03 P,
To: Tod Myers:

Subject: Re: Complaint Latter

‘Good afterdogn, Lt. Myers.

[t has'been almost two months since you received my written
complaint-about Officer Killin usinghis body-worn camera to
record our presumed private conversation while | was in the
privacy of my home. '

| respectfully reguest an update me'cnthe statuis of this §ituation,
as | beliéve that city legal has had adequate time to address my

Yeoncern” and come to some-conclusion.

Thank you. | look farward to hearing from you.
Ernily Klose:

Sent from my iPhoke

On Jun.5, 2018, at 1.2:28 PV Emily-Klose
wrote:

Thark you.
Sedt from fiy iPhane

On Jun 5, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myers
<tod myers@champalgnil.gov> wrote:

Ms, Klose,

| just wanted.to let you know | had
recelved your-complaint Isttet in
reference to-an-officer recording
your phong conversation via his
body worn camera. Fhave sent-your
‘congern to-ouriegal

departasent. OnceThearback from
thent, L will be ireoritact with you,

bt Tod Myers
Office of Professional Standards
¢




2174036913
ted.myers@champaignil.gov




From; Matt Rogschley

Sent: Thursday, August. 16, 2018 12:32PM
Tor Rachie] Jog; Darathy Arin David
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Thanks, Raghel

From: Rachiel loy

Sant: Thursday; August 16, 2018 11:51:37 AM
To: Dorathy Ann.David; Matt Roeschiey
Subject: FW; Complaint Letter

| am not responding to the 2" email response below, but wanted to make you aware ang keepyou In the loop of the
email strings in Joan’s-absence: If you would fike any updates ar additional info the email strings don't pravide plaasélet
e know, _

fam not in tomorrow, so wanted to let you know that in case you had questions today.

Thinks '

Rachel

Fram; Emily Klase
Sent: Thursday, August'16, 2018 11:37 AM
Tox Ruthiel Joy srachel joy@champaignilzovs
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Rachel,

1heg to differ. It abisolutely wasan official complatit, and | filled dut the.offictal e plaint paperwork that | PICKED (P iy
person at the CPD,and while there, Htalked to muitiple peopte at the CRD-about my intent to file said somplalit. | amn
receipt of all the original papers that | filed, by the-way, solt. Myers Js ncorrect. 1fyou sren't-able to get the ariging)
complatit from him of Clty Legdl, Prii sorrythiat the dity's owiisystéms ate so:dysfunctional; but it seems clear to me
that-you have net read my complaint yourself;

Yijur ongoing refusal to dnswer My questions is distressing; as | used-the word "complaint" mo igle timesin my wiitter
complaint.,

Resgactfully,
Eqpfily Kloge.

Sent from iy iPhone

OnAug 16, 2018, ar 11:48 AM, Rachiel Joy-<rachel joy@champalgnil govs wrote:

Hello Emily,

When L spoke with-you yesterday, | Infermed:you oFthe pracess and protedure our-office turre nily:
‘takesas ftrelates to official police complaiits. Ard.as | stated yestérday, foran official palice complaint
the process s the Lt. of Professional Standards from CPD investigates, aur office ‘reviews and the Citizen
ReviewSubcommitiee reviews. After that process, the complaint goes te the thief of Police for a/fingl
declsion and after that, If 4 pétson Wants to'agpeal a decisianit goesto the.City' Manager:




Cobb aware:of thiscomplai

After speaking with Lt. Miyers, Vau did nat have dn official complaint and instead an-inquiry régarding
the legal use of bo;iy cim video: Therefore, our-office was not In recetpt of a format police:complaint
and thus the reason’Lt. Myers sent the Information to C1ty Iegal to aisiver your direct fegal question.
Therefore, since.it was not an official police complaint our office would not havesny next steps related
to'yourlegal question as that would remain with the City’s legal department. | followsd: Up Wwith Lt
Myersand after speaking with the legal departiment, you will recgive a letter from City legal.

As ftrelates ta our office, if a formal complaint is received, aur office would follow the:process-as will
thé Citizen Ravigw Subcommﬁtee,

Thank you,

MI\NE A MPAIGN

Rachel Joy

Community Refations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Champaign
102 N. Nelt st | Champaign, 1L 51820

{217} 403-8830] (21 }} 403&835 fax

Rache

!Jo_' & camar

From‘ Emily j<lose

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:03 AM
To: Rachel Joy <rachiel. loy@chiampalgiil.eovs
Subject; Rer Complaint Letter

Hi, Ractiel.

)Regardless of what the-letter from City Legal 5ays, | wioukd like answers to-the following questions now:

1) 1§ the'city miarnager pware of thisicomplaint? 2] Is the city council aware of this camplaint? 3 Is°Chief
) Why didn't this complafnt‘go’through proper channels at the Police
Dept.? Why didit go straight-ta-City: Legal? and 5) Why didn't anyorie seem to realize that] am in
possession of the Video showing Officer Killin® s-conversation-with me, even if Lt Myers Saysit rolled off

theserver?

Hithe ity continues to lgnﬁre jts dwn poligies and protocols, 1 am farced te canclude that all the
referenceas on the city's web site about transparency and Serving the citizens of Champaigiare. nothing:
more than rhetotit.

Youyourself said yourffice should have received a ¢opy of the corviplaint; and that the respafise should

have come from-Chief Cobb, not City Legal | deserve-answers to these questions, Rachel, | thought that:
was the job. of: our: office. Pleaselinform me of what your next steps will be.

Respectfully;
Emily Klose

Sentfrom myiPhone:

On Aug 16,2018, at 10:35 AM, Rachel foy <eachaljoy@chan

Helio Emily _ __ _ |
You will recéive @ letter fron City Lega;l'&ré‘ga_rd_iin'g_ your inquiry as stated below,

7




Thank you,

<image001.phgs>

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Champaign .

102 N, Neil St. | €hampaign, IL 61820

EEN} 40’.%833&} Ll?‘) 4@3 8835 fak

Frony: Emily Klose

Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2&18 1:30° PM
To: Rachel Joy <rachaljoy@chan Al
Subjects Fwid: Complaint Letter

‘Rachel,

Here'sithe string of e-malls | exchanged with Lt. Myers regarding the complaint | filed inf
May atthe CPD.

Thank you.
Emily Klose

Sent-fram my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

Fromi Emily Kfose
Date:: August 8, 2018 at 12,-,07 16:PM COT

Subjact' Re. cnmplaint Léttar

Hellg, Lt, Myers;

t respectfully disagree with the conglusion of City Legal. At the very‘feast
I sha d have recelved @ writen Hdogurment frol Clty‘ Lega_ angdf
, ; Departmenf stating: their conelusions k ',

dm ument the: cenesns leading to my comglain ett fhé r;lty appeﬁrs ‘to
_have ﬂttle n’[a ' st in 'm:ndmg to iy compla at al[ And in fat, | am

2 veie sderal lawsuit Illed by a cﬁtlzen { ton: Corgy) 'g'”' 1
the beheve-tﬁls.- idet inay-showa paitern of ingpprepriate cnnduct
by r Killln: In:ainy event, 1 5m surptised by the: behavior of Gity
Legal and qur Palice Bapartment gver this bgdy-camera averit- mvolvlng
mysaif and A Gham afgn polica off e, T will Sortinug to Fesearch 1His

And Fda- have_two diiestions fgr yair: 1) Has the Gity: maiager besn mads:
W __thl plaint?a d'2) Hag the city colingil been made aware of
‘coniplaitt? I nat, fhat will e my firstorder of business, asbalieve
that ths cauncll wrote, or &t least reviewed, the Tanguage for the body-

caviere policy, and this language cotld certainly (sé Sotive refiniig.

3




Thank youfor your response to my-qusstion, tHough. And at the very
least, eouid you give Officer Killin'série feadbagk gbout the tantrum
(recorded orrthe video) that he pitchsd after b finished talling to me? I
was bayond unprof“asslonal fof. 8 police offider to behave that way,
especially while he was waaririg his uniform while at the police station,
surrounded by his peers. | canitintié to expect hatterfrom aiir public
servants,

Respectfully,
EmilyKlose

Ser Wed', Aug &, 2018 11:17 am
Subject: Re: Complathatter

Good Morning Emily,

City Legal got back with methis moring, Officers are Fequired ta
have the camera on‘at all tirmes when thuniform and engaged in
any law: enforcement activity Itis not legals interpretation that a
person hasan expectation of privacy while in theirhome and that
conversation is beitg had over the phorie. However whenthe
officeir's are in peop]e s Houses: conduﬁtlng law enforcement
activities with the body-camera activated, we shiould be notifying
the person of the-sameéra. If that person isavictim or witwess,
thay can request the camera be shit off 1o prevent the interior of
the home and conversation from beirig recordeil.

The video on this case is not o flagged video-and not subject fo
'FOIA. Our retention period forthis video was 90 days and has
since rolled off the server,

From: Tod Myers

Sent: Maonday, August-6, 2018 7:30:35 AM
To: Eilly Klose

Subjectt Re; Complaint Lettar

Hi Emily,

1will each outto Legal this marning to:see what they have found
out,

-me' Emily Kiase .

Sent: Friday; August’3, 2018 2:05:03 PV
To: Tod Myers

‘Subject: Re: Complalnt Letter

Good afternotn, L, Myers.




1t has been almost two months since you received my written
complaint-about Officer Killin using his body-worn eamera to

record out presumed private eonversation while | was in the

privacy-of my home.

Traspectfully Feqiiest an update me an the status of this situation,

as | believe that city legal has had adequate time to address my
*concern" and come to'some conclusion,

Thank you. [ look farward to hearing fromyou.
Emily Klose

Sent from myiPhone

On Jun 5, 2018, at 12:28 PM, Eniily klose
wrote!

Sent from my iPhone

Ondun 5, 2018, at 8:55AM, Tod Myers
<tod.myers@champaignil. govs wrote:

Ms. Klose,

| just wahted ¥o.let you kivow I had
received your complaint letter in
reference to an efficer recording
your phone canversation via his
body worn carmera:. | have sent your
concern o olrlegal

department, Once lhearback from
them, twill be i contact with you.,

Lt: Tod Myers

Office-of Professional Standards
217-403-6913
m;myérs;@eﬁa’mﬁamm},gav




Fronm: Dorothy Adn Davig

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 20181237 PM
Toi Rachel Joy; Matt Reeschley

Subject; RetCamplairit Letter

Thankyou for'the information.

Dorothy Ann David; City Manager
City-of Champaign

telephone: (217) 403-8710 ‘

erail: dorothy.david@champaignit.gov

- Notfce: With limited exceptions; all emall sent and received by this sccaunt is subject to public disclosire urider the Stata of Tilingis.
Fraedom of Inforrmation Act. o .
Please congldet the anvironment befors printing this smaih

From: Rachel foy

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:51:37 AM
“To: Darothy Ann David; Matt Roeschley
Subject: Fw; Complalnt Letter

Lary not respending to the 2" amail resporise below; but wanted to make you-aware and keep you inthelaop of the-
email strings Tn Joan’s ahsence. If you would like any updates.or additionalinto e email strings don't provide plesse et
Lam notin tomorrow, se wanted tolet you know that in case you had questions today.

Thanks
Rachel

From: Emily Kigse B
Sent: Thursday,-August 16, 2018 1137 A
ToxRachel Joy <rachekjoy@champaigail govs
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Rachef, _ :

Ibeg to differ. Itabsolutely was an.oﬁi.ei;a.l.-éé'mzpla init, and Ifilled out thé efficial complaint paperwork that | PICKED UP In
persen at the CPD, and while there, | talked te multifle people-at the CPD aboiit tiy Ttent to file seld complaliit. Lam'in
teceipt of all the original papers that Ifiled, by the-way, so Lt. Myers s incorrect. f you aren't able to get the'eriginal

complainit from him or City Lagal, I'm sprry that the ¢ity's bwh systeins are-so dysfunctional, but it.seems clearfo me
thiat you have not read my complaing yourself.

Your ongaing refusal ta afiswermy questions is distressing, as | used the word "complaint” multfpte times {n mywritten

complaint,

Respéetfully,
Emlfy Klose

Sent from my [Phaong-




{217) 403-8830|

From: E
Sent:Thirsday, August 16, 2018 11:03 AM.
Tor Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champalenileovs
‘Subject: Re: Complaint Lefter

On Aug 16, 2018, at 11:18-AM, Rachel Joy <racheljoy@champaienilgov> wrote;

Hello Emily,

Whier | spoke with you yesterday, | infarmed you of the process-ahd procedure our office currently
takes as it relates 1o official police coniplaints. And a5 stated yesterday, for an official police complaint:
the procéssis the Lt of Professional Standards from CPD investigates, ouroffice. reviews and the Cltizén
Review Subcommittee reviews.. After that pracess, the com plaint'goes to the: Chief of Pélice for.a final
decision and after that; if a-person wants to appeal & decision it goes to the City Manager,

Aftér speaking-with Lt, Myers; you did nt have an officlal complaint and instead an Inquiry regarding
the legal use of hodycam video. Therefore, ouroffice was not i récéipt-of a formil police complaint
and thus the-reason Lt. Myers sent the informiation to City !egal to afiswer your direct legal question.
Therefore, since it 'was not ah offictal poiit:e complaint, our office would not have any next steps related
ta your Jegal question as that would remaln with the Chty’s legal department. |folfowed up-with Lt,
Myers and after speaking with the legal departiment, you will receive a letter from City legal.

As it relates to ouroffice; If @ fotmal cofiy plamt is recaived, ouroffice would follow the process as w:}l
the-Citizen Review Subcommittee,

Thank you,

l Cityof
Il HAMPAIGN

Rachel -Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Dificer
Cityof Champaign

102N, Neil 5t. | Champaign, L. 61820
2171 4038885 fax
RachelJoy@champdignil.gov

.

A'LY K!ose

Hi, Rachel:

Regardless of what the fetter from City Legal says, lwould like answersto the following Quesﬁf) its Row::
) Is thé crtv mzmagar aware of th|s comp{aint? 2] Is ’the mty caunmf aware nf t]‘TIS mmpiaint? 8) ls Chief

Dept ¥ Why d|d 11 go stralght tg City Legal? and 5) Why di&n ¥ anycme seem to realize that I am in

possassion of the video showing Offi icer Kiflin's conversation with e, éved If Lt. Myerssays it tolied off

‘the server?

if the cnty cmntinues to lgmre Its ewn pahmes and protacolst | am f@rrced te conclude that ail the

meore than rhetorlc

Youyourself sard your office-should have reteived a copy of the comiplaint and thatthe-response should
have tome fromi Chief Cobib, not City: Legatl, | daservignswers to these questions, Rachel. | thought that
was the job of your office; Please Inform me of what your next steps will be.




Respectfully,

sent from my iPHong

GnAug 16, 2018, at 10:35AM, Rachel Joy <rachiel.joyi

Hello Emily,

Youwill receive a letter from City Legal regarding your inquiry as stated below.
“Thank you,

=image0bi.png»

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer

City of Champaign

102 N. Neit 'St | Champalgr, IL 51820

217).403-8830] (217) 4038835 fax

RachelJoy@champaienileov

From: Emily Klose» |
Sent: Wednesday, Sugust 15, 2018 1:30 PM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel:joy@champaleril.govs
‘Subject: Fwd: Complaint Letter

Rachel,

Here's the string of -midils | ekchatged with Lt, Mysis regarding the comiplaint 1 filed in
MWay at the €PD.

Thankyou..
Emily Klose

Sent fiam my-iPhoné
Begin forwarded message::
From: Emily Klosa: )
Date: Aligust 8, 20184t 12:07:10PM COT

Toi tod.mvers@champalgnilgoy
Subject: Re: Complainit Letter

Hello, L. Mygis,

Irespectiully disagrée With the Sonclision of City Legal. At the very least,
1.should have received a written dostirment from Gity Legal and/or the
Polics Department staling their coriclustens. [ toak a great deal of fimes to
document the oncerns leading To.my carplaint, yet the city appears fo
have little intefestin résponding to my complaint at all. And, Infact, | am
il possession of-tie vides, since:! did fequest it via a FOIA, ) did-receive
it, and Uhave viewed it iumarous times. Sinoe Officer William Killin{the
officer who worethe bady eamera during my-conversation with him? i
alsg Involved in a federal lawsultfiled by a citizen (Alton Corey) against.
the city, | bellave this.videe may show-a pattern of inappropriate conduct
by Officer Killin. In any-event; | ant surprised by the-behavior of Gity
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Lagal and our Police Dapartmmt over this body-camera event invalving
mysealf-and & Ohampaign police ffiger. | will continue to-research this
situstian, dnd | gian to write ghout ii

And | do have two questions for you: 1) Has the:dity manager been madeé.
aware of this complaint? and 2) Has the city caunsll been made aware of
this complaint? If not, that will be my first arder of business, as | believe
hat the council wiolg, brat least reviewed, the language for the body-
canera palicy, and this language Gould certainly use some refining.

Thank you for Yol raspense ta my question, though. And at the very
least, could you give Officer Killin'some fesdback about the-tantrum
{recgrded an the video) that he pitched after he finishied talking.fo me? It
‘was beyonid nprotessional fora po e officer to behave that way,
-especially while tie Was wearlng his unffigrm while-gt:the police station,
surrourided by his peers. I continue to expact better frem our-public
“Hervants.

Reéspeetiully,
Emilly Kiose

-==0riginal Message-~—--

From: Tod Myers <iod mvars@chambaltinitoo
To: Emily-Klose <,

Serit: Wed, Aug 8, 2018 11: A7 am

Subject: Re: Complaint Latier

Good Moining Emily,

City Legal got back with me this morning. Officers are reiuired to
have the camera on-at all times whan in uriiform and ehgaged i
any law enfarcement activity. 1t is nit. legats interpretation thata
person has an.expectation of privacy wihile in their hame.and that
conversation is being had overthe phange. However when the
officer's-are in people's houses conducting law-enfarcement.
agtivities with the body camera activated, we should be natifying
the person of the camera, If that person isa victim or witness,
they canteguest the camera be shut off to preventithe interiorof -
the home'and conversatior: from baing recorded.

The video:oh this case s not aflagged video and not subject to
FOIA. Our retention petiod for this video'was 90 days.dnd has
sinee rolled off the server:

“From: Tod Myers

Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35.AM
TosEmify Kose:

Subject: Re: Complaint Lettar

Hi Emily,

| will reach out to Legal this'morming tosee what they have found
Gut.




From: Emily Klose <
Sent: Friday, Adgust 3; 2018 2:05:03 PM
To:Tod Myers

‘Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

‘Good afternoon; Lt. Myars.

It has been almost two moriths:since: you Feceived my writtan
complaint about Officer Killiv using his body-worn camera to
record our presumed private conversation while | was inthe
privacy of my home.

I'respectfully request an update me.on the status of this situation,
as I believe that city legal has had adequatetimeto address my
“cancern” and come to sonme-conclusion,

Thankyou. | lookforward to hearing from you.
Erniily Kiose

Sent from my IPhone

On Jun. 9, 2018; at 12:28 PM, Emily Klose
wrote:

Thankjau.
Sent from my iPhone

on Jun 5, 2018; at 8:55 AN, Tod Myers
m egs@champazﬁni! POV Wrote:

M. Kiose,

| just wanted to let you know | frad
received your complaint letter in
reference to-aniofficer recording
-your‘ pho‘ne comrersa’c‘r'an- 'vfa hi's

c:oru:em to our Iegal o
departiént. ‘Ofice I hear hiackfrom
thier, | Wil belri-cohtact with yort.

Lt Tod Myars:
Office of Professional Standards:
5




217-403-6913
tod.myers@champalgnil.zov




From; Rachel Joy

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:55 AM
To: . Laura Halt

Subjecti FWE - Comipléint. Letter

Hi Laura;

Sharing the 2% response { received. }BCC'd you on my first respense; | will not be responding to this email below, but
wanted to:share the email string.

Thanks

Rachel

From: Emily Klose + )

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 11:37 AM
Tor Rachel oy <rachgljoy@champalgni.gav>
Suibject: Re: Complaint Letter

Fheg to differ. [tabsolutely was-an offfcial complaint, and | filled out the official complaint papetwork that- PICKED UP.ii
perstn at-the CPD; and while there, 1 talked to multiple people at the CPIF about my intent to File sald eomplaint: | am:in’
receiptof all the origiial papers that [ filed, by the way, so'Lt, Mysrs s Ineafract. If you arsn't abile to get the original
complaint frorm him or City Legal, I'm sorry that the city's ewn systermis are so dysfunctional, biut it seems clear to wig
that you have not read my complaint yourself,

Yourongeing refusal to.answer my questions Is distressing,as | used the word “complaint” multiple times in wy vwrittes
complaing.

Respacthuly,
Einlly Klose

Sent from my ithone

On Atig16; 2018, at 11:18 AM, Rachel loy rachel.Jos

Hella Emily,
When | spoke with veu yesterday; | infotimed you of the processand procedure our office currently
takes as it relates to-offictal police complaints. And'as | stated yesterday; foranoffielal pdlice complaint
tha processia the Lt. of Professional Standards from CPD-investigates, our office reviews and the Cltizen
Review Subcomimittee reviews, Afterthat process, the-complaint goes to th Chiaf of Police for 4 fidal
decision-and after that, if a personwants to appeal a dedision ft goas to the City Manager.
Aftérspeaking with:

- Myers, you did not have an official complaint and instewd ar inguiry regarding
‘the legal use of body cam vided, Tharefore, olir office was rittin receipt ofa fortial police.complaint
and thus the reason Lt Myers sent the informatior: o City legal to-answer your divect legal question,
Therefore, since’it was notan official pelice com plaint, our office would nat have any next ste s refated
to'yaur legal question a5 that wolild remain With the City's Jegal departiierit. ) followed up with LE.
Myers and after speakingwith thie legal departatent, you will receive a letter from City iegal.

As itrelates to our office, i'a formal complalntis received, our office would follow the process as will
the Citizen Review Subtammittee:.

Thank yois,




L iy of
“HI CHAMPAIGN

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Complianee Officer
City of Champalgn

102 M, Nedl 8t. | Champaign, it 61820

{217) 403-8830] (2171 403-8835 fax

RachelJoy@chammatgnilaoy

From: Emily Klose

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018.11:03 AM
To: Rachet foy sracheljoy@ehampaiznil govs>
Subjett? Ret Cofiplaint Letter

Hi, Rachel,

.Ragardl,ess of what the [etter from City Legal says, I'would like answers to-the following guiestions how,
4} ls'the city manager aware of this complaint? 2} Is the ity: caurcil awsire of this complaint? 3) isChief
Cobb awaié of this coniplaift? 4y Why didn't this complaint gothrough properchannels at the Police
Dept. ?Why did it go straight toCity Legal? and 5) Why dida't anyone seern to realize that) am in
possession of the video showing Officer Killin's convarsation with me, evan if Lt, Mysrs.says it rolled off
Ahe servary ,

If-thie city continues to ignore its own policies and protaiels, tar fd;é‘-.jce;j b coriclyde that all the
referéiices on the dlty's web site about transparency:and serving the zitizens of €hampaigniare nothing.
rorethan thetarie;

You yourself:said your office shieuld have received d sopy-of the complaint and that the response should

have come frant Ghief-Cobls not. Lity Legal, | deserve answerstothese guestions, Rachel I'théught that.
was the job of your office. Please Inform me-of what yaur next steps will bi.

Hespec!;fufly,
Emily Kluse

Sent fron my IPhone

OnAug 16, 2018, at10:35.AM, Réchel Joy <radhel loy@champaignll.eovswrdte:

Hellg Emily;
You will receives letter from City Legal regarding your inguiry a5 stated below,
Thankyou,




2itmaged0l.prg>

Rachel Joy

Community Relationg Mraln'agﬁr/*ﬁm'mgﬁancé.Qfﬁc—a‘&i*
City of Champaign.

102 M. Neilst. | Chamipaign, IL 61820

(217)403-8830 | {217) 4038835 Fax

Rachel.Joy@chatmpaignilgoy

,From Em.liy Kiose B
‘Sent: Wednasday, August:15, 2018130 PV

Tox Rachel Joy <rachel jov@champalgnil.eov>
Subject: Fwd; Complaint Letter '

Rached,

Mayat the PO,

Thank you.
Emily Klose

Sent from my IPhone
Begln forwarded message:

Froms EmﬂY KIOSQ ) LY
ﬁate Augusts 2018at 1'" 0710 PACH’

-Subgect Rez Compim nt i.after
"Hello, Lt. Myers;

[ respectfully disagree withithe conalusion: ‘of Cily L.egal. At the-ve
I should have received a writle ‘
Police D&partment stating thelr ¢
dacament the eoncerns lsading to-my con g
have [itls Tnterast In resmndmg ta my complaint at all. And, in-fact, | a
in possassion of the viden, since | did requisst it via & FOIA, 14 'recew
it, and I iave viewed i dumerous tines; Sin: ' =)
‘ rarthe body camera dusing me on\faraatrah w;th h:m') 13
also Inv ved n afe eral |awsuit filed. by a citizen (Altoi Corey) agairist:
the city; | betieve thiswideo may show-a pattern of ingppropriate conduot
by foi‘cer K ‘any event 1am surpnsed by the behavior of G
Legal and our Polica Department yver this body*aamera avarit Invglvmg
myself-and a2 Champaigh police; offiger; | will'continua to research this-
situgtion, engd I planto write-about it.
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Anhd 1 do. have two quéstions for you: 1) Has the-city manager been made
-awdre of thig complaint? and 2) Has the city council beenmade aware of
1Hls Bomplalit? If not, that will be my first order of business, as | believe
thafthe counil wrote, or-at least reviewed, the language for the body-
camera policy, and this language sould certainly-use some refining.

“Thank you fér your resporise to my questlon, though. And at the very
feast, Gould you dive Officer Killin addbatk abouf the tantrum
{recorded gri the video) that he pitched after he finished talking to me? it
W beyond unprofésst ional for a police officer to bahave that way,
espacially white his was wearing his-uniform while at the police station,
surrolinged by big peers. { tontinue to expest better from our public
sekvants.

Respéttfully,
Emily Klose

==Original Messages-—=

From: Tod Myers <tod.mvers@champaicnit.oovs
- To: Emily Klose €

Sent: Wed, Aug 8, 2018 1117 dri.

Subject: Re: Complaint Lettar

Good Moring Emily,

City Legal got bagkwith e thisiiorning. Officersare required to
have the camera-on at all times whex in uniform and engaged in
any law enfercement activity. 1t is not lagals sinterpretation that a
person has:an expectation of privacy whilé ln thte home dird that ‘
conversatian is being had overthe phone. Howeverwhen the
officer’s are in prople’s houses-conducting law enforcement
activities with the bodycamera activated, we should be notifying
the persan of the camera, it rson is:a victim-or witness,
they can reguest the cameis be shut.off to prevent the interior of
‘the liéme and conversation from belng recorded.

Thevideo on this tase is tnt & flagged video.ard not. subject 16
FOIA. Dur retention perigd for thisvideo was 90 davs and has
since ro!led off the server, :

Frcrm-:f Tod 'Myet—s

Seht: Manday, August 6, 2018 7:30:35 AM
Tai Emily Klose:

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter:

|- will resich-out to Legal this morning tosee what'ihigy have found
out. :

Fromi; Emily Klose < :
Sent: Friday, August 3, 2018 2:05:03 Pw
4,




“Tos Tod Myers
Subfect: Re: Complaint Letter

Good afternoan, Lt. Myers,

I has been almosttwo moriths since you recelved my wiritten
complaint about Officer Kiltin using his body—Worn camers to
record our presumed private convergation While | was in the
privacy of my homia,

Lrespectfully request an update me onthe status of this situation,
as | belleve that city legaf has had adequate time to address my
"cancern” and comerto somie contlusion.

“Thank you. | look forward to hearing from you,
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone

wrote
Thankyou.
Sent from my iPhone

O Jun' 5, 2018, a1 8:55 AM, Todl Mysrs
<tedmyers@champalanil goys wrote!

M, Klose,

| just wanted to letyouknow I frad
recejved your-complaint letter in
reference to an officer recording
yourphong ronversation via his
body worn.camera. | have sentyour
concemn to.our lggal

departmént. Once [hesr back from
them, | will be in‘contact with-you.

Lt. Tod byers:

Qfffce of Professional Standards
217-403-6913
tod.myers@champaignil.gov




Afterspeaking with Lt. Nyers, youdid.nat have an official complaint and inistead an inguiry regarding
the [egal iise 6F body caim vided. Therafare, our office was ot in reseipt of a formal police complaint
and thus the reason Lt. Myers sent the information to City legal t snswer your direct legal guestion.
Therefore, since it was not an-officlal police camplaint, our office woyld not fiave any-next steps relatad
ta-yoiir legal guestion as that would remain with the City'slegal department. ffollowed up-with Lt,
Iiyers and &fter speaking with the legal department, you will réceive a letter from City legal,

Asit relates toouroffice, If a formal complaint is réceived, our office would follow the process as will
the Citizen Review Subcomittee.

Thank you,

E ity ol
IIF t:z»aﬁammw

_Ra.-c;ﬁh‘el. Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
ity of Champaign

102 N. Neil $t. | Champalgn, 1L 61820

{217) 403-8830] [217) 403-8835 fax

RachelJoy@champaignil.eov

Sem: Thursday, Augus't 16, 2018 11:03 AW
TorRachel Joy<fachel, {a\r@amalgmi gy
Subjeet: Rex Complaint Letter

Hi, Raghél,

Rega rdigssiof whatthe letter from City Legal says, ['would ltke ghswers to the following questions now:

1} Is the city mianager awa e of this complaint? 2) 1s the:city councitaware of this complaint? 3) Is Chigf
cobb aware of this complaint?. 4} Why:dide'f this complaint.go thiough properchatinels:at the Police
Dept,? Why did it go straight to. City Legai®and 5) Why didn't anyane Seem t9 redlize that Lamin
possession’of thé-video showing officer Killin's eonversation with e, eveniFLE, Myers:says it rolled off
thie sepver?

ity-continues to-ignisre its owir policies and protocals, [-am forced to conclude thatall the
ces:on the city's web sits-about transparency and-servingthe citizens of Champaign are nothing
morethan rhetoric,

Youyourselfsaid your office shiould have received’a copy of the complaint and that thie response sholld
have:copie from ChiefCobh, not City Legat. 1-deservi dnSwers to these queg.hcns, Rachel. 1 thought that
- was the job of your 6ffice. Pleasé ififorni me of what vour next steps:will be;

Respectfufly,
2




Emily Klose

Sentfrom my iPhone

On Aug 16, 2018, at 10:35.AM, Rachel Joy <racheljoy@charmpalenil.govs wrote:
Hello Efnily,
You will receive a letter from City'Legal regarding your inquiry as stated helow,
Thank you,
ﬁim'ag'EOGI;ph_'g'#
Rachal Joy

' Community Relations Manager/Compliarce Officer
City of Champaign
102 N. Nell 8t. | Champalgn, 1L.61820

{217)403-88307 (217} 403+

Rachel loy@champaignii.gov

From‘ Emllv Kiase ’
Sent: Wednesday, August-15, 2018 1:3¢ PV
Te: Rachel Joy <rachel joy@champaignit BOV>
Subject; Fwel: Campiatnt Létter

PR

Rachel,

Here's the string of e-mails | éxchanged with Lt. yers: regardmg thé tonplaint1 filed in
May-at the CPE.

Thiank you,
Emily Klose

Sent frony ray.iPhione

Beginforwarded message:
From: Emily'Klose _ _
Date: August 8, 2018 et 12:074:10 PM CDT

To: tod.myers@champalznil.gov
Subject: Re:-Complaint Letter

Helld, Lt Myers,

respecttully digagres with.the concltsion of City Logal,-At the very ledst,
| shiould have racgived & writter docurmient from Gity Legal and/orthe
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Holiee Department stating theif conclusians. ['took a great deal of time to
document the concerns lgading to my camplaint, yetths clty appears to
“hava little interest in réspanding o my complaing atall. And, i fac

in possession-af the video, since 'did request it via a FOIA, 1d r‘ec:alve
it, and | have siewed it numerous times. Since Officer William Killin {th
ofﬁcer who-wore the body caiera dufing my coriversation with himj |s
‘also involved Th a federal lawslitfled by a citizen (Alton Corey) agairst
the sity, | believe this videa may show & pattern of indppropriate canduct
by Officer Killin. in any-event, lam surprised by the behavior of Gity
Legal and our F’ohce Department over this body-camara-everit involving
myselfand a Champaign polics officer. Ll continue to resgargh.this
-gltuation, and | plan to-write about it

And [-do. have twe questionsfor your 1) Has the ¢ity mariager been mada
aware of this-com plaint? and 2) Has the ¢ity council besh made awareof
thi "Gomptaint’? I not, thatwill be my fiFrst ordér of businass, as | b“‘ fisve
that the councll wrote, orat least feviewsd, he language for (ha Body-
camera policy, and this Ianguage could: certamly sy dome refmi‘ng

Thank you for your response to my-question, though.And at the very
Ieaai could you give Officer Killin some fegdback abaul the taritrufn

fed on thevideo) that hie pitehed.-afterh finished talking fo me? It
and unprofessional for a palice officer-to behave that way,
iaspeciaii whzle he was wearing his urifdrm while at the: police: station;,
surrounded by his peers. J continue to expect better from our public
seryEnts.

Respastfully,
Emifly Kiose

s -Qr?g Inal Message-—-—
From "d Myers ziod mvers@champaianil.goys:

Sant: We ‘Augs 2018 1117 am
Subjfect Re Complaint Letter

Guood Morning Emily,

City Legal got back with me this morning. Officers are reguired to
have't:h‘e camera on at all times:when in uniform and engaged in
ay lgwv enforcement activity. It is:not legals interpretation that a
person has an expectation of privacy whilein their home and that:
¢briversation is betiig had over the pliane. However when the
officst's araIn, people's houses conducting taw enforcement
actlvities with the bady carera activated, we should be notifying
the person of the camera. 1fthat pefsoiy isa vichim or withess;
they can request the camera bé shut off to:prevent the interiorof
the home and conversation from being recorded.

The vitdeo on this case is-nof a flagged V‘ldeo:?anci' notsubjéctto
FOIA, Ouir ;ﬁ;a;tgn.ﬁbsn periot for this videa was 90 days and bas
since rolled off the seyver.

Frsit: Fod. Myers
Serit: Monday, August 6,208 7:30:35 AM
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TosEmily Klose
Subject: Re: Complaint tetter

Hi Emily,

1 will reach out to Legal this morning to see what they have found
out,

Fromiy Emily Klose .«
Sent-Friday, August 3, 2018 2:05:03 Pm
To: Tod Myers

Suhécti Rei-Complaint Letter

Good afterriopn, L. Myers.

It has been almost two months since you received my-written
complaint about Officer Killin using his body-worn camera to
record our presumed private conversation while | was in the
privacy of my home.

| respectfully request anupdate e on the status of this situation,

as beheve that eity [egal has had adequate time to. address my
“coricern” ahd conieto some conclusion.

Thank you. ook forward to hearing from you,
Emily Kiose

Sentfrom my iPhone

Omdun 5, 2018, at 12:28 PM, Emily-Klose «
wrote:

Thank You:
Sent from my iPhone:

OnJun:5, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod Myers
<tod.myers@champaignil.zov> wrote:

Ms. Klose,

redeived your complaint letter in

reference'ta an officer recording

your phone conversation via his

body worn camara. | have sent your
5




toncern toour legal
department. Once [hear back from
them;-1 will be In contact with you.

Lt. Tod Myers

Office of Professional Standards
217-403-6913.
tot.mvers@champaiznil. gov




Rachel Joy
Lo
Fram;

Sent:

To!

Co

Subject:

Importance:

Hello Catrier and Kris,

Rachel Joy
Thursday, August 16, 2018 1200 PM

Carrie Brown; Kris Robhiiris

Ashley:Stickels
Citizen

High.

There have bean a string of emails from Emily Klose. She may or may not call tire office, but wanted tokeepyou in the
loop.. She disagrees with the process followed by CPD and is not happy with my information related to her fegal ing uiry
that City legal reviewed, She has been 'in‘ﬁb.r.mé_d she will receive-an. official ]etter!fr_om:leg_a}'_-reg-ardingg her inquiry.

Jam out tomorrow and | tid infdrm her of this, butwanted to let-you ail Kriow she midycall for the Mayor or Dorothy
with her concerns regarding: CPD, ECHO:and Legal. Dorothy has beerssentthe emails as has Matt, Chief Cobb, Tod

Myers-and Laura.

Let e knowif you niged ahy more detafls at this time,

Thanks

'Eaﬂm'l_ oy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer

City of Champaign -

102 N, Neil 5t. | Champaign, Il 61820

(217) 403-8830] [217) 4038835 fax




_;Ea'czhézl Joy

From: Emily Klose

Sent: Thutsday, August:18, 2078 3:42 A
Ta: Rachel lay

Sulsject; Re: Complalnt Letter

Hello; Rachel; ’

Since you indicated earliet that you will be out of the office tomorrow, Fri, 08/17/2018, please indicate which ofthe five
quesﬁons L aisked you I an‘earlier é-mail that youwill have answers fot by the end of today. Also, who shall [-diract my
questions to while you are away?

The €PD’s description bfitself as “af honest, transparent, and-inclusive govermrient-agency" that is "committed to
fostering positive police-citizan partnerships” leads e to believe that the tity 15 eager to resolve this situatlon with one
of ttslong-time eitizens, taxpayers; and voters {that would be me).

L.appreciate your time and attentien to this matter,

‘Sent from my [Phope
‘On Aug 16,2018, at 11:36. AM, Eirfily Kiose L otef

Rachel,

I begto-differ. itabsolutely was-an official complaint, and 1 filied gut tha official complaint paperwark
that1 PICKED UP in persan-at the CPD, and while there, | talked to multiple people atthe CPD about my
intent to-file said complaint. | and in rege! ptof; all the ofiginal i bapers that | filed, by the way, 501t Myers
Is Incorreet, if youaren'tiable to get the original complalnt from him er City Legal 1f ths6fry that the.
city's-own systems are 5o dysfunstional, butitseems clear to me that you have not read my cemplaint
*yuurself

‘Your angoing refusal'to answer my questions 1§ distressing, as | used the word "complaint™ muiltiple:
timesii my written compliing. :

Respectfully,
Eraifly Klase

Sent-from my Phore

On Aug 16,2018, at 1::18 AM, Rachel Joy <rachel joy@champaignil

Hello Enily,

When [ spoke with youyasterday; | informed you of the process and procedure our
office-currently takes as it refates to official police.complaints. ‘And as | stated
yestérday, foran official poluze coriplaint'the précess is the Lt b Professionial Standards
from CRDInvestigates; tur office reviews and the Citizen Review Subcomniittee

1




reviews. Afterthat process, the complaint goes ta the Chisf of Police for a final decision

and after that, if 4 persaii wants to appeal adecision itgoes o the City Manager.

After speaking with Lt. Myers, you did not have an official complaintand instead an

Inquiry regarding the legal use af bodycam video, Therefore, our office was not in

receipt of a-fofral palice complaint anid thus the reason Lt, Myers sent the information

to-City legal-to-ansvrer your ditect legal question.

Therefore, since it was not an official police.camplaint, our bffice. would riot have any

next steps related to your legal quastion as that would reniatn with the City's legal

depa"rtmsnt Jtoliowed up-with tt. Myersiand after speaking with the legal departroent,
you'will receive a letter from City legal.

As it relates to-our.office, if-a formal complaint is recelved, our office would follow the

process as will the Citizen Revisw Subitommittes;

Thank you,

= Cityof ,
| | CHAMPAIGH

Rachel Joy

Cominunity Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Champalgn

102 N. Nell St. | CHampaign, 1L 61820

(217):403-8830 | [217) 403-8835 fax

Rachel.loy@champaienitzoy

From: Emily Klase-

‘Serst: Thursday, Augast 16, 2018 T1:03 AM
TorRachiel Joy <racheljoyv@champaigeil.cove
Subject; Re: Complaint Letter

Hi, Rachiel.

Regardiess:of whit thé letter from Cify Legat says, | woulld like answers to the following
qiiestions Aoy 1315 the city manageraware of this complaint 2) Isthe city-toundit
aware of this complainit? 3) Is.Chief'Cobb aware of this ¢omp airit? 4) Why didn't this
complaint go through prdper. chantielsat the Police Dept.? Whydid it gu straight to.City

Legal?and 5) Why didh't anyonie seen to yealize that Famin possession of the-video
showing Officer Killin's conversation with me; even if Lt. My&rs says it ralled off the

server?

If the gity continues:toignore its own: palictes.and pratacols, Fam farded Yo tohclude

thatall the iefeiences bhithe city'é'wib site ahout Fransparaficy and serving the ¢itizens:

of Chammpaign.aird Hothing piore than rheteric,




You yourself said your office should have received a capy of tha complaint-and that fhe-
response shiotild have come from Chief Cobib, nat City Legal. | deserve answers to these
questions; Rachel. | thought that was the job gf your office, Please informme of what
your next steps wil he,

Respectfully;
Emily Klose:

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug'16, 2018, at 10:35 AM, Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champaignil.gov> wrote:
Hello.Emily,
You will receivea letter from Ctty Legal regarding your fguliry as stated
below,
Thank you,
<imagef0l.png>
Rachel Jowy
Corimiinity Relations Manager/Compllance Officer

City of Champalgn

102 N. Neil St | Champalgn, IL61820

{217] 403-B830] {217} 403-8535 Fix

Rachel.Joy@champaignil.aoy

From. Emily Kiose, e
Sent; Wedﬂesday, August: 15 2018 1:30 PN

Ty Rachié) loy ¢rathel joy@champai 'nil 20Vs
Suhjects Fwd: Complaint Letter '

Rachel,

Here's the string of e-malls.| exchanged with 1t Myers regarding the
‘complaint1 filed 0. M3y &t the CPD.

Thank yout.
Eriily Klase

Sent from my-iPhone

Begin forwarted megsage:




From: Emily-Klose- 7

Date: August 8, 2018 at 12:07:16 PM €OT
To: fod.myers@champaignil.gov
Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hella, Lt. Myers,

| respectiully disagree with the conclusion of City Legal.
At the very least, | should have received a writign
dogument fram City Legal- and/or the Police Department
stafifig thélr conclusions, | toak a grest deal of time to
v o concerns leading fo my-complaint, yet the
city appears to have I;tt{es~lntareat f responding to vy
camplamt at all And rn f‘_ in possession of the

&, | did receaive it
e Oﬁrcer

and | have wewed it numeraust ey &

Willlar. Kilin: (the: officer who wor

durlng my conversatian with hin} is'also;

federal lawsuitfilag bya witizen {Ai’con Carey) agamst the

cr‘ry. 1 belleve thjs \ndeo rmay. show,a pattern qf
J-O.‘ lin. frisa

Has fhe: clty c;ouncil been made aware of this
IFnot, that Will ks my firstorder of business
that the cauncilwrote; orat least reviewed,

for'the hody-caifiera palisy, and this languags c@uld
pertainly use soma refining.

pohca statlun Surrouﬂded by hig pears IQQntmge o
‘axpabt better from our public servants:

Respectfully,

Entity Kloge

?:‘Myers <;_d mvers@gi‘i;&mm gl
Tor B ﬂy Klase e

SeritWed, Aug 8, 2018 71717 am

Subject: Rex Lomplaint Latter

Good Marning Erily,

City Legal got batk with me this morning. Officers
are requited to have the sariera sivat all fimes
when in uniforti anil ergaged inany law:
enforcement.activity. Itis notlagals interpratation




that a person has an expectation of privacy while in
their home dnd that conversation is being had over
the phone. Howeverwhen the officet's arein
peaple’s houses conducting law. eriforcement.
activities with the body camera activated, we
shiould be: notifying the persan of the camera. If
that person is a victim or witness, they can request
the.camera be shut off'to prevent the Interier of
the home-and conversation:from being recorded.:

Thevideo on this case is not a flagged video and
not subject to FOIA. Qur retention period for this
video was 90 daysand has since rolled off the
servet

Frbm T Qd M?ers

Sent: Monday, August', 2018 7:30:35 AM
To: Emily Klose

Subject: Re: Complaint Letter

Hi Ervily,

I'will reach outtp Legal this morning to see what
they havefound out.

From: Emily Klose

‘Sent: Efiday, Avgust 3, 2018 2:05:03 PV
Toy Tod Myiers

Subject; Re; Complaint Letter

Good afternoon; Lt, Myers,

It has bgen almost two tianths sinceyau received
‘my written coraplaint abbut Officer Killin usirig hig
bady-wain rarista 1o récord our presumed private
tonversation while L.was in the privacy.of my
heme.

1 respectfully request ari vpdate me on thestatis
of this situation, as I believethat city légal has had
adetuate time to-address my "concern” and come
t6 somig conclusion,

Thank you. | look forward te hearing from you.
Eimily Klose




Seat from my IPhone

O Jun 5, 2018, at 12:28 PM, Emily Kiose
posnoans WEOTRI

Thank you.
Serit from my iPhone

On.Jun B, 2018, at 8:55 AM, Tod

wroté:
Ms. Klose,

I'lust-wanted to let
jyou know [ had
received your
complaint letter i
referdnee to an
officar récording your
phene conversation
via-his bodyworh
camera. | have sent
yaurgoncern to-our
legal
department: Oncel
hear back from them,
Lwill be in eontact
with you,

L. Tod Myers
Office of Professional
Standards

tod.myers@chanpalg
nilgoy.




Emm;
Saiit:
To:

Matt Roeschley

Morday, Adgust 20,2078 £50-PM

Rachiel Joy

Subject: Fwd: My Official Citizen's Complaint Against-a. CPD Officer

FY1. | don’tthink we need anything from yoli at this poiint biit will-tet yoid know if that chatigas.

Begin forwarded message:

- Bant:

From: Emily Klose B

Date: Augiist 20, 2018 4t4:13:01 PMCDT

To: ;- £ilymanagersaffice@champalgnilgay, councll@champaianilgov
Subject: Re: My Official Citizen’s Complaint Against a CPD Officer ‘

Correction; s.b, Lt. Mysrs, | belisye. My apologies.

iginal Message-—--

fily Klose o
tymanagersotfice <gltvimanager
it Mott, Aug 20, 2048 401 pma
Subiject: My-Official Citizen's Comiplaint Agaitista CPD Officer

Hsli, Courieil Mermbiers arid City Manage,
Good aftethoon, '

Forthe last two weeks, 1 have beén trying to-gst arranswer from the eity of Champalgn that justifies or
explains why an-official somplaint | filed against Officer William Killin at the end o ‘May, 2018, was
mishanidled by the olty In & way that-clearly violates and ignores the city’s.own policlos-and procedures on-
hoWw said complaint should be-handled, and also:may violate my rights as-a.€itizen to lodge acomplaint: 1
ask that the ety council and the city manager find out why-Sgt. Tod Myers apparently decid d that my
official, meticulously written complaint {entitled "Champaign Police Departnient Cltizen's Complaint]
would nat go:through proper, well-delineated channels at the GPD, but would instead - go-lo City Legal,
where:lt was buried-and ignored for two menths: by that deparfment.

Please note that I, myself, followed ihe correct procedure by pieking upin per _5)9-.“; from Sgt. Oleson on

Wed., 05/30/2018, the aity's own CITIZEN COMPLAINT FACT SHEET packet from the GPD front desk,

completing'itin detall, and then raturning o Employee #841 althe CPD's front desk on 0573142018 at

1608 (4:08 p.m.), which the CPD employee hand-wrote an my.complaint form because she could fiot find
the CPD's efficial stamp.

Please note that l'am in possession of coples of allthe docurrerts related to,my filig of said somplaint
against Officer Killln, s wel as the body-cam video that | regeived from the CPD-via FOIA tequest,

Tarquote from one of the last lines from my-official citizen’s complaint against Officer William Kilin, *.. |

request that my-complaint now be-addressed with alaerity, trafisparency, and accountability when It finally

lands on'the correct desk.”

Raspectfilly;
Emmily Klose

Champaign, Il. 61820
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Rachel Joy

From: Tod Myers,

Seit: : Frldtay, Allgost 24, 2018 10:12 AM
To: Rachel joy

Subject: Rerglisstion

Oh Yeah,

Lopened-a complaint for the Emily Klose allegation that she was recorded without hercansent, It will be 18-
04. :

Eroni: Rachel Joy

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:08:05.AM
To: Tod Myers

Subject:RE: (uestion

Great, Enjoy.your rainy Friday!

Fram: Tod Myers.

Senk: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:07 AM
To: Rachel Joy srachel.joy@chgmpaignil govs
Subject: Re: question

- OK. And no need forthe calendar invite, he Fas [t:on thers already.

From: Rachel Joy

Sent: Friday, Algust 24, 2018 10:06:35 AL
To:Tod Myers

Subject: RE: guestion

Ivead th rough it again and found y.answer relatéd to a guestion | hadabout their foot patrol time that gvening.

1 have noadditional questions-and agree with the finding.

Please feel free to redact information in orderfor our office tosend out to the Subcammfttee,

Our gkt regular mekling.is'oh September 12 &t 5:30 i Colincll Chamibers, Do you want Ashley'té send.a calendar
inviteto Lt. Vogelzang ?

Thanks

Réachil

Sent: Friday, / August 24, 20188544 AM

To: Rachel loy <rachel.joy@champaignil, BOV>
Subject; Rexguastion

He works evenings. | may be able-to answert.
Sent from my iPhone

OnAug 24, 2018, at 8:38 AM, Rachiel Joy <raghelioy@champalgnllgovs wrote:




v g v

Hi Tod,

If [ have a question about this completed ivestigation, da you want me to direct it to 1. Vogelzang and
copy your

<lmage001.png>
Rachel Joy
Cormmunity Relations Manager/Compliance Officer

Clty of Champaign

102 N. Nel 5t. | Champalgn, Il 61820

(217} 403-8830] {217) 403-8835 Fax
RachelJoy@champalanil,gov




Rachel Jox _

From: Tod Myers

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:33 AM
To: Rachel Joy

Subject: Re: question

Attachments: Redacted_Investigative Report.pdf

Attached is the redacted complaint for the committee.

From: Tod Myers

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:11:41 AM
To: Rachel Joy :

Subject: Re: question

Ch Yeah,

I'opened a complaint for the Emily Kiose allegation that she was recorded without her consent. It will be 18-
04.

From: Rachel foy

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:08:03 AM
To: Tod Myers

Subject: RE: question

Great. Enjoy your rainy Friday!

From: Tod Myers

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:07 AM

To: Rachel Joy <rachel Joy@champaignil.gov>
Subject: Re: question

OK. And no need for the calendar invite, he has it on there already.

From: Rachel Joy

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:06:35 AM
To: Tod Myers

Subject: RE: question

tread through it again and found my answer refated to a question | had about their foot patrol time that evening.

| have no additional questions and agree with the finding.

Please feel free to redact information In order for our office to send out to the Subcommittee.

Our next regular meeting is on September 12" at 5:30 in Councll Chambers. Do you want Ashley to send a calendar
invite to Lt. Vogeizang ?

Thanks

Rachel

From; Tod Myers
Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 8:44 AM




To: Rachel Joy <racheljoy@ct

Subject: Re: question

He works evenings. | may be able to answer it,

genit frofii my iPhotie

On Aug 24,2018, at 8:38 AM, Rachel Joy <raché

Hi Tod,

Lioy@champalgnil.govs wrote:

I | have a question about this.completed irivestigation, do you want me to direct Tt to Lt. Vogelzang and

copy you?

<image00Lphg>
Rachel Joy

Commiinity Relatians Manager/Compliance Officer

City of Champaign

102 N. Nell St. | Champaign, It 62820
217} 403-88301 {21 7)-403-8835 fax.

Rachel Joy@champaignil gov




Rachel Joy o o . \
TR S it

From: Rachel Joy

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018'10:38 AW,
To: Tod Myers

Subject: RE: question

Thatiks

From: Tod Myérs
Sent: Friday, August 24,2018 1033 Alv

To: Rachel Joy <rachel joy@champaignil gow»
Subject: Re:question

Attached is the redacted complaint for the commitiee,

From: Tod Myers

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:11:41 AM
To: Rachel Joy

Subject:Re: quéstion

Oh Yeah,

lopened a complaint for the:Emily Klose allegation that she-was recorded without herconsent, |t will be 18-

04,

From: Rachel.Joy:

Sent: Friday, Augiist:24; 2018 10:08:03 AM
To: Tod Myers

Subject: RE: question

Great. Enjay yaur tainy Friday]

From: Tod Myers

- Sent: Friday, Atigust 24, 2018 10:07 AM
To: Bachel Joy <racheljov@champatinil.govs
Subject: Re: question |

OK. And ha niegd forthe calendar invite, hié has it on there already,




Feom: Rachel Joy:

Sent: Friddy, August 24, 2018 10:06:35 AM
To: Tod Myers

Subject: RE:guestion

| read through ftagain and found my answer related to a question] had-abgut thelr foot patrol time thatevening.

1 have ne additional questions-and agree With the firding.

Please feel frée to redact mformation in order for-our office ta send out to the Subcommittee.

Ourniext regular meeting is vo September12% at 5:30 fn Council Chambers. Doyou want Ashiléy to send a calendar
nvite to Lt. Vogelzang ? '

Thanks:

Rachel

From T d: Myers
Sentz Friday, August. 24, ZO1R.8:44 AM
T0: Rachel Joy <rachielioy@charpalgniligovs
Subject: Re: question:

He works evenings, | may be able'to answer it,

Sent from riy IPhone

On Aug 24, 2018, at 8:38 AM, Rathel Joy <racheljove

Hi Tod,
if i havea guestion about this completed investngataan do you want meto direct it to Lt Vogelzang and
copy you? |

<irmage001.png>

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer
City of Charitpaign

102 N. Nell St. | Champalgn, 1L 61820

(217) 4@3*883(3[ f217} 66}3 8835 fax
_RacheEJw@e:hamnazgnil goy




From: Rachel Joy

Sent: Friday, August.24, 2018°10:38 AM
To: Ashiley Stickels '
Subject: FW: quastion '
Attachments: Redcted Investigative:Repart.pdf

For ypcoming GRS meeting:
Thanks

Fram: Tod Myafs

Sent: Friday, August 24,2018 10:33 AV

To: Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champaignif.gov>
Subject: Re: glestion

Attached is the redacted camplaint for the commiittes,

Frori; Tod Myers

Sent: Friday; August 24, 2018 10;11:41 AM
Tox Rachel Joy

Siibjact:Re: guestion

J-opened a complaint for the Emily Klose dlfegation that she was recorded without fier corsent. it will be 18-
04. |

From: Rachel Joy-

SentuFriday, August24, 2018 10:08:03 AM
To: Tad Myers

Subject: RExguestion

Great. Enjoy your raifiy Friday!

From; Tod Myers
Sent: Friday,-August 24, 2018 10:07 AM

Ta: Rachel loy <rachel jov@champaigriil soys.
Subject! Re; question

OK. .Andno need for the caléndarinvite, he has it on therealready:




Frawm: Rachel Joy

Sents Friday, August:24, 2018-10:06:45 AM

To: Tod Myers

Subject: RE: questinh

Iread through itagain and found tmy aniswer related to a guastion | had about their foot patrol fime that evening.
| have no-additiana) guestions and agree with the finding.

Please feel free to redact nfgrmation in orderforour office to send out:to the Subcomiittes,

Gur next regular meeting is on September12™ 3t 5:30 i Council Chaimbers. Do you wart-Ashley toserid acalendar
rivite to Lt, Vogelzang ?

Tharks o

‘Rathel

 From: qu Myers
‘Sent: Friday, August-24, 2018 844 alv

Toy Rachel Joy srachel joyi@cham _ma_igrﬁl_lgmgl;é

Subject: Re: guestiorn

He works everiings. | may be able to answer it

‘Sent from my iPhone

00 Aulg 24, 2018, at 8:38 AM, Rachel Joy <racheliov@champaignil gove wrote:

Hi Tad,
1 have.s questioivabout this completed investigation, do you want e to-diveet 1t to L, Vogelzang.and
copy you?

fimage00l.png>
Rachel Joy

Commuriity Relations Mahager/Complianes Officer
City of Champaign

102 N. Nell st. | Champaign,; 1L. 61870

L_? 403~8L{ {Zi’ﬂ %3»&88‘% fax




.
From: Ashley Stickels

Sent:; Fritlay, August 24; 2018 1040 AM’

To: Raghel Joy

Subject: RE: guestion:

Saved itl

Frarn: Rachel Joy
Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:38 AM

To: Ashley Stickels<ashléy.stickels @cham paignil.gov>
Subject: FW; question

FOF upcoming CRS meeting.

Thanks.
Fmrrr T@d Mvers

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:33 AM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel.joy@champaignil gova
Subject: Re; gquestion

Attaéhed isthe redacted complaint forthecommittes.

Froim: Tod Myers

Bent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:11:4 1AM
“To; Rachel Joy

Subject: Re: question

Oh Yeah,

!opened a complaint farthe Emily Klose allegation that she was remrded without - her-consent. It will be 18~

Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018 10:05:03 AM
To: Tod Myers:
Subject: RE: guestion

Great. Enjoy your rainy Friday!

From: Tod Myets
Sent: Friday, August 24, 2018.10:07.AM




Ta: Rachel Joy <racheljoy@chiarnpalzail.
Subject: Re: guestion

QK. And no need for the calendar invite, he Has itoithére alréady.

Fromi Rachel Joy

Sent: Friday, August: 24, 2018 10:06:35 AM:
To: Tod Myers

Subject: RE: question

Iread through it-again and found my answer related toa queﬁtmnl had about their foot patrol time {hat evening.

1 have mié adedttiohal questions.ang. agree with the firiding

Please feel free to redact information in order for our office-to sénd out to the Subcommittes,

Our next regular meetingis-on September’ 12" 3t 5:30 in-Cautiell Chanibers.. Do you want Ashley o send a calendar
ffivite 16 Lt, Vogelzang

Thanks:

Rachel

From: Tod Myers
Sents Friday, August 24, 2018.8:44 AM

To: Rachel Joy <racheljoy@champaignileov»
Subject: Re: ghestion

‘Hewarks elveﬂ'in_gs;i may be gble to answer it
Santfrom myiPhone

On Aug 24, 2018; 21 8:38 AM, Rachel Joy sracheljov@chan

mil S0V Wiote:

HiTed,
I | have.a quastion ahout this ccrmp[e‘ted nvestigation; do youwant e to direct it to Lt. Vogelzangand
copy you?

<inageooL.pogs
Rachel Joy |

Gommunity Relations Mahager/Cofipliance Officer
City of Champaign

F028, Neil 5t | Champaign, 1L 61820

{2171 403-8830} (217).403-8835 fax
Rachel.Joy@champaianil.zov




Rachel Joy
Ract

Fromy: . Tod Myers

‘Sent: , Thutstlay, Octobet 25, 20718 1051 AM
“Tos Rachel.Joy:

Subject: 1804

Attachinents: 18:04¢ .ot

Attached is the citizen response letter closing complaint 1804,

Fod Myers. S
Lieutenarit | Professivnial Standards
City of Champaign Police Departovent
82 E. University Ave:

Champaign, IL 61820

tod myers@ichatipaignil.poy

.Infmrmal:mn mntamed inor a%tached tca [1:&19 enmaﬂ mesmge may be privileged, mnfrdentml protected from
disclosure and subject to 1e1mse under the Preedom.of Infrmation Act (FOIA) fyou afefw hei_hmtended
redipi terit dire, tse, dissemination, distribution, of copying of this "t
attachment is sir g prahibited, IPyou belteve that you have recetved this e—maﬂ:n1e55age in efmx; pleage
delete it and notify Tod Myers at {todgmv@rs@chanmmgm]«g v}




Rachel Joy

Feam: . Ashley stickels

Sent: Wednesday, September5, 2018 826 AM

To: Réachiel Joy

Subject: Confidential Citizen Review Subrommittee Materials ,
Attachments: 091218 Case 1 Redacted Investigative Report.pdf, 091218 Cese 2:PDF Redacted

Report: pdf COMPLAINT INVESTIGATION FINDINGS.dac: CRS chietk st draftdock Legal
fssues Laura Hall Power Pointpptx, 053118 Citizen Review Subcommiites: Open Session
Meeting Minutes.pdf*

Importance: High

Greetidgs,.

Attached-please find foryour review the May meeting minutes and the camplaintinvestigation reparts for the
September 12" meeting.

Pieasellet us know if you have any questions,

Ashiey Stickels

102 N. Neil Street

Champalgh IL 61820

P(217) 403-8830

Fi(217)403-8835

E Ash!ev Stickels@champaignil.go g

Connact with the Community Coalition by visiting our-website and following us on social media
ChdmpaignCommunityCealition | Facebook | Twitter | Contact Us




Rachel Joy — ————————

Feom: Rachel Jay

Sent: Thursday; August 16, 2018 10:57 AM
To; Ashley Stickels

‘Subject: CRS status

Tod Jspretty confidentwi will be ready ta have the regular meeting on‘the 139, | have asked that we have all matérials
to.send eutelectronically by Wednesday September 5 in order to send electranically to committee members. We:
‘wouldn't send put the nétice unti! 48 hours in advandg, bit the committee ohly could receive theif information,

We wil} discuss more at our next check i,

Thanks:

I ” Lhiyof
I eraveaion

Rachel Joy
Com mién:,i‘w Relations .Maﬂég&f'ﬂ:mml:laaw Officer
City of Champaien

102 N, Meil 5t. | Champalgn, IL51820

RachelJoy@champalenilaoy




Rachiel Joy

From:
Sent:
Tor
‘Subject:

Confl

Ashjey Stickels
“Thursday, August 16; 2018 11:02 AM

Rachel 6y
RE: GRS status

From: Rachel Joy

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 20'13" '10, 5’?' AM

To:Ashiey Stickels-<ashley.sii
Subject: CRS status

Tod Is pretty confident we will be ready to have the regular meetingon the 12®, | have asked that we: hawe &l materlals
tosend out electronieally by Wednesday September 5% in order to send electronically to committee members. We
‘muldn t seﬁd out the natrce untl! 4& hours In advance, but the committeeconly could receive theirinformation,

'Thani@s

'._;

Il & gﬁwﬁfﬁm

Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Offiger

City of Champaign

102 N, Nedl St. | Champaign, 1L 61820

(217} 403-8830 | (217) 403-8835 fax




Rachel Joy

From; Rachel Joy

Senf: Wednesday, August 15, 2078:12:21 BM
Toz Tod Myers

Subject; RE: Emily Klose

kHere.now

From:Tad Myes
Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 12:18 PM
To: Rachel Joy <rachel joy@champalgnil.govs
Subject: Ret Emlly Klose

Yes. Let me know when you are in and 'l call over,

Front: Rachel Joy

Sents Wedriesday, Augrist 15, 2018, 12:09:10 PV
To: Tod Myers

‘Subject: Emily.Klose

Hi Ted,
Irecéived a call from Emily Klose who indicated she filed a'complaint- while vouwere gutand it Was never

investigated. She indicited shie knew Lt. Ramseyer and they spoke about bady cam Tssues related to the incident with
anOfficer William Kinnin which her coriplaint is against, She stated.shé kriew Lt. Ramseyer s her conversation with
hiim, was not official but she was told to fill out paperwark. She stated.shie was told that itwent to-City lagal, but she

PUer received any wiitten documentaticn abaut the:complaint being-investigated. Iinformed her | was unaware of any
suchcomplaint and informed her of the process for police complaiats which did not include the complaint going fo City
Tegal. She stated she spoke to you or recelved an ernaif frofi you, Tam ot sure which ore ds she stated Spoke to and
amall exchangeseveral tiifies. Shie ladicated you informed herit was pastthe timeto fiie a complaint-and ft was lost o1
She called the City Manager’s Office today regarding the fssue and wanting 1o go to Counell based on what she hixs
stated as her complaint.not being properly reviewed. She wastransferred to me'to ask about her optigns for filing:4
tomplaiiit, . Lo | |
I informed her ) would need to get back t her as I did o haye any information regarding her particiilar case.
Daryou know anything:about this case? Can we discuss ifyou have info? | -

Thianks

“,.w Chyol
[t crampaion
Rachel Joy

Community Relations Manager/Compliance Officer

Clty of Champaign
102 N. Neil $t. | Chamipalgn, IL 61820
(217) 403-88301 (217) 403-8835 fax

Raghelloy@champaighil.goy




a

Re: Klose Complaint Appeal Response 3/15/19

Carrie Brown

Fri 3/15/2019 2:38 PM

Police Complaints

To:Emily Klose <i

Ms. Klose,
City Manager Dorothy David forwarded a copy of this letter to City Council via e-mail.

Sincerely,

W‘Tﬂit}mf

LI CHAMPAIGN
Carrie Brown
Administrative Assistant
City Manager's Office
102 N. Neil Street

Phone: (217) 403-8710
Fax: (217) 403-8725
Email: Carrie.Brown@champaignil.gov

From: Emfly Klose -

Sent: Friday, March 15, 2019 11:09:41 AM

To: Carrie Brown

Subject: Re: Klose Complaint Appeal Response 3/15/19

Ms. Brown,

Regarding Ms. David’s response to my appeal (below), please state if and how she has informed the city council of
the details of this 9.5 month process. Most especially, | would like to know if council members have read her
response to me, which is below.

Emily Klose :

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 15, 2019, at 10:11 AM, Carrie Brown <carrie.brown@champaignil. gov> wrote:

Dear Ms. Klose,

Please find attached City Manager Dorothy David's response to your complaint appeal. A hard copy
of this letter will be placed in the U.S. Mail today.




P

Thank you.

<Outlook-1474384426.jpg>
Carrie Brown
Administrative Assistant
City Manager's Office

102 N. Neil Street

Phone: (217) 403-8710
Fax: (217) 403-8725
Email: Carrie Brown@champaignil,gov

<Klose Complaint Appeal Response 3-15-19.pdf>




’ ’L‘“ City of
”“ CHAN PA] G“I-\_\J Office of the City Manager

wecrmm—;

102 North Neil Street

March 15, 2019 Champaign, linols 61820-4042
Telephone (217) 403-8710
Fax (217) 403-8725 :

Via U.S. Mail and Email : CltyManagersOffice@champaignil.gov
Ms. Emily Klose ' |

Dear Ms. Klose:

On May 31, 2018, you filed 2 complaint with the Champaign Police Department which
stated, “T am filing a complaint against Officer William Iillin for using his bodycam on
Wednesday, April 18, 2018, to record a presumed private phone conversation with me,
without first asking for my consent.” On October 25, 2018, Chief Anthony Cobb
rendered a decision regarding your complaint that the officer was exonerated in using his
body camera to record his conversation with you, On November 20, 2018, you sent an
email to me requesting an appeal of Chief Cobb’s decision.

In response to your appeal, we agreed to meet on February 26, 2019, at 10:00 a.m. In
addition to you and me, this meeting also included your legal counsel, Mr. David Wesner,
and Assistant City Attorney Laura Hall, '

During the meeting, both Mr, Wesner and you provided statements regarding your
disagreement with the Chief’s decision and I took notes on the statements you each made.
[ provided a copy of those notes to you at the end of the meeting and offered an
opportunity for you to provide any corrections or additional information to clarify my
notes. On February 28, 2019 Mr. Wesner notified Laura Hall that my notes were

~ complete, '

The scope of my review is to decide whether Office Killin violated Police Department
policy or law in recording his April 2018 conversation with you using his body camera.
In addition to considering statements during the February 26 meeting, my review
included an examination of your complaint, Professional Standards Lieutenant Tod
Myers’ (now Deputy Chief Myers) August 31, 2018 investi gation report for your
complaint, draft minutes and audio from the Human Relations Commission Citizen
Review Subcommittee’s review of the complaint investigation process, the Police Chief’s
decision, the Police Department Policy and Procedures for Body Camera and Mobile
Video recording that was in effect as of the date of the alleged policy violation, and
applicable State of Illinois statutes. 1 also reviewed the body camera video taken by
Officer William Killin on April 18, 2018.




Ms, Emlly Klose Police Complaint Appeal, March 15, 2019 Pago2

Based upon my teview, I concur with Chief Cobb in determining that Officer Killin was
not in violation of policy by using his body camera to record his phone convetsation with
you on Aptil 18, 2018, Ibelieve that Deputy Chief Myets prepared a comprehensive
summery of the applicable provisions of policy in the findings section of his August 31
report, upon which Chief Cobb’s decision is based, You have previously received a copy
of DC Myers’ report so T will not repeat the fusll findings here, However, I would like to
emphasize a few points that cause me to concur with the Chief’s decision:

»

Section 41,11.3 C of the policy provides that officets must turn on their body
cameras “when the officer is responding to calls for service or engaged in any law
enforcement-related encounter ot activity that occurs while the officer is on duty.”
The phone call between you and Officer Killin on April 18, 2018, clearly.
occurred while the officer was on duty and was related to a law enforcement _
activity, as the substance of the call was about a call for service that Officer Killin
took on April 10, 2018, at .

Section 41.11.3 H of the policy further provides specific requirements for when a
body camera must be furned off, but the circumstances of the April 18 call do not
meet those requirements, '
Section 41.11.3 N of the policy states, “Officers are encouraged to provide notice
to the subject being recorded. ,.” but the policy does not require such notice.
Section 41.11.3 O states, “Officers must provide notice of recording to any person
if the person has a reasonable expeotation of privacy, such as a person’s place of
residence, bathrooms, locker rooms, and hospital rooms” and Section 41,11.7
further prohibits the use of body cameras in locations where an individual has a
reasonable expectation of privacy. This section applies to the use of a body
camera in private locations. The circumstances of the April 18, 2018, phone call
between you and Officer Killin do not resemble any of the circumstances listed as
possible situations where an individual would have a reasonable expectation of
privacy. It was a call with a law enforeement officer (public official) who was on
official duty at the Police Department (public office building,)

Bavesdropping Act 720 ILC5/14-1 et seq, states, “a person comnmiits
eavesdropping when he or she knowingly or intentionally uses an eavesdropping
device, in a surreptitious manner, for the purpose of . ..recording all or any part of
a conversation to which he or she is 8 party unless he or she does so with the
consent of all other parties to the private conversation,” The disputed issue
appears to be whether the phone conversation was a private conversation. With
regard to the substance of the conversation, which was the April 10 incident at
I ;o «cre neither a victim, witness ot a confidential
informant, The call concerned an incident which did not involye you personally;
it involved your tenant. The incident ocourred in public and any record of it is
public record, Tt is the City’s position that this was not a private conversation as
defined by the eavesdropping statute.




Ms. Emtly KJosn Polico Complaint Appeal, March 15, 261% _ Pags 3

Despite my concurrence with Chief Cobb’s decision related to Officer Killin’s actions, 1
am very concertied about other issues that you have raised regarding the process for
considetation of yout complaint. I do agree with your assertions that the manner in
which City staff processed and responded to your complaint was nof timely or consistent
with the City’s value of providing responsive service to the public. Although these issues
are outside of the scope of my determination on your specific complaint about Officer
Killin, I do intend to address these issues with the Chief of Police and City employees
who are involved in the police complaint process, Our handling of your complaint has
been unacceptable, and I thank you for bringing this situation to my attention so it can be
corrected in the future. I apologize that the process was so prolonged and difficult to
navigate. I assure you that these procedural concerns will be addressed.

In addition, Chief Cobb and the HRC Citizen Review Subcommittee have determined
that changes to the Body Cameta Policy are watranted to clarify the language regarding
the use of body-worn cameras when recording telephone conversations, T am aware that
draft language is currently under review and I anticipate that the policy soon will be
revised.

Again, I thank you for taking the time to bring your concerns to my attention and for YOUur
patience as I reviewed your complaint and responded to your appeal,

L,

Sincerely,

Dorot avid
City Manager

DAD/cb
¢cc.  Anthony Cobb, Chief of Police

Laura Hall, Assistant City Attorney
Mr. David Wesner, Legal Counsel

JTACMOMDMPOLICECorrespondenoaCltizon Complalnt tetters\Elose Complaint Appeal Response 3.15-19,doox




3/15/2019 Mail - Dorothy.David@champaignil.gov

Response to Police Complaint

Dorothy Ann David

Fri 3/15/2019 12:23 PM

To: Dorothy Ann David <Dorothy.David@champaignil.govs>;

CcAnthony Cobb <anthony.cdbb@champaignil.gov>; Tod Myers <tod.myers@champaignil.gov>; Bruce Ramseyer
<bruce.ramseyer@champaignil.gov>; Laura Hall <Laura.Haill@champaignil.gov>; Rachel Joy <rachel joy@champaignil.govs;

Bec:council <council@champaignil.govs;

@ 1attachments (401 KB)

Klose Complaint Appeal Response 3-15-19.pdf;

Mayor Feinen and City Council members - Attached is my written response to an appeal of Police Chief Cobh's
decision on a police complaint filed by Ms. Emily Klose on May 31, 2018. The appeal process is an administrative
action per the code; however, since Ms. Klose previously emailed City Council members regarding this mattter on
August 20, | thought you would appreciate receiving a copy of my response.

I have scheduled a meeting with representatives from Police Administration, the Legal Department, and the Office
of Equity, Community and Human Rights ta discuss my concerns about how Ms. Klose's complaint has been
handled. Due to staff vacations and meeting schedules, the meeting could not be scheduled until April. As|
stated in my letter to Ms. Klose, | intend to address the deficiencies in the process with staff and assure that we
will correct these so they do not occur in the future.

If you have questions about this matter, please give me a call.

Dorothy Ann David, City Manager
City of Champaign

telephone: (217) 403-8710

email: dorothy.david@champaignil.gov

Motice: With limited exceptions, all email sent and raceived by this account is subject to public disclosure under the State of Illinois
Freedom of Information Act.
Please consider the environment before printing this amail,

https;:/{bullook.ofﬁce365.comlowa!?realm:champaignll.gov&exsvurl=1&Il-cc=1033&modurI=0&path=lmaillsentitemslrp I L 111




Update on Police Complaint Appeal

Dorothy Ann David

Fii 3/8/2019 1:25 PM

ro:Emily Klose <

Ccdwesner@acton-snyder.com <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>; Laura Hall <Laura.Hall@champaignil.govs:

Dear Ms. Klose - As you may recall from our meeting on February 26, | had set today as a target date for
responding to your request for review of Chief Cobb's decision on Police Complaint 18-04, which you submitted to
the City last May. Please accept my apology that | will not be able to complete my review and decision by the end
of business today. | have conducted a preliminary review of the complaint documents earlier this week and asked
staff for some additional information on the applicable policies. Unfortunately | have been unable to thoroughly
review this additional information by today, and I will need some additional time to fully consider your appeal.

You have been extremely patient with the City, as the process for considering your complaint has already taken an
extraordinary amount of time. | regret that | have not been able to meet my goal of responding by today, thereby
further delaying a final response to you. You do have my promise that | am taking this very seriously and will not
delay this much fonger. |thank you for your continued patience. | should be able to provide you with a response
by the end of next week.

Dorothy Ann David, City Manager
City of Champaign

telephone: (217) 403-8710

emall: dorothy.david@champaignil.gov

Notice: With limited exceptions, all email sent and received by this account is subject to public disclosure under the State of Illinois
Freedom of Information Act. ‘
Please consider the environment before printing this email,




Laura Hall

e T

From: _ Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.comm>
Sent; Thursday, February 28, 2019 6:37 PM

To: Laura Hall

Subject: RE: Emily Klose appeal

Laura,

Neither myself or Ms. Klose felt anything was missing in Ms. David’s notes.
So, you can let her know she can proceed with finalizing her decision on the appeal.
Thank you. :

Dave

From: Laura Hall <Laura.Hall@champaignil.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:25 AM

To: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Subject: RE: Emily Klose appeal

funderstand completely! Please call when you have a few minutes. | will be in and out so we might pléy phane
tag. Laura

From: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:23 AM

- To: Laura Hall <Laura. Hall@champaignil.gov>
Subject: RE: Emily Klose appeal

Hi Laura,
| apologize for not calling you sooner. | have been in transition between jobs/offices the last couple of weeks.
I have a client coming in in a few minutes. | will call you later this marning or this afternoon.

Thanks, :

Dave

From: Laura Hall <Laura,Hall@champaignil.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:18 AM

To: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Subject: Emily Klose appeal

Dave, would you please call me regarding this appeal? Thanks!

Laura Hall
Assistant City Attorney
{217) 403-8765




RE: Meeting with Champaign City Manager

Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>

Tue 2/19/2019 11:07 AM

Police Complaints

To: Carrie Brown <carrie.brown@champaignil.gov>;

Thank you Carrie.

Dave

From: Carrie Brown <carrie.brown@cham‘paignil.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2019 10:18 AM

To: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Subject: Re: Meeting with Champaign City Manager

Dear Mr. Wesner,

Per our conversation this morning, | have confirmed your meeting with City Manager Dorothy David and
Assistant City Attorney Laura Hall for Tuesday, February 26, 2019, 10:00 a.m. - 11:00 a.m.

room.

Thank you.

H City of _
Hilll CHAMPAIGN

Carrie Brown
Administrative Assistant
City Manager's Office

102 N. Neil Street




Phone: (217) 403-8710
Fax: (217) 403-8725

Email: Carrie,Brown@charmpaighil,goy

From: Carrie Brown

Sent: Monday, February 11, 2019 3:07:02 PM
To: Dave Wesner

Subject: Meeting with Champaign City Manager

Good Afternoon Mr. Wesner,

I am following up on your request to meet with City Manager Dorothy David on behalf of Ms. Klose.
I have a few dates that [ can offer you:

Monday, February 25, 2019, 9:30 a.m. - 10:30 a.m.

Tuesday, February 26, 2019, 10:00 a.m. - 11.00 a.m.

Tuesday, February 26, 2019, 3:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Monday, March 4, 2019, 9:30 am. - 10:30 a.m. .

Please let' me know if any of these dates work for you and Ms, Klose. If not, | will look out further on our
calendars. Assistant City Attorney Laura Hall will be included in this meeting. Please let me know if anyone
besides Ms. Klose will be attending with you so that | may schedule an appropriate meeting space.

If you have any quest'ions, please feel free to contact me at 217/403-8710.

Thank you.




ﬁr City of
il CHAMPAIGN

b
H

Carrie Brown
Administrative Assistant
City Manager's Office

102 N. Neil Street

Phone: (217) 403-8710

Fax: (217) 403-8725

Email: Carrie. Brown@champaiggil.gov




31512019 Mail - Dorothy. David@champaignil.gov. Ce
Re: Request for Review of Chief Cobb's Decision of Citizen Complaint
#18-04 | |

Carrie Brown

Wed 11/28/2018 12:07 PM

To:Emily Klose

CeDorothy Ann David <Dorothy.David@champaignil.gavs;

Dear Ms. Klose,

I have confirmed your meeting with City Manager Dorothy David for Tuesday, January 8, 2019 at 11 a.m. in the
City Manager's Conference Room, 102 North Nell Street, Champaign. Please check in at the Information Desk for
direction to the Conference Room.

As Ms. David mentioned, she will include Deputy City Manager Joan Walls in this meeting. Ms. Walls is the City
Manager's liaison to the Police Department and the Office of Equity, Community and Human Rights that provides
staff support to the Citizen Review Subcommittee of the Human Relations Commission.

Please let us know prior to the meeting if anyone will be attending with you.

Thank you...have a wonderful Holiday Season!

ggﬁpl(’liw of .
ik CHAMPAION
Carrie Brown
Administrative Assistant
City Manager's Office
102 N, Neil Street

Phone: (217) 403-8710
Fax: (217) 403-8725
Email: Carrie.Brown@champaignil.gov

From: Emily Klose

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 9:56 AM

To: Carrie Brown

Subject: Re: Request for Review of Chief Cobb's Decision of Citizen Complaint #18-04

Tuesday, January 8, 2019, at 11 a.m. would be great. Thank you so much.

https_:l/ou_tloqk_.oﬂige365.comlowa!?realm=champaign.IT.gov&exsvurlﬂ&Il-cc=1033&modu_rl=0&path=!maillsearch/rp e e 174 .




3/15/2019 Mail - Dorothy.David@champaignil.gov

So, where exactly will this meeting take place? And prior to the meeting, I'd appreciate a comp!ete list'of
everyone who will be at the meeting. Thanks again.

Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone ‘

On Nov 27, 2018, at 2:30 PM, Carrle Brown <carrie.brown@champaignil.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon Ms. Klose,
City Manager Dorothy David can be available:

Tuesday, January 8th at 10 a.m.
Tuesday, January 8th at 11 a.m.
Thursday, January 10th at 2:30 p.m.

Please let me know if any of these dates accommaodate your schedule. | will place tentative holds on
the above dates/times until | hear back from you.

Thank you...Happy Holidays!

<Qutlook-1474384426.jpg>
Carrie Brown
Administrative Assistant
City Manager's Office

102 N, Neil Street

Phone: (217) 403-8710
- Fax: (217) 403-8725
Email: Carcie Brown@® champaignil.gov

From: Dorothy Ann David

Sent: Tuesday, November 27, 2018 2:18:04 PM

To: Emily Klose

Cc: Carrie Brown

Subject: Re: Request for Review of Chief Cobb's Decision of Citizen Complaint #18-04

Thank you. Carrie will work on available times for the week of January 7. | hope you enjoy your time
with your daughter. Safe travels and happy holidays to you. '

Dorothy Ann David, City Manager
City of Champaign

telephone: (217) 403-8710

email: dorathy.david@champaignil.gov

Notice: With limited exceptions, all emai! sent and received by this account is subject to public disclosure under the State
of Iflinais Freadom of Information Act.

Pleasa consider the emvironment before printing this email

hltps:.’.’butlook.oﬁiceiiﬁ5.c0mloWa/?fealm:champaignil.gov&axsvurl=1&Il-cc:1033&quurl=0&path=imaillsearch/rp Tooual T e R o2




3415/2019 Mail - Derothy. David@champaignil.gav

From: Emily Klose -

Sent: Tuesday, November 27, 2018 1;01:48 PM

To: Dorothy Ann David

Cc: Carrie Brown

Subject: Re: Request for Review of Chief Cobb's Decision of Citizen Complaint #18-04

Ms. David,

Thank you for your prompt response to my e-mail. | greatly apologize for taking so long to. respond.
I'm leaving for Brussels in a few days to spend time with my daughter, who is completing her
semester abroad program with American University. And it looks like you will be on break yourself
when | return. Then | will be traveling again for the new year. So I'm looking at the second week of
the new year for a meeting with you.

| think that means the week of Jan. 7-11, 2019. | am happy to schedule a meeting with you via Ms.
Brown for that time period.

Thank you so much for your attention to th|s matter.
Emily Klose

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 27, 2018, at 12:27 PM, Dorothy Ann David <Dorothy vid@champaignil.gov> wrote:

Ms. Klose - I am again following up on your request for a review of your citizen
complaint. To expedite this, | am asking Carrie Brown to send you an email with some
open times on my schedule in the next couple of weeks. Carrie is copied on this email so
she can contact you directly.

Dorothy Ann David, City Manager
City of Champaign
telephone- (217 403-8-710

Notice: With limited exceptions, all email sent and received by this account is subject to public disclosure
under the State of Ilinois Freadom of Information Act.
Please consider the eavirenynent befora printing this amail.

From: Emily Klose
Sent: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 11:38:33 AM

To: Dorothy Ann David; council

Subject: Request for Review of Chief Cobb's Decision of Citizen Complaint #18-04

= imraaa-

Good morning, Ms. David,

https:I/oullook.ofﬁceBaS.com/owa/?realméqhampaignii.gov&exsvurl=1&Ilucc=1033&modurlwﬂ&path:!mail.fsearchfrp R R RO




-~ 3/15/2019 Mail - Dorothy.David@champaignil.gov -

| request a review of Chief Cobb's decision regarding Citizen. Complatnt #18-04,
which | filed in person at the CPD Department on May 31, 2018. | have attached
Chief Cobb’s decision {(above). | am within my allotted 30 days asking you to
review his decision.

| understand that you, as city manager, take your direction from the city council,
so | have copied this e-mail to the entire city council, as | am dissatisfied with the
way the city has handled this complaint from the get-go.

First, | would expect your review of Chief Cobb's decision to include an
explanation of how "a thorough investigation” in to my complaint could have been
completed since Lt. Tod Myers sent an e-mail to me on Aug. 8, 2018, claiming
that the video at the heart of this quite serious matter "has since rolled off the
server." State of lllinois statue dictates that body cam footage related to "a formal
or informal complaint” MUST be flagged for review and maintained for two years.
How did the city manage to complete “a thorough investigation” without its key
piece of evidence, which is the body cam video detailing Ofc. William Killin's
speech and conduct during his clandestine recording of a presumed private
phone conversation?

Second, the city of Champaign recently pald plaintiff Alton Corey $220,000 to
settle a federal lawsuit filed against the city due to Ofc. Killin and Ofc. Dylan
Holloway's alleged use of excessive force against Mr. Corey on Oct. 17, 2017.
Meanwhile, the April 18, 2018 body cam footage that is in MY possessionasa .
result of my FOIA request to the CPD indicates that, six months later, one of the
same officers (Killin) i$ misusing his position of power to behave inappropriately,
unprofessionally, and egregiously while talking to me on the phone. Chief Cobb’s
decision that "this allegation (against Killin} is exonerated” is baffling as it is
unsupported by the body cam video from the CPD that is in my possession. |
request re-evaluation and re-examination of Chief Cobb's decision. There is
nothing in the state of lllinois statute that | am aware of that gives law
enforcement the liberty to use body cameras during presumed private phone
conversations to eavasdrop on citizens without their permission or consent and
for no reason.

Finally, as prior communication on this matter has been less than ideal, please

confirm that you have received this request for review of Citizen Complaint #18-
04, AND please inform me of the deadline you must adhere to before providing
me with your written review of Chief Cobb's decision.

Respecitfully,

Emily Klose

httpsfioutlook.office365.comfowal Prealm=champalignil. gov&exsvurl=18/-cc=1033&modurl=0&path=/mailfsearch/rp .« - . . =
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City Manager's Response to Emily Close request for review of Police
Compalint - |

Dorothy Ann David

Wed 11/21/2018 9:45 AM

To:Anthony Cobb <anthony.cobb@champaignil.gov>; Juan Walls <joanwalls@champaignil.gov>;

Mayor Feinen and City Council members - Yesterday you were copied on an email from Ms. Emily Close
requesting that | review a recent citizen complaint regarding a police officer. | responded to Ms. Klose this
morning via email. In my response to her, | noted that | was not copying the City Council on the email because a
dialogue regarding City business that is copled to the governing body can constitute a violation of the Open
Meetings Act. | did promise her that | would send a separate email to you to let you know that I did respond.

Have a Happy Thanksgiving.

Dorothy Ann David, City Manager
City of Champaign

telephone: (217} 403-8710

email: dorothy.david@champaignil.gov

Notice: With limited exceptions, all email sent and received by this account is subject to public disclosure under the State of Illinois
Freedom of Information Act.
Please consider the environment before printing this email.




2/26/2019 Mall - Dorothy.David@champaignil.gov

Request for Review of Chief Cobb's Decision of Citizen Complaint #18-
04

Emily Klose -

Tue 11/20/2018 11:38 AM

To:Dorothy Ann David <Dorothy.David@champaignil.gov>; counci! <council@champaignil.govs;

B 1attachments (21 KB) | ﬁw é{f 3/3’ /&/ﬁ?

Chief Cobb's decision.pdf;
‘ v dnd whitty, W ﬁ"

Good morning, Ms. David,

| request a review of Chief Cob‘b’s_decision regarding Citizen Complaint #18-04, which | filed in person
at the CPD Department on May 31, 2018. | have attached Chief Cobb’s decision (above). | am within my
allotted 30 days asking you to review his decision.

| understand that you, as city manager, take your direction from the city council, so | have 00p.i.ed this e-
mail to the entire city council, as | am dissatisfied with the way the city has handled this complaint from
the get-go.

First, | would expect your review of Chief Cobb's decision to include an explanation of how "a thorough
investigation” in to my complaint could have been completed since Lt. Tod Myers sent an e-mail to me
on Aug. 8, 2018, claiming that the video at the heart of this quite serious matter "has since rolled off the
server.” State of lllinois statue dictates that body cam footage related to "a formal or informal complaint”
MUST be flagged for review and maintained for two years. How did the city manage to complete “a
thorough investigation” without its key piece of evidence, which is the body cam video detailing Ofc.
William Killin's speech and ¢onduct during his clandestine recording of a presumed private phone
conversation? '

Second, the city of Champaign recently paid plaintiff Alton Corey $220,000 to settle a federal lawsuit
filed against the city due to Ofc. Killin and Ofc. Dylan Holloway's alleged use of excessive force against
Mr. Corey on Oct. 17, 2017. Meanwhile, the April 18, 2018 body cam footage that is in MY possession
as a result of my FO!A request to the CPD indicates that, six months later, one of the same officers
(Killin) is misusing his position of power to behave inappropriately, unprofessionally, and egregiously
while talking to me on the phone. Chief Cobb’s decision that "this allegation (against Killin) is
exonerated” is baffling as it is unsupported by the body cam video from the CPD that is in my
possession. | request re-evaluation and re-examination of Chief Cobb's decision. There is nothing in the
state of lllinois statute that | am aware of that gives law enforcement the liberty to use body cameras
during presumed private phone conversations to eavesdrop on citizens without their permission or
consent and for no reason.

Finally, as prior communication on this matter has been less than ideal, please confirm that you have
received this request for review of Citizen Complaint #18-04, AND please inform me of the deadline you
must adhere to before providing me with your written review of Chief Cobb's decision.

Respectfully,

hitpsifoutiook.office365 comfowa/2realm=champalgnil.govaexsvurl=1&ll-cc=1033&maodurl=0&path=/mail/search/rp . _ ‘ : o2
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Emily Klose
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Thomas B. Meyer
Steve Miller
Nicolas Bolleau
Jared L. Trigg
David B. Wesner

Eric D, Eves, Associate

Y

W, M. Acton (1876-1957)
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Donald S, Baldwin {1905-1971}
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Robert E. Mclative, Of Counsel

Acton & Snyder, LLP

ATTORNEYS AMD T RN Ky

RUUNSELORS AT LAW ; )
cODECE D
December 19, 2018

Dorothy David

City Manager

City of Champaign
102 N. Neil 5t.
Champalgn, IL 61820

Re: Emily Klose
Dear Ms. David:

| represent Emily Klose. She has asked me to review the circumstances of her complaint against Police
Officer William Killin. 1 am concerned that this complaint has not been handled according to the City's
policy. | am also concerned about your Legal Department’s oplmons on certain issues involved in this
matter,

As you may be aware, the circumstances of the complaint involved Officer Killin using his body-worn
camera to record a phone conversation. He did so without the consent of Ms. Klose. Your Legal
Department’s opinion was that Officer Killin did not have to notify Ms. Klose of the recording or get her
consent. This opinjon is not supported by the law. The eavesdropping statute is very clear that any party
to a conversation must be notified and give consent to it being recorded, otherwise it is considered a
violation of the law. Your Legal Department has also offered the opinion that people do not have an
expectation of privacy in thelr home. I believe the Constitution does not support this opinion. Your City’s
policy on body-worn cameras also does not support this opinion, Section 41.11.4(0} provides: “Officers
must provide notice of recording to any person if the person has a reasonable expectation of privacy, such
as a person’s place of residence ...” Section 41.11.7 provides for prohibited uses of body cameras. Section
41.11.7 {5) specifically mentions “In any location where individuals have a reasonable expectation of
privacy, such as a person’s place of residence ..” 1 find it hard to believe that if an officer is prohibited
from in-person recording in someane’s house that it becomes okay if the officer is merely on a phone call
with the person.

Based upon my.review of the circumstances and the law, Officer Killin clearly violated the Eavesdropping
statute. My understanding is that a meeting has been set for January, 2019, Ms. Klose has asked that 1
attend the meeting with her to discuss her complaint and a possible resolution,

11 E. North Street, Danville, IL 61832 & Tel (217) 442-0350 ® Fax (217) 4420335
E-mail: dwesner@acton-snyder.com




Acton & Snyder, LLP

Dorothy David
December 19, 2018
Page Twa

Please let me know the date and time of the meeting. ! look forward to working with you to resolve Ms.
Klose’s complaint.
Very Truly Yours,
: NW\)-/”@)/@\ |
/Mﬂ .
David B. Wesner

DEW/rw

11 . North Street, Danville, IL 61832 ¢ 'Tel (217) 442-0350 » Tax (217) 442-0335
E-mail: smiller@acton-snyder.com
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Laura Hall

m

From: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:23 AM

To: Laura Hall

Subject: RE: Emily Kiose appeal

Hi Laura,

| apologize for not calling you sooner. | have been in transition between jobs/offices the last couple of weeks.
I have a client coming in in a few minutes. | will call you later this morning or this afternoon.
Thanks.

Dave

From: Laura Hall <Laura.Hall@champaignil.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:18 AM

To: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Subject: Emily Klose appeal

Dave, would you please call me regarding this appeal? Thanks!
Laura Hall

Assistant City Attorney
{217) 403-8765




Fw: Meeting with City Manager David

Carrie Brown

Mon 1/14/2019 4:08 PM

To:Laura Hall <Laura.Hall@champalignil.govs; Dorothy Ann David <Dorothy.David@champaignit.gov>;

Bec:Carrie Brown <carrie.brown@champaignil.gov>;

Hi Laura,

| have been out of the office for the past couple of weeks and asked Dorothy for an update this morning on this
request for a meeting. She instructed me to forward any correspondence from Mr. Wesner to you so that you
may respond. -

Thank you,

" j"‘ Cityol .~

M CHAMPAIGN

Carrie Brown

Administrative Assistant

City Manager's Office

102 N. Neil Street

Champaign, IL 61820

Phone: (217) 403-8710

Fax: (217) 403-8725

Email: Carrie.Brown@champaignil.gov

From: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Monday, January 14, 2019 4:01 PM

To: Carrie Brown

Cc: Emily Klose; Laura Hall

Subject: RE: Meeting with City Manager David

Ms. Brown,

Has a new date and time been determined for the meeting?
Thank you for any updates.

Dave

From: Carrie Brown <carrie.brown@champaignil.gov>
Sent: Thursday, December 27, 2018 3:19 PM

To: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>




Cc: Emily Klose - .aura Hall <Laura. Ha!l@champalgml gov>
Subject: Re: Meeting Wlth City Manager David

Dear Mr. Wesner,

We are in receipt of your letter stating your representation of Ms. Klose and your request to reschedule the
January 8, 2019 Meeting.

Ms. David and Ms. Walls are out of the office for the holidays. They are scheduled to return on
-Wednesday, January 2, 2019 at which time we will respond to your request for rescheduling this meeting.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Laura Hall, Assistant City Attorney at 217/403-8765.

Thank you.

IdﬂI Chly of
I CHAMPAICHN

Carrie Brown

Administrative Assistant

City Manager's Office

102 N. Neil Street

Champaign, IL 61820

Phone: (217) 403-8710

Fax: (217) 403-8725

Email: Carrie.Brown®@champaignil,gov

From: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 27, 2018 1:36 PM

To: Carrie Brown

Cc: Emily Klose

Subject: Meeting with City Manager David

Ms. Brown,

| recently sent a letter to City Manager David indicating that Ms. Klose has asked me to represent her and attend
the meeting between Ms. Klose, Ms. David and Ms. Walls.

Ms. Klose sent me some material which included an indication that the meeting is set for January 8 at 11:00 a.m.
in Champaign.

I am not able to make that day. | would like to re-schedule the meeting for later that week or after.

Please let me know some dates and times and | will see what works for. myself and Ms. Klose.

Thank you.

Dave
David B, Wesnher

Partner
Acton & Snyder LLP




11 E. North St

Danville, IL 61832

Ph: (217) 442-0350

E-mail: dwesner@acton-snyder.com




Laura Hall

M

From: ' Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Monday, January 14, 2019 4:02 PM
To: Carrie Brown
Cc: Emily Klose; Laura Hall
. Subject: RE: Meeting with City Manager David
Ms. Brown,

Has a new date and time been determined for the meeting?
Thank you for any updates.

Dave

From: Carrie Brown <carrie.brown@champaignil.gov>

Sent: Thursday, December 27, 2018 3:19 PM

To: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>

Cc: Emily Klose <i - <. --... , Laura Hall <Laura.Hall@champaignil.gov>
Subject: Re: Meeting with City Manager David

Dear Mr. Wesher,

We are in receipt of your letter stating your representation of Ms. Klose and your request to reschedule the
January 8, 2019 Meeting.

Ms. David and Ms. Walls are out of the office for the holidays. They are scheduled to return on
Wednesday, January 2, 2019 at which time we will respond to your request for rescheduling this meeting,

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Laura Hall, Assistant City Attorney at 217/403—8765.

Thank you,




Carrie Brown
Administrative Assié’ranf
City Manager's Office
102 N. Neil Street
Champaign, IL 61820
Phone: (217) 403-8710
Fax: (217) 403-8725

Email: Carrie.Brown@ champaignil.gov

From: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 27, 2018 1:36 PM

To: Carrie Brown

Cc: Emily Klose

Subject: Meeting with City Manager David

Ms. Brown,

| recently sent a letter to City Manager David indicating that Ms. Klose has asked me to represent her and
attend the meeting between Ms. Kiose, Ms. David and Ms. Walls.

Ms. Klose sent me some material which included anindication that the meeting is set for January 8 at 11:00
a.m. in Champaign.

| am not able to make that day. | would like to re-schedule the meeting for later that week or after.

Please let me know some dates and times and | will see what works for myself and Ms. Klose.

Thank you,

Dave

David B. Wesner

Partner

Acton & Snyder LLP

11 E. North St

Danville, IL 61832

Ph: (217} 442-0350

E-mail: dwesner@acton-snyder.com




Re: Meeting with City Manager David

Carrie Brown

Thu 12/27/2018 3:19 PM

To:Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>;

CeEmily Klose <N - ; L aura Hall <tzuraHall@champaignil.govs;

Dear Mr. Wesnaer,

We are in receipt of your letter stating your representation of Ms. Klose and your request to reschedule the
January 8, 2019 Meeting.

Ms, David and Ms. Walls are out of the office for the holidays. They are scheduled to return on -
Wednesday, January 2, 2019 at which time we will respond to your request for rescheduling this meeting.

if you have any questions, please feel free to contact Laura Hall, Assistant City Attorney at 217/403-8765.

Thank you.

1l ﬂlil EHavPAICN

Carrie Brown
Administrative Assistant
City Manager's Office
102 N, Ne.il Street

Phone: (217) 403-8710
Fax: (217) 403-8725
Email: Carrie.Brown@champaignil gov

From: Dave Wesner <dwesner@acton-snyder.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 27, 2018 1:36 PM

To: Cartie Brown :

Cc: Emily Klose

Subject: Meeting with City Manager David

Ms. Brown,

| recently sent a letter to City Manager David indicating that Ms. Klose has asked me to represent her and attend
the meeting between Ms. Klose, Ms. David and Ms, Walls.

Ms. Klose sent me some material which included an indication that the meeting is set for January 8 at 11:00 a.m.
in Champaign.




| am not able to make that day. | would like to re-schedule the meeting for later that week or after.
Please let me know some dates and times and 1 will see what works for myself and Ms. Klose.
Thank you, '

Dave

David B. Wesner

Partner

Acton & Snyder LLP

11 E. North St

Danville, IL 61832

Ph: {217) 442-0350

E-mail: dwesner@acton-snyder.com






