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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE/CITY OF PORTLAND REVISED AGREEMENT:
CHANGES MUST BE MADE TO IMPROVE ACCOUNTABILITY OF PORTLAND POLICE
urgent comments from Portland Copwatch November 12, 2012

To City Council, US Department of Justice officials, and Auditor Griffin-Valade:

While City Council accepted some positive changes to the US Department of Justice (DOJ) / City of Portland
Agreement on Thursday, more needs to be done to improve accountability. In a meeting with Portland Copwatch
last week, the DOJ said that they were no longer proposing more changes to the agreement, but that any new
initiatives would have to come from Council. It is troubling, then, that Mayor Adams claims, for instance, the
unreasonable 21 day deadline for the Citizen Review Committee (CRC) to hold appeal hearings on misconduct
cases is something the DOJ won't budge on. Below we outline why that deadline 1s among other problems still
existing in the Agreement which will not only perpetuate, but potentially aggravate community mistrust of the
system. We also outline the positive changes made on Nov. §.

APPEALS OF DEADLY FORCE CASES: EDIT PARAGRAPH 43

The DOJ told PCW that they didn't understand why a person who was shot by police and survived (or the family
of someone who died in police custody) would need to have access to a CRC appeal. They could just file a
lawsuit, said DOJ. However, most people who are injured or killed by police are not people of great wealth. They
sometimes are able to be represented by lawyers who take their case on the contingency that if they win, the
lawyer will be paid. Furthermore, the outcome of a civil case does not guarantee an officer will be found to have
violated the person's rights, which, as we know from the Aaron Campbell case, isn't even necessarily the same as
whether they violated Bureau policies. Even if a civil suit finds officer wrongdoing, it doesn't necessarily mean

the officer will be disciplined (even with the provision in paragraph 133-iii that IA open an investigation after such
a trial assuming the officer's guilt). Therefore, people involved in deadly force incidents should, as Keaton Otis'

. father Fred Bryant indicated to Council, have the same right to appeal the non-sustained findings as someone who
was merely called a bad name by an officer. Our minimum request to the Council is to remove the sentence
disallowing such appeals (in paragraph 43) if you are not going to add such appeals as part of the Agreement.

In addition, lawsuits can drag on for years, and may not result in the City reviewing its policies and training,
which on the other hand is part of the CRC appeal process.

CRC STANDARD OF REVIEW: DELETE PARAGRAPH 61

We also feel that the definition of "supported by the evidence" (paragraph 61) must be removed from the
Agreement to promote accountability and build community trust. While the definition of a "reasonable person"
standard is indeed what is in the current ordinance creating the CRC, leaving it locked into the Agreement will
hamper the ability of the community, the Auditor, CRC, the City Attorney and Council to find a less deferential
standard that has been demanded for years. Again, if a new definition is not inserted, the minimum the City needs
to do is remove the old one.

CRC TIMELINE SHOULD BE 60 DAYS OR MORE: EDIT PARAGRAPH 120

For various reasons being outlined by the League of Women Voters, the timeline for appeals of police misconduct
findings must be longer than 21 days. First of all, the complainant needs the current 30 day timeline to understand
what it means to appeal, decide whether to file an appeal, think about the reasons for the appeal, fill out the form,
and return it. After the appeal is filed, a timeline of a minimum of 60 days should apply to CRC. This will allow
them time to assign the appellant an Appeals Process Advisor to help them prepare for the hearing; current
protocols wisely direct the APA o hold two meetings with the appellant. Again, most people harmed by the police
are not in a position to engage an attorney, and almost nobody understands how the system works. The longer
timeline also allows the CRC to hold a Case File Review, being sure all the pieces needed for the appeal are in
place so the complainant, witnesses, Bureau employees, and others who might show up to a hearing don't waste
their time and have to return after more information is assembled. CRC, as their members told you on Thursday,
needs to review the entire case file, which sometimes means listening to the recorded interviews with officers and
community members. Unless you wish to drive away qualified people who are not retirees (or start paying CRC
for its time), the proposed timeline must be lengthened.
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As a side note, the Mayor told CRC members just before the hearing that maybe they would have to find different
kinds of people if current members don't have the time to meet the new deadline. This is unconscionable for a
Mayor that supports equity and diversity.

Additionally, it would be difficult for legal assistance to be recruited in a 21-day time frame, much less for an
attorney or a law student to prepare a case in such a short time.

INDEPENDENT INVESTIGATIONS: IPR POWERS, DUTIES NEED SPELLING OUT
(PARAGRAPH 127) ;

Paragraph 127 continues to say that the City has to create a way for the Independent Police Review Division (IPR)
to conduct "meaningful” independent investigations "should they decide to do so.” Two issues here: 1) the City
needs to explicitly say that this means IPR will be given power to compel officer testimony without relying on
Internal Affairs (IA), and 2) IPR needs to be directed to conduct a minimum of one independent investigation per
quarter to gain community trust. Giving guidelines on what kinds of cases IPR should investigate would be
helpful, but could be saved for later discussion. More of the funds being proposed by the Mayor should be put
into staffing an independent oversight body to hire non-police investigators, rather than so heavily expanding IA.
It is the issue of police investigating police that creates the most distrust in the community.

WHY THE CRC SYSTEM NEEDS TO BE FIXED: CASE 2012-x-0004 (NOV 7, 2012)

The CRC's timeline (including the Case File Review), their standard of review, and the IPR's lack of
independence all came into focus on Wednesday, November 7 when case 2012-x-0004 came forward for an
appeal hearing.

The CRC spent about 2.5 hours on their appeal hearing for a woman who was suspected of violating a restraining
order (contact-- but not physical contact-- with her own mother, in custody of a guardian) and who was taken
from her home forcefully and arrested by officers. The Bureau agreed the officers unlawfully entered her house
without a warrant (the finding was "Sustained").

The woman was represented both by an Appeals Process Advisor (a former CRC member), who did an excellent
job laying out the woman's case and concerns on her behalf, and an attorney, who questioned the legality and
propriety of using force after making an illegal entry.

The woman was in her nightgown, and described being dragged out of the house by the officer, who scared her

so much she defecated on herself. The cops then refused to let her clean herself up. IPR Director Mary-Beth

Baptista, whose background is in Domestic Violence prosecution, said it was common for such things to happen

and stated that cops could not let the woman go into the bathroom with dangerous razors and stuff, male cops.
~(The question of calling in a female cop wasn't raised.)

The City Attorney spent a long time saying that just because the _entry into the home  was illegal/against policy,
doesn't mean that the _use of force to conduct the arrest  was wrong. Even taken on its face, there's still a
provision in the Use of Force policy that PCW pointed out prohibiting officers precipitating the use of force (ie,
stepping in front of a car and saying they "had to shoot at it because it was coming at them"). It was noted that the
Bureau had recently done a training about entries into homes without warrants because there had been a rash of
such activity. Therefore, the officers in this case should have known their entry was illegal, and thus should not
have used force once they entered the home.

As the CRC deliberated to decide whether to uphold or challenge the Bureau's findings, they were repeatedly
reminded that their standard of review demands that they decide whether the Commander who found the use of
force "Exonerated with a debriefing" (that is, within policy, but needing some discussion with the officer) was
reasonable when coming to that conclusion, even if they disagree with the decision. At first, two members voted
to "Sustain" the force complaint, while 5 others dissented. One member loudly exclaimed that if the use of force
were out of policy, then every time officers handcuffed someone after an entry into a home without a warrant that
could be considered excessive force as well. (We actually don't see the problem with that idea.)

Again relying on the very restrictive standard of review, the CRC then voted 5-2 to uphold the "Exonerated with
debriefing" finding. :
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Luckx]y, cmd unusud]ly the Appellant said that she felt satisfied that she had been heard through the process, even
though it was clear she didn't agree with the outcome. However, such satisfaction would have been impossible
,ewithout the previous holding of a Case File Review (in September with follow up in October) and the addition of
the APA's participation.

Furthermore, the IPR Director’s participation cemented long-standing concerns that the institutional structure of
IPR leaves them too close to the Bureau for the community to consider them "independent." Because the Director
is fully dependent on IA to conduct officer interviews, it seems that there is a relationship that has developed
leading her, as one of the people in the chain of review who can affirm or controvert a proposed finding,
supportive of the Bureau's point of view in a case that would shock the conscience of most Portlanders.

Again, in sum, (a) the CRC could not have done as thorough or satisfying a job for the appellant in 21 days, (b)
the outcome of a case involving what was likely excessive force was unduly tilted in the officer's favor by the
deferential standard of review and (c) the IPR is not sufficiently independent of the Bureau.

CONTINUING CONCERNS AROUND USE OF FORCE, POLICE REVIEW BOARD

We continue to believe that the language guiding the changes to the Use of Force policies and training does not
explicitly say that officers must use the least amount of force necessary, because it says they can use "only the
force reasonably necessary"” to complete their lawful task. This can fall anywhere between the least force
necessary to the most force allowed by law; any of that spectrum can be called "only the force reasonably
necessary" (paragraphs 66a and 74a-vi).

It also does no good to make steps toward integrating the accountability system for police by adding CRC
members to the Police Review Board (PRB) if their participation is completely confidential (paragraph 131). The
PRB should at the very least be open to the person who was affected by the incident, even if the discipline portion
of the hearing is held in executive session, and CRC members should be able to talk publicly about factual,
procedural, and policy issues they learn about when serving on the PRB.

GOOD AMENDMENTS TO THE AGREEMENT
PCW thanks the City and DOJ for these changes:

--Making the Community Oversight Advisory Board (COAB) independent of the Human Rights Commission and
the Compliance Officer/ Community Liaison independent of the Office of Equity;

--Clarifying that unreasonable force will result in some form of corrective action, up to and including termination
(paragraph 67d);

--Clarifying that meetings of the Training Advisory Council will be public (paragraph 87), though leaves a
loophole for the Chief to close them for "public safety concerns";

--Taking away the ability for the paid Compliance Officer/Community Liaison to vote on the COAB (paragraph
[44) and making them independent of any City office mcludmg the Office of Equity and Human Rights
(paragraph 160);

--Removing the section that would have dismantled the Community/Police Relations Committee (CPRC) and
instead instructing them to continue overseeing implementation of the Racial Profiling Plan (paragraph 146d) and
stops data analysis (paragraph 148). It is a bit worrisome that although stops data have been released since 2004,
the 2011 data have still not come out as of November 2012, and the DOJ is giving the Bureau until December
2013 to make improvements to its current collection system.

--Furthermore, it is not clear that data collection described in paragraph 148 ("police encounters") will include
"mere conversations" in order to truly root out harassment/profiling of people of color.

AMENDMENTS THAT STILL NEED STRENGTHENING OR CLARIFICATION

--Saying that the investigative bodies (IPR and the Professional Standards Division) "must" investigate when the
Police Review Board or CRC ask for more information is a great step forward. However, it is not clear whether

~ their writing a letter explaining that they could not complete the investigation in 10 days marks the end of the
process, or if indeed the investigation has to be completed (paragraph 136; same issue for the Police Review
Board's requests in paragraph 132).
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--In addition, that same section requires that the CRC vote for more investigation by a "quorum." If it is

envisioned that CRC will be holding hearings with panels of 5 people, that will require a unanimous vote by all 5
members at a hearing. The requirement should be a simple majority, like all CRC votes.

--Although the report now tells supervisors to ensure medical care is given to the subject "at the earliest available
opportunity" (paragraph 74a-v) and calls for training on medical treatment (albeit only if the Inspector finds
shortcomings in the application of medical aid--paragraph 84a-iii), there is nothing calling for the policy on
medical aid to be strengthened as called for by PARC and the CRC in its PARC report. Nor, for that matter, is
there a requirement to attend to anyone zapped by a Taser to be treated medically, as requested by the CRC in its
recent Taser/Less Lethal report.

--While there is now an extra restriction asking to "take into consideration" if officers applying to be in the
Training Division put the City on the losing end of civil lawsuits within 5 years (paragraph 83--which, like
paragraph 173e-v should, also include judgments and jury awards, as we mentioned in our October 31
comments), it is not strong enough and doesn't take into considerations triggering of EIS reviews.

--While it is a vast improvement that the COAB will no longer be 1/3 full of CPRC members, but rather have five
people chosen by the HRC and Commission on Disabilities (paragraph 142), it's not clear that there is a
commitment to involve persons with mental health issues on the COAB (just mental health professionals or people
working in the field for 10 years). We also share concerns that others voiced about the influence of City Council
on the COAB and repeat our previous concern that folks who should be on COAB will not be comfortable using
the assigned process to elect at-large community representatives.

--While it is excellent that the Chief will be required to post proposed new policies for public comment (paragraph
170), we think the defined categories should include "any policy involving contact with community members."

CONCLUSION

The City can reduce mistrust in the community by making the Bureau and the police oversight system transparent,
approachable and easy to understand. Although the revised Agreement takes some steps toward these goals, it still
does not go far enough. Needless to say, the main issue at hand, police use of force, also needs to be better
addressed before moving forward with the much-needed reforms.

Portland Copwatch
(a project of Peace and Justice Works)
PO Box 42456
Portland, OR 97242
(503) 236-3065 (office)
(503) 321-5120 (incident report line)
copwatch@portlandcopwatch.org
http://www.portlandcopwatch.org
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RATING THE AMENDMENTS TO THE DOJ AGREEMENT:
ALBINA MINISTERIAL ALLIANCE COALITION FOR J USTICE&POLICE REFORM
November 13, 2012

Mayor Adams and members of Council:

Below, the Albina Ministerial Alliance (AMA) Coalition for Justice and Police Reform has inserted analysis as to
whether the City's November 8 amendments to the US Department of Justice Agreement fulfilled the concerns
raised in our November 5 memo to Council.

ALBINA MINISTERIAL ALLIANCE (AMA) COALITION FOR JUSTICE AND POLICE REFORM
CONCERNS ABOUT DOJ AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF PORTLAND
November 5, 2012

GENERAL COMMENTS:

* The US Department of Justice (DOJ)/City of Portland Agreement must be written in a way that encourages and
allows more changes than are included in the current draft without concern that such changes would distract from,
or be considered violations of, the Agreement. This is true for policies, training, oversight mechanisms, and just
about every aspect of the Agreement.

ANALYSIS: It is still unclear whether asking for changes to what is currently written will be considered outside the
scope of, or violations of, the Agreement.

* The Agreement needs to include more remedies designed to improve the way Portland Police interact with
communities of color.

ANALYSIS: While the Agreement keeps in place the Community/Police Relations Committee and directs them to
(a) continue overseeing implementation of the Racial Profiling Plan (paragraph 146-d) and (b) participate in
reviewing demographic data collected on police encounters (paragraph 148), it does not go as far as the
recommendations contained in the DOJ letter of findings.

* The suggestions below are the minimum changes the AMA Coalition secks before the Agreement can move
forward.

USE OF FORCE

* We concur with the ACLU of Oregon, which asks that the Agreement provide that "even if a use of force in a
particular case is lawful and constitutional it cannot be used if it is not the least amount of force necessary to
achieve that lawful objective." We would add that the Force directive should guide officers on entering a situation
using low levels of force, and should include a table similar to the "continuum of force" letting officers know the
maximum allowable force based on resistance of the subject, so they can gauge how to apply the "least force
necessary."

* With regard to Tasers, there need to be more restrictions added than are in the Agreement, including prohibition
of the use of Tasers to threaten or intimidate when no threat exists.

AMA Analysis of Amended DOJ Agreement Nov. 13, 2012 page |



'w i | 185736

* The Agreement should prohibit the use of force on injured persons who are likely mortally wounded in a police
shooting; Portland officers have used Tasers, "bean-bags," police dogs and other force on downed subjects.

ANALYSIS: Nothing was added to plotect the dlgmty, health and well- bemg of wounded suspects.

* In paragraph 67d, the word "may" needs to be replaced with "shall": "Unreasonable uses of force SHALL result
in disciplinary action."

ANALYSIS: The amended Agreement now says "Objectively unreasonable uses of force shall result in corrective
action and/or discipline up to and including termination." This is a vast improvement.

TRAINING

* Training officers should be screened out if they have been called in for counseling because of the prescribed
triggers in the Employee Information System (EIS) which indicate a pattern and practice of inappropriate behavior,
in addition to the prohibition for officers who have been disciplined for misconduct as laid out in paragraph 84.
This includes the DOJ's new threshold of three uses of force in one month (paragraph 118).

ANALYSIS: The amended Agreement adds that trainer selection "will take into account if a civil judgement has
been rendered against the City in the last five years based on the officer's used of force" (now paragraph 83); while
this is a step forward, it falls far short of the AMA Coalition recommendation. Also, civil trials may end with a
judgment, a jury award or a settlement, all of which should be taken into account.

* Community stakeholders should be involved directly in training officers, including people from the mental health
community and people of color.

ANALYSIS: No meaningful changes have been made to allow community members to be an active part of the
training process.

* The training on the Agreement's requirements (paragraph 85) must be ongoing and not one time only, and
training must be evaluated with a form of evidence based outcome analysis to be sure it is effective.

ANALYSIS: The amended Agreement now says that all training "shall conform to PPB's current policies at the
time of training," (now paragraph 84) which is a step forward, but falls short of AMA's recommendation.

CRISIS INTERVENTION

* The same prohibitions listed above for training officers should also apply to CIT-Team officers (paragraph 100).

* We acknowledge that not all officers are equally committed to using their CIT training, but that training must be
used to hold officers accountable when they fail to de-escalate as trained.

ANALYSIS: No changes were made to emphasize that officers failing to apply their CIT training will be held
accountable.
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EMPLOYEE INFORMATION SYSTEM (EIS)

* An external body must have access to the EIS in order to produce a quarterly report on how often the EIS has
flagged at-risk officers, whether they have been counseled, and what kinds of patterns are being discovered.

* The thresholds to trigger review must be able to be modified beyond the DOJ's one recommendation in
paragraph 118.

OFFICER ACCOUNTABILITY

* The suggestion from the DOJ's letter of findings to get rid of the so-called "48-hour rule" should be explicit in
the agreement.

ANALYSIS: No changes were made to c]a1 ify the intent to end officers' special 11ghts when mvolved in deadly
force incidents.

* The phrase "enable meaningful independent investigations" by the Independent Police Review Division (IPR)
should be clarified to explain that IPR must have the power to compel officer testimony, including the involved
officer (not just witnesses). IPR also needs to be given direction to conduct such investigations (paragraph 127).

* The timeline to complete investigations should be 180 days until the complainant receives the findings, then the
timeline to complete Citizen Review Committee (CRC) appeals (or an appropriate subsequent body) should be at
least 90 days, not 21 days (paragraph 120).

* It is not acceptable for the Agreement to lock in place language saying the Police Review Board (PRB)
procedures currently in place shall remain with a few exceptions (paragraph 130). Among other things, the PRB
must:

__not allow the Supervisor who already made a determination about misconduct to vote on the Board;
__allow the community member involved (and/or their advocate) to participate in the hearings;
__open up to public scrutiny when the incident being reviewed involves a community member.

ANALYSIS: While a seemingly useful change was made requiring "reasonable attempts to complete" further
investigation if the Police Review Board calls for such investigation, no other changes were proposed to the PRB.

* The sentence in paragraph 43 defining Misconduct Complaint that excludes shootings and deaths victims to
appeal the PRB's findings must be struck from the Agreement.
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# Similarly, paragraph 61 defining "supported by the evidence"” (as referenced in paragraph 134) must be struck
from the Agreement, unless it is used to redefine "supported by the evidence" as a less deferential standard.

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

* The Compliance Officer/Community Liaison (COCL / paragraph 158) should be an entirely independent
position, reporting to the Court, not to City Council, and should have access to all City documents, not limited to
receiving information through the Bureau Compliance Coordinator. This role should be the same as the Monitor in
other cities under DOJ jurisdiction.

on it.

ANALYSIS: Paragraph 144 now states that the COCL will chair the COAB, but no longer provides for the COCL
to cast tie-breaking votes, thus fulfilling one part of the AMA recommendation.

* The COCL and the oversight body must have standing in the court to declare that the City is not fulfilling the
terms of the agreement.

* The current structure for the Community Oversight Advisory Board (paragraph 141) must give more weight to
community stakeholders. Rather than five CPRC members and five elected community members, the ten slots not
assigned to City Council should be mostly reserved for community stakeholders, including but not limited to
people from the mental health community, communities of color, and people who experience police misconduct.

ANALYSIS: The amended Agreement now provides for the Human Rights Commission and Portland
Commission on Disabilities to select five of the COAB members (now paragraph 142). The qualifications of the
people they are to appoint are narrowly drawn to include mental health professionals and people with 10 years of
experience working in the mental health field, rather than peer members of the mental health community. There is
no indication that the COAB should include stakeholders from communities at risk of being subject to police
misconduct.

“ When police present their annual report, they must be joined by community stakeholders to help interpret the
information being shared, including the presentation on rights and responsibilities at police stops (paragraph 148).
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* The police should engage another body than[t] the COAB or its replacement to make a community outreach
plan. The oversight body's function must be to ensure that the PPB is fulfilling the terms of its agreement.

ANALYSIS: The one reference to the COAB being the "Outreach and Over51ght Advisory Board" has been
removed, but all other outreach functions still fall to the COAB (section IX).

* The DOJ recommendation (#9) that the Bureau track every citizen contact as a way to build community trust
must be included in the Agreement.

ANALYSIS: A new paragraph ( 148) duects the Bu1eau to "contmue to require that offlcels document appropr iate
demographic data regarding the subjects of police encounters," but (a) does not say whether that will include "mere
conversations” as suggested in the Letter of Findings, and (b) gives the Bureau until December 31, 2013 to report
on changes, rather than requiring changes to be made sooner.

CONCLUSION: While a few, mildly helpful changes have been made to the DOJ Agreement, it still has far to go
to achieve its purported goal of ending excessive force by police, improving accountability, and creating community
trust.
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Moore-Love, Karla

From: Joel Sjerven [joelsjerven@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2012 8:31 PM

To: Moore-Love, Karla; Adams, Sam; Commissioner Fritz; Leonard, Randy
Subject: written testimony for DOJ agreement

Attachments: 006.JPG; 039.JPG; 580679_10150808022072002_701002001_9651224_1438808783_n.jpg:
6990603806_f22f6b91e8_b.jpg; 6990604370_3b6b153¢32_b jpg:
6990620542_c8d4117e55_b.jpg; 7136692347_26239748b_b jpg

Hello,
Please accept my written testimony. [ wanted to give it in person, but was unable to:

I was riding my bike on March Ist in what had been a peaceful march. |

would estimate at around 1:00 pm the police quickly began arresting

several groups of activists near SW Salmon and Broadway. During this time a few activists were
violently tackled and pinned by bike police. I was close by when it happened so I stopped my bike and
pulled my camera out of my pocket and began filming. Several other police officers were near me and
one asked me if [ intended to interfere with the arrests, "Do you want to get in there?". 1 responded
laughing, "No, I'm just filming." The

officer said no more leaving me thinking that I was ok to continue as [ was

standing and filming from my location. A few seconds later another cop came up. | was straddling my
bike at this time taping the dog pile of police and activists. Then a few officers began barking at me to
get out of the street.

Without further warning or allowing me ample time to respond - or move as my hands were full with my
bike and camera - Seargant Jeff McDaniel

who had placed himself behind me grabbed my back tire and threw me head-first over my handle bars
causing me to land very forcefully ontop of my bike.

After this he quickly removes himself from the scene leaving

me confused to deal with several other officers. As I was trying to collect

myself another officer - Lasaban then slammed me with his bike at the same time yelling, "Get to the
sidewalk!", again without giving me time to get off the ground. He continues yelling at me while
slamming me with his bike. He violently slammed his bike several times against my left shin. Officer
Lasaban slammed his bike into my shin several times aligning the teeth from his gears on my shin.
Pictures show the pattern of his gears where they penetrated my skin. As I pulled myself up to

gather my sense the officer continued to push me slamming his bike horizontally this time into my side.
He demanded me to move to the sidewalk while I informed him that I couldn't move as my legs were
injured and shaking. At this point he told me, "I can arrest you if you want." I again informed him, "I
don't want to be arrested, but I can't move. My legs are injured." As I regained my composure and
limped to the sidewalk where medics attended me. I asked another officer to grab me my helmet and
bike lock which had been strewn from my bike. Another activist had held my bike for me on the
sidewalk which was seriously damaged. The handlebars were bent at 70 degrees, my derailer was bent,
my chain was ripped off its gear, and the whole frame has scrapes as well as the handle bar tape. None
of this damage was there prior to this attack from the police. I continued the march although my leg
throbbed, bled, and swelled. The next day at work it continues to cause me pain both while walking and
the brushing of my pants against the bruise and scrapes. This pain and mental

anguish has continued to plague me for the weeks which followed. Here is the link for the video which I
was shooting during this incident: https:/vimeo.com/52211927

I filed a complaint with the IPRC who laughed at me and said that all police were clearly within PPB
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po]icyﬁ and i‘hié is approved police conduct in Portland. After saying they could do nothing more for me

mediation was offered to me which I took and it was successful. Officer Labasan initially mocked me
and my injuries, but by the end had apologized and said he would take it to heart.

Unsolicited and unnecessary violence is at the core of PPB's culture. A truly independent review board
with the ability to penalize and fire police is necessary and well overdue. I have had other run ins with
the police and been pushed over multiple times while standing on the sidewalk.

The only other story [ will share with you briefly is from the past weekend N3. After the high school
students had been drenched in pepper spray I saw one of my friends Ibrahim yelling and wagging his
finger in a riot cop's face. I approached him to hold him back and hug him in attempt to comfort him. He
continued to yell at the riot cop while [ served as the cooler head and a buffer between the two. Without
warning the riot cop shoved us both down with his baton. This is a minor incident, but goes to show the
cops appreciation when someone does step in to de-escalate a situation. I will not file an IPR complaint
for this incident. The process is a waste of my time that I have completed multiple times and been
disappointed every time.

Thank you for hopefully reading my stories,
Joel Sjerven
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'NOTICE TO ALL OREGON PUBLIC EMPLOYEES:

IN THE NAME OF “WE THE PEOPLE OF OREGON”, ANP PURSUANT
TO THE PROVISIONS OF ART. 1, SEC. 1, OF THE OREGON . |
CONSTITUTION, NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT “WE THE PEOPLE

- OF OREGON” DEMAND THAT A LL ELECTED OR APPOINTED

' OREGON PUBLIC OFFICIALS STRICTLY COMPLY WITH THE
PROVISIONS OF THEIR SWORN' “OATH OF OFFICE” WHEN

. OFFICIALLY INTERACTING WETH THE CITIZENS OF OREGON ,

THEIR EMPLOYERS. B L

Roger Weidner—1 99'(glregon Reform Party candidate for Governor

Re: 'Dregon.g?ate Bar v. Roger Weidner C:a_:se Ne. 061212468 oy

Attached for the enlightenment of Oregon public officials receiving a copy of this Notice is the
letter T recently sent to: Multnomah Coonty Circutt Court Judse Janicie Wilson and portions of my new
book “DELIVER US FROM EVIL’. The information summarizé the unprecedented criminal abuse | and
other innocent Oregon citizens have been subjected to by members of the Oregon State Bar and others, for
the past 21" years. We have been subjected to the outrageous criminal abuse, described in the information,
for insisting on exercising our absolute constitutiorxal right to speak in court, , under oath, on the record -
about the shameful and scandalous criminal conduct of attomey members of the Oregon State Bar stealing,
i archamber™ type judicial proceedings; the children and-property-of Innocent, naive,
Oregon citizens caught up in the Oregon legal system. Notice 1s-hereby given, to all PUBLIC ‘OFFICIALS
Receiving a copy of this Notice, in the name of, “WE THE PEOPLE OF OREGON” that we are demanding
that all publicly elected or. appointed public officials, on the public payroll, strictly comply with the
provisions of their swom “OATH OF OFFICE” when officially Interacting with the citizens of Oregon.
their employers. Those who will not comply with their swom “OATH OF QFFICE” “WE THE PEOPLE
WILL DRIVE FROM OFFICE IF THEY DO NOT RESIGN”

//\Sx/“‘"'rff j{(q | o

@)
Rogar Weidner—h the name of We The People of Oregon

Gov. Ted Kulongoski All members of the Oregon House and Senate
Atty. Gen. Kroger All members of the Ore. Ct. Of Apls. & Sup. Crt.
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1998 Oregon Reform Party candidate for Governor Rog_e_r W eidner Past President Oregon Judxcxal Wmh

3526 8.E. Franklin St. - a
Portland, Oregon 97202
‘Governor Romney, - - | o , _ | Janua~ry—07-2012»

I am a former attorney and pubhc prosccutor In 1975 76 T was the Director of the
Consumer Fraud Division in the Multmomah County D1S‘mct Attomey s Office. In'19981
was the Oregon Reform Party candidate for Govemor. *

"+ For'the past 24 years [ and thousands of other concerned and outraged citizens
here in Oregon have been working fiill time to restore conshtutmnal governrhent to the
vcluzens of Oregon. Somethmg we donot have in Oreﬂon at the 1 present fime.. . .

~ For atternpting to speak In court, under oath, on the record, about 2 group of vﬂe
treacherous thieving, publicly employed or lrcensed bureauerats-attomeys-pubhc
magistrates, openly and shamelessly stealing, in “sham™ often “star chamber” type
judicial proceedmgs the children, property and freedom ofi mmnocent Oregon citizens
caught up in the Oregon legal system, I and nuimerous other innocent Oregon citizens
have been repeatedly and many times violently assaulted, arrested, jailed and in my case
thrown into the Oregon Insane Asylum. The details of that outrageous criminal treatment

of innocent Oregon citizens, by mostly members of the. Oregon State-Bars-is-detailed-in——

the attached excerpts from my book DELIVER US FROM EVIL.

It would have been impossible to carty on the fight to restore constitutional
government to the citizens of Oregon without the unwavering financial, physical and
moral support of my parents Leo and Frances Weidner, both Mormons, who served on
Missions after my father retired in 1969 as Deputy ‘Chief of the Portland Fire Department.

- T am enclosing for your review an “Open Letter” my mother sent to the following
Mormons: Gordon Hinkley, President of the Miormon Church; US Senators Orin Hatch
and Gordon Smith; current US District Court Judge, former Us Attorney Michael
Mossman. In her letter mother quotes Prophet Joseph Smith saym,,, “ “The day will
- ‘come when the constitution will hang, as if by a thread, and if it is to be saved it will b .

- saved by the elders of the church’. From the horrible corruption I have persopally
witnessed in our courts in Oregon that day has certainly come”, =~ .

We in the patriot community here in Oregon are demandmc and are asklng that
you, and the other candidates for President of the United States, j join with s in :
demznding from all elected or appointed, paid public employees, that they strictly. comply
with the terms of their sworn “oath of office” to uphold and defend the constitutional
- rights of all United States citizens, as set forth in the 5% and 14" amendment of the

United States Constitution to “equal protection” and “due process” of law when any
citizen of the United States appears in any court in this county.

Smcerely
\W“’/l—?jc—\ (D wfm/—\
c: Governor Kitzhaber, Attorney General Kio ger Ron Paul RmL Santorum

All Oregon House and Senate members :
All Oregon Supreme and Court of Appeals Judges


http:Di�eotor.of

Frances and Roger Weidner, February 21, 2001, ouside
Rosenblum’s Multnomah County Courtroom

Judge Ellen

P HE EVIL I refer to, in this volume, is the
L vile, treacherous, sh'amcless._diicijvcfy.of o
some bureaucrats, attorneys and judges, most
of whom are members of the Oregon State
Bar; all of whom are licensed or employed by
the corporate STATE OF OREGON, openly
stealing in “Sham” often “Star Chamber” type
judicial proceedings the children, property
and freedom of innocent Orcgbn citizens

“caught up in the Oregon legal system.

 If the innocent Oregon citizen attempts to

speak in court, on the record, about their
victimization they are ordered arrested and

) jailed fb?cbritc;mpt by a complicit judge. This
lstthvd that we in the Patriot Communiry -
(particularly Frances Weidner) have been
fighting to eliminate for the Past 22 years in

- order to restore to the citizens of Oregon and

our posterity clean constitutional government.

Roger Weidner
+ 1998 Oregon Reform Party
candidate for governer
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Frances and Leo Weidner, September 15, 1995, on the steps of the Oregon State Capitol,
holding the sign “Let Roger Go.” Standing next to Leo Weidner is David Hemon. Standmg
behmd David Henion is Ed Snook, editor of the US Observer.
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~ An open letter from Frances

Frunces Weidner's open lener to:

Gordon Hinkiey-P resident Church ol
desus Christ of Latterluy Sainyg
{Mormons)

Orin Ratch-ranking Repubiican U.S.
Senate Judiciary Commines

Gordon Smith-United Swes Senator
from Orepon

Michue! Mossman-United States Al
torney for Oregon

All otier feliow Mormons and con-
cerned and alxrmed citizens of Or-
egon,

Lam the 9) yesr old widow of Leo
Weidner rétired Deputy Chief of the Pon-
land Firs Depanment. We were featured
in the “Living" section o The Oreponian
on December 5,1997, und have also hesn
featured in The Uregon Observer news.
paper,

My husband and | (he died in July of
1999), slong with three of our four sons
Leo, Bruce and Stephen are Mormons.
My husbanid and |, along with two of our
four sons, Bruce and Stephen, have all
served on church missions, My husband
and | arc aiso the perents of Roger
Weidner, the 1998, Reform Party candi-
date {or Governor of Orepon.

For the past 11 years my husband
and |, along with hundreds, periaps thou-
sands, of other shocked citizens, have
winessed first hand, with sunned disbe-
iref and outrage, the unbelicvabie abuss
Roger, and others supporting him, have
sufiered at the hends of corrupt judges
and police officers hers in Oregon. The
Bbusz has been in retaliation fortheiref-
fort in exposing the judicial corruption in
our state and federal count system, Roger,
afier being repeatedly arresied and jajjed

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR (THE OREGON

Editors Note: The following letter
and justice for the
and stamina have

{290 days in all), sometimes violently in
My presenee, for speaking out about the
torrupuion, has finally, afier all thege
vears, been aliowed (o ireely westify in
court. Without challenge or objection
Roger has iestified under nath about the
cnminal conduct of anomeys and judpes

Kenleberp enare, anomey Ken Schmig,
who stole the New Wine Ministry prop-
erTy and known pedophiles in the Child
Service Division who have sexualiy
abused Malissa Gasran,

Roget, & historian, tawyer and legal
scholar has repentediy 1old all of us g

involved in the Kettieberg theft; the New
Wine Ministry theft and the abduction and
sexual abuse of 7 year old Malisss
Gaston by employess of the Oregoa Child
Service Division,

Not & singie swomn criminal charpe
that Roger, or the nthers supporting him,
have leveled against those invalved in this
scandalous criminal behavior, sither in
court, on the air, or in the newspapers
has been questioned or disputed by those
he has named. Yer stil} the lawyers, judpes
and police who control qur courts, our
strests and now it seems every aspect of
ourfives, brazenly Naunt the rule of law
and continus 1o openly protect disbanred
anomey Milon Brown, who stole tie

battle with corTuption.

Is from a true patrioric lady
past eleven years that I have
exceeded that of most men th

in this country, since the Revolutionary
War, the citizens ars the sovereign polifi-
cal authority. He said thaj our Founding
Fathers went 10 war o insure that in this
country the citizens would ‘be ruled by
the “rule of law™ and not by the whim of
corrupt, despotic tyrams sitting in coic-
nial “Royal Courrs * Rogersaid that both

the state and federa) Bovernments in this

country are ereated by constinutions, He
said if there was no U.§, Constitution

there would be no federn; government

and if no state constitution po state pov-

ermment. Roger said that both the fed-

eral and st povernmentss are run by

clected or appointed public officials and

others, all public employees,

duiy Augus: 2004 F’z'?u 2 o
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Weidner

Roger aiso said that under both the
state and federul constitnions, before e
Bovernmeni can take anything from a sov-
Crelgn citizen that overnmen: must priv
vide the citizan with “equal protection of
the law” and “due process of faw." | s
this “equal protzction” and “due process”
pusranies that is contained in the oath
that all public officials wke when they
are swam info office.

The comupt judpes and police offic-
ers. | have winessed in our Louns, in
stead of complying with their path of of-
fice ure openly, publicly, and aggressively,
protecting the thievas and a1 the sume
time threaiening, suacking and jailing the
victums of that thievery when they &
tempt 10 enter public courrooms, here in
Orepon, to make & record of their injury.

Our prophet Joseph Smith said: *The
day will come when our Constitution will
bang as if by a thread and if it is 10 be
saved at all it will e saved by the elders
of the Chureh,” From the horrible cor-
ruption | haye personally wiinessed, in

our courts here in Orepon, that day has -
cenainly come. It istime for al) concermed

citizens, particularly Mormons heeding
the advice of our prophet Joseph Smith,
1o speak up loud and clear 1o all public
employees that we will not tolerate ppy
corruption by our public employess, Fyr-
ther, that we will demand, by our can-
stant scrutiny; that ourpublic officials and
anpioycmsuialyfollowthdrjobdm’p
tion and comply with their path of office.
I sincerely ask you all to join with Roger
and the rest of us fighting the corTuption
here in Oregon, and mround the country,
1o help bring & swift and cerain end 10
this dangerous and disgraceful situation
in Our court sysiem and resiore constitu-
tional protection 1o g} citizens of this coun-
fry,

Sincerely,

Frances Weidgner

OBSERVER) MARCH-APRIL 2001

who has stood for truth
known her. Her courage
at ] have encounterad ip my

)
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going 1o publish in its next “rion ] was shocked and outragec thar our government
engaged in such reprehensible conduct. | told my children. my grandchildren, my great-
grandchildren. and others who will listen. that America was the Golden Land 10 voung
people in Norway a 100 years 250 in my mother’s ime. She worked for six vears 1o save
money 10 come 10 America when she was 21, She was 50 proud when she became an
American citizen—and she taught me early on 1o be grateful and proud that I was bom here

But whar has happened to our wonderiul “Land of the Free and Home of the Brave™
when Government Agents, posing as customers, came into Robert Stewart’s home—>put a
gun to his head. handcuffed his wife and terrorized his small children? They acted more like
armed thugs!

My mother would have wept in despair at what s happened to this Golden Land she
loved. But weeping doesn’t cutit. I'ma Larter-Day-Saint like the Stewarts—and what true
words our Prophet Joseph Smith spoke when he said. “The day will come when our

. Constitution will hang as if by & thread. And if it is to be saved at all it will be saved by the

‘Elders of the Church”™. That day has come—and we must save our constirution. Let us al

Rousr gave me a copy of the siory about the Stewarts that the Oregon Observer is

band together 10 face down these contemptible creatures who are causing such pain and
suffering to innocent people and their little ones. | '
Remember Benjamin Franklin said “We must all hang together, or we will surely
hang separately”. This ninefy-one year.old widow 1s not going to let them hang me! How
about you? o .
-Frances Weidner
Widow of retired Depury Portland
. Fire Chief Leo Weidner

ROGER WEIDNER COMMMENTS ON MOTHER’S STORY

1 want 1o publicly acknowledge again the unwavering and indispensable support of
my parents Leo and Frances Weidner in fighting the intolerable corruption in our courts and
state government. Without their total support it would have been impossible to commit the
" time and energy necessary to €xpose and hopefully very soon, eliminate the COTTuption
(social cancer) in our courts and state goverrument that has destroyed so many innocent lives.

From what I have personally observed I think Joseph Smith prophetically should have
said, “if the Constitution 15 10 ne savad it will be save by the sisters of the Cnurch™. [ have
c=en no elders of the Mormon Church fight any harder to preserve our Constitutional nghts
than sisters of the Church Frances Weidner. Ellen Wilfley, Verza Fisk and Marie Robertson.
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Remove Savage Rapids Dam &
Suffer the Consequences!

Bv-]mvcsligmi\m Reporier
gﬁuwnrd Snook

Southern Oregon - “"The
state and federal government bave
fully guaranteed to protect the
Grants Pass lrrigation District
(GPID).” This absurd statement
was made over L AJO alk radio on
March 13, 2001, This will never
happen and the only help that GPID
will receive will be short Hived, with
the end result of removing the Sav-
age Rapids Dam, devastating.

With Savape Rapids removed
the federal povernment will have
full controi of the Rogue River up
too the "high-water mark, what-
ever that ends up being with no dam
to control that level.

With the inevitable probability
that the arcas supplied with warer
from the Rogue River will surely
face drought conditions, given that

Bv Investipative Reporier

Kelly Stone

e

On February 21, 2001, Roger

. Weidner, the 1998 Oregon Reform Party
Candidate for Governor, appeared in the
Muttnomah County Courtroom of Judge
-Ellen Rosenblum to Show Cause why he

Roger Weidner {ront right - Charlz_s Markley 2nd from left on b(,nch‘
holding file in front of his face (in shame?)!

Savage Rapids Dam - LEAVE IT ALONE!

T Weidner Shows Cause

and this fact, !“exnerts” found that by the year
2050, an additional 200 dams would
be needed on the Rogue and it's
iributaries to properly serve the
public. My, my. when government
wants to npose its force upon the
public inarder to reach the goal of

dam is removed
pled with present and future
energy crisis, there is no question
that the removal of Savage Rapids
will damage those dependent upon
it ) . o
fn @ government study con-
cluded in 1985, the government's

{:Lottw\’%/éidnef Q

By Investigative Reporter
Edward Snook

lesse Lott and Roger Weidner,
who claim onc-third ownership of the
Kettlebery estate and representation
of Kettleberg estate creditors, have
sued Milton Brown 10 terminate all

forts in exposing ﬂwccomlpzidn within the
Oregon court system.

When Weidner and his 60 support-
ers, including fonmer Clackamas County
District Attorney Terry Gustafson, po-
litical activist Jesse Lott, 2000, State
Treasurer Candidate Carlos Lucero,

further and/or total control they are

T L

certainly experts at deception.
With the dam removal (funding
billy supposediy heading back 1o
Congress (or approval, Republican
voters need 10 take a long hard look
at those who are pushing for re-
maval and therefare (afier tooking
at all the facts) pushing for ex-
tremefy fiberal environmental feg-
istation. Republican Senator Gor-
don Smith is one of the sponsors of
the bill, which should shock alf con-
servatives, especialty those pru-
dent, level headed conscrvatives.
Bush has stated that he is against
dam breaching so let's all hope that
he puts a stop to the insanity of

such actions.

b want to re-iterate 8 message
| recently sent to Senator Gordon
Smith and the best wav (s to sim-

Savage Rapids
continued on puage 7

SO e b

o

ue N&lton Brown

. Since December 14,
Lott is reported o have acquired
ownership of two mobile homes in the
park and has established an office in
one of them. The following is text
taken from the “Quiet Title” suit Lott
and Weidner have filed agam:l

the premises

US Atiorney General John Ashcoft [left], Jesse Lott fright} during a
recent meeting in Washington D.C. to discuss Oregon issues.

should not be found in contempt of the
injunction judge Edwin Peterson signed
on April 20, 1995, The injunction was
* placed against Weidner in an atiempt ¢
stop him from filing lawsuits without per-
mission and t¢

U
=y
n
LA I R 2 B Y B )

Brown'sinterest in Kettleberg Mobil
Home Park. formerly Tri-City Mobite
Home Park. Lott and Weidner ave
physically controlled the park since
December 14, 2000, when they took
possession by moving their office on

Oregon Christian Coalition President Lou
Berres and “Mason in the Moming™ talk
shaw host Che! Rookiedge showed up

Ticidner Shows Cause
confinued an page 14

Brown.
Plaintiff Weidner by fe

ment (exhibit Ajyand Plaintiff Lot by

orec.

Lou-Weidner Sue
continued on page 13

BATF agents raid innocent
Mormon family
Page 2
Saving salmon report
Page 6
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jor the hearing they had ¢ submit o a
sscond electronic search.

Present in the court was Lindstedt
with his augrmey David Kekel. Present

, plS0 WETE AHOMEYS: Charles Markley,

J
]

started Carlas Lucero, acting as photog-
rapher for THE OREGON OB-
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kB John Kitzhaber and Attormney General
Hardy Myers.
Oregon State Senator Gary Georpe,

mprescming disharred atiorney Milton
grown; Peter Bunch representing
Charles Hahn: David Williams represent-
ing Carolyn Brune; Joshua Sasaki repre-
senting Michael Gentry. Also present n
the courtroom were allormeys who had
worked on the case in the past-for Janefie
Kent, including Forrest Riekes, Al Vames
and Gino Perriti. Weidner had also is-
sued subpoenas for Sheriff Dan Noelte
and other taw enforcement officials in
the area to antend. Weidner also sub-
pocnncd all the members of the Oregon
House and Senate, all Supreme Counand
Court of Appeals Judges and Governor

Chatrman of the Government Oversight
Comminee. requested that he beallowed
to video the hearing. Judge Rosenblum
refused saying that only the press was
allowed cameras i the courtroom, Judge
Rosenblum did advise Ed Snook, Editor
of THEOREGON OBSERVER that he
would not be allowed to video but could
take still pictures, Before the hearing

SERVER, took the picture appearing al
-the top of this article. Mitton Brown's
attorney Charles Markley is the atlorney
holding the notebook in front of his face.
Kekel in a 10 minute presentation
calied Weidner a “serial {itigator” who
had to be stopped. Kekel said that
Weidner was causing a 1ot of hardship
i on those who had worked on (plundered)

the Kettleberg estate and enough was
enough.

Before wking the witness stand
Weidner asked to be sworn in 50 he could
testify under oath about the criminal con-
duct of Brown, Lindstedt, Brune, Gentry.
johnson, Postick and others involved in
the thefi of all Kettleberg estate assets
foday worth 100 miltion dollars. Before
fhe hearing Weidner subim itted 10 Judpe
Rasenblum a brief which. contained as
exhibits: Lindsiedt’s fee agreement with
K entsaying he couldn’t settie without her
permission: the order of Judge Crookham
imposing 2 constructive trust on all
Kettleberg estate assets and requiring
Brune 10 turn over “farihwilh™ all assets
Ketileberg owned at the time of
Kettlebergs death in May of 1985; acopy
of the power of attorney Brown had his
seeretary Brune, as PR of the Kettleberg,
estate give him four days after
Ketticherg's death: copies of the secrel
Brown-Lindstedt setilementagresments;
a copy of the $8.000. 00 note on which
former Brown-Kettleberg business part-
ner Jack Blampied said he saw Brown
sign Kettleberg's signawre.

Weidner testified: “Every legal ac~
tion taken against me in the past 1212
vears, by either the Oregon State Bai,
the Oregon Judicial Systern and now the
attorneys for those who stofe the

K ettleberg estatz has been in furtherance
of an on-going conspiracy, by those
thieves, to stop my effort to publicly ex-
pose their criminal conduct. What is un-
disputed and has been repealedly testi-
fied to by me and others in prior hearings
is thal in 1985 attorney Milton Brownand
Dr. Charles Hahn caused the premature

Josephine County Chapter OHA

Would like to invite you to our 4th Annual
Banguet, Auction & Raffle
Fairgrounds Pavition - May 19, 200]

1451 Fairgrosnds Road » Grants Pass, OR
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death of fheir terminally 1! business part:
ner Donald Kettleberg in order 0 sieal
his estate. }{ was necessary that
Ketficberg be dead when his fiances
Janette Kent requrned to Portland in 1985,
in order for Brown and Hahn to execute
the Kettleberg buy-sell agreements they
had forged. Hahn was not on iy
Kettlebery's business parner hewasalso
Kettleherg's treating phiysician at the time
of Keslleberg 's death. Brown and Hahn
had ‘do not resuscitate’ written on
Kettleherg's medical chartin the hospi-
tal,

Upon Kettieberg's death Brown had
his secretary Carolyn Brune, while on his
payrolt, made Personal Representative of
the Kettleberg estate. Brown then, four
days after Kettleberg’s death on May 28,
1985, had Brune give him & power of
attorney to represent the estate. With that
power-of-attorney Brown cleaned out all
Kettleberg accounts. The day after
Ketileberg's death, Hahn demanded ac-
cess o Ketleberg's office and accord-
ing to Kettleberg CPA Helen Solem, he
‘picked the bird clean'. Brown, Habn,
Brune and Gentry then forged 14 busi-
ness documents and converted all
Kettieberg estare assets.

In May of 1988, afiera 5 day trial,
Janette Kent was declared the sole ben-
eficiary of the Kettleberg estate by Judge
Charles Crookham who imposed a con-
structive frust on all Ketileberg estme
assets and ordered Carolyn Brune to tum
those assets over to Kent ‘forthwith’.
The decision of Judge Crooltham was
affirmed by the court of appeals in Sep-
tember of 1989. The portion of theorder
requiring Brune to tum the assets over
‘forthwith' was never given (o Kent orl
by trial atiorney Giary McMurray. Instead
Kent was told she would have 1o sue

_ Brown to recover the estate assets. in

spiteof Judge Crookham *sorder, and the
affirming of that order by the Court of

Appeals, Brown and Hahn have retained

control of all Kettleberg estate trust as-
setsto this day and all income generated
by those assets. Brown and Hahn have
been able to carry aff this massive theft
by paying Kent's attorney Lindstedt
£375,000. 00; Kettleberg estate Personal
chrtsenmtive Carolyn Brune $150,000.
00; Kettleberp estate attorney Michael
Gentry $300.000. 00. Brown also had
Lindstedl pay, from Kcttieherg estate
funds, $400,000. 00 to the IRS account
o Milton Brown, Lindstedt, Brune, Hahn
and Gentry havea fiduciary responsibil-
ity to cither Kent or the Kettieberg es-
\ate which they have shamelessly vio-
lated. Kent, afier spending $3,000.000.00
in the last 15 years {rying to recover her
property has not received one penny from
the estate.”

Weidner then vestilNed aboutthe un-
precedented abuse e has heen subjected
1o by the Oregon State Bar and Oregon
Judicial system for the last 12 172 years
for alicmpting te recover stolen
Ketlicherg estate assets. He testified he
has been arrested 19 imes, 12 times in
court, & limes violenliy. rwice where he
thought his ife was poing to be 1aken 1o
silence him permanently. He deseribed
how, on Octaber 2. 1992, he was choked
to the ground by armed Mulmomah
Coumty SinerifT Deputics, and histhen 82
yearold mother ronghed up. when he re-
sponded (o 2 subpoere from Milten
Rrowt 10 appear in the Mulinomah

EAATA LAl ] o
{o enter presiding
of the fact he thougiits rap was being
set 10 take his Jife wihen he was choled
to the ground by the deputies. He de-
ceribed how judges Dorothy Baker, Lee
Johnson and Edwin Peterson fled their
courts when confronted by hira and his
angry Supporters, demanding that
Weidner bz allowed to make a record of
{he criminal conduct of those involved in
the thefi of the Kettleberg estate assets.
Weidner testified that in the first ground-
Jess prosecution commenced against him,
by the Oregon State Bar. he asked for an
in-camers hearing before the Supreme
Court in June of 1990, to explain To the
court that his prosecution was politically
otivated and instigated to stap his work
on the Kettieberg case. He testificd that
then Chief Justice Edwin Peterson had 2
hand written note handed to him outstde
the courtroom, before tie hearing, which
said, “Angele, tell the parties in Weidner
the Motion has been denied.” Weidner
showed Judge Rosenblum a copy of
Judge Edwin Peterson’s note. Weidner
related that when he appeared before the
Supreme Court & second time in Sep-
tember of 1994, on equally groundiess
charges. he told the Court, “1 am not here
to seek your favor but to expose the in-
{olerable carmption in the Oregon Court

COU I MIAKE A r(ﬁ(‘,ord

Weidner shows caust
confinued on next page

offer God's healing ouch.

FOOD FORTHOUGHT

If you own just one bible, you are
abundantly blessed 1/3 of fhe world
does not have access 10 even one.

If you woke up this moming with

mare fealth than itiness, you are more
blessed than the milfion who will not
survive the week.
If you have never sxperienced the
danger of battle, the joneliness of im-
prisonment, the agony of torture or the
pangs of starvation, you are ahead of
500 million around the world.

Ifyou attend & church meeting with-
out fear of harassmen, arrest Or LOF-
wre of death, you are more blessed
than almost three mittion people in the
world.

1f you have food in your refrigerator,
clothes on your back, a roof over your
head and a place to sleep, you are richer
than 75% of this world,

Il'you have money inthe bank, in your
wallet, and spare change in a dish
someplace, you are among the top 8%
of the worlds wealthy.

I{ vour parents are still married and
alive, you are very rare, even in the
United States.

1f vou hold up your head with a smile
on your face, truly thankful, you are
blessed because the majority can, but
most do not.

|f you can hold someone’s hand, hug
them or even touch them on the shoul-
der, you are hiessed because you can

If you prayed yesterdoy and today.
you arc in the minority because you
telicve in God's willingness 10 hear and
answer prayel.

I you believe in Jesus as the Son of

nority in the world.
If you can read this message, you are
mare blessed than aver 1wo nillion

anviiing atall

God, you are part of 2 very smatt mi-

people in the world that cannat read
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TASER: Human Rights Issue

The United States is a signatory to the UN CONVENTION AGAINST TORTURE and
Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment.

Article 4
1. Each State Party shall ensure that all acts of torture are offences under its
criminal law. The same shall apply to an attempt to commit torture and to
an act by any person which constitutes complicity or participation in
torture.
2. Each State Party shall make these offences punishable by appropriate
penalties which take into account their grave nature.

In the Agreement between the City of Portland and the US Department of Justice,
I see no provision for the implementation of that treaty obligation here in
Portland during the term of the Agreement.

Be mindful that torture, under this treaty, is an offence committed by an official
of a state against a person. Individual human persons have a right to be
protected by the United States when those human rights are violated within the
United States. Be further mindful that TASER X26 is deemed a weapon of torture
when it is used as a compliance weapon. In November 2007, the United Nations
Committee Against Torture stated that TASER weapons, had “proven risks of harm
or death. The use of TASERX26 weapons, provoking extreme pain, constituted a
form of torture, and that in certain cases it could also cause death, as shown by
several reliable studies and by certain cases that had happened after practical

”

use.

| believe that the US Department of Justice is actually and directly responsible for
supervising the uses, misuses and abuses of TASER while this Agreement is in
force. 1 would like to see explicit language to that effect. In other words, | want
not just the City of Portland accountable to the court. | also want the Department
of Justice accountable to the court.

Currently, the plan calls for a major effort, on the part of the Office of Equity, to
provide significant oversight to implementation of the Agreement. We cannot
expect to have a city employee enforce this legal agreement simply as a form of
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public relations. Neither can we require well-meaning but ill-equipped volunteers
to enforce this agreement as a form of trust-building within the community. A
court-appointed compliance officer must supervise the Agreement as a matter of
law enforcement.

I would like to see the Human Rights Commission open itself to accepting

information from citizens of Portland with the purpose of documenting human
rights abuses by misuse of TASER in the hands of Portland Police.

Kalei Luyben

7455 SW Kelly Ave. - (503) 452-0014
Portland, OR 97219 kaleiluyben@msn.com
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International Federation of Action by Christians for the Abolition of Torture

Individual
submissions
to the
Committee
Against
Torture

International instruments : tools for action !

These Communications are studied by

a Committee of ten independent
experts who meet twice a year.
The State concerned must, however,
have expressly accepted the compe-
tence of the Committee for it to be
able to receive this kind of com-
plaint; this procedure is thus totally
dependent on its acceptance by
States and so in practice its accessibi-
lity is limited. In December 2006,
61 States had accepted Article 22 of
the Convention®.

Admissibility of a

communication

In order to be admissible, the Commu-
nication must meet three criteria: it
must not be anonymous, it must not
be the object of a petition to another
international organism for the
defence of human rights and, finally,
the petitioner must first have exhaus-
ted all internal paths for appeal.

The basis

If the Committee considers that the
complaint can be formally recei-
ved, it informs the parties and the
State party concerned. The latter

then has 6 months to explain its
position and to inform the Com-
mittee of the measures it has taken
to put an end to the violation.

The author of the communication
may also submit observations and cla-
rifications to the Committee’s experts
and for that purpose may call on the
aid of legal counsel or of an association
for the defence of human rights.

After this analysis of the basis of the
Communication, the Committee,
although it is not a judicial organism,
adopts a form of reasoning which
comes close to the reasoning of a court.

Provisional measures

In the course of the proceedings, and

before having taken the slightest
decision, the Committee may request
the State to take measures in order to
avoid any irreversible damage®.
These measures do not prejudge the
final decision of the Committee.

This practice is predominantly used in

relation to demands concerning a
violation of Article 3 of the Conven-
tion, in cases of a risk of extradition
to a State where the petitioner is in
danger of being tortured.

. FIACAT News, quarterly newsletter, published by the International Federation of Action by Christians
for the Abolition of Torture, available by subscription (EUR 10 a year). Editor: Sylvie Bukhari-de Pon-
tual — Coordinator: Marie-Jo Cocher — Design: Jean-Christophe Faure (jcfaure@aol.com) — Transla-

tion: David Mark Harris.

27, rue de Maubeuge
75009 Paris — France

fiacat www.fiacat.org

Tel.: 33 (0)1 42 80 01 60
Fax: 33 (0)1 42 80 20 89
fiacat@fiacat.org



Interest in cases of a threat
of extradition to a country
where the person runs the
risk of torture

The majority of Communications exa-

mined by the Committee relate to
cases of a risk of refoulement or
extradition of people to countries
where the petitioners risk being sub-
jected to torture.
Article 3 §1 of the Convention
Against Torture provides in fact that
“no State Party shall expel, return
(“refouler”) or extradite a person to
another State where there are sub-
stantial grounds for believing that he
would be in danger of being subjec-
ted to torture.”

In such a case, the expulsion does not
need to have actually taken place in
order for the State to be condemned
for a violation of the Convention.
The simple decision to deport in
itself constitutes a violation. It is che-

Practical information
You will find below the practi-
cal information for submitting
a Communication to the UN
Committee Against Torture; a
model Communication is also
available in Appendix 2.
e POSTAL ADDRESS:
Petitions Team
Office of the United Nations
High for
Human Rights
UNOG-OHCHR
1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland
Fax : +41 22 917 9022
e [N CASE OF EMERGENCY:
th-petitions@ohchr.org

Commissioner

International instruments : tools for action !
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refore important to submit the case
to the Committee in time for it to
make an urgent pronouncement and
forbid such expulsion, if necessary by
means of provisional measures.
The Committee also must receive
“credible information which seems
to them to contain well founded
indications that torture is practised.”
In general, the Committee considers
that there is violation of the Conven-
tion Against Torture if the violation
implies direct responsibility of the
public authorities linked to legisla-
tion which is incompatible with the
provisions of the Convention(4) .
By way of example, the US law on
Military Commissions, promulgared
on 17 October 2006, which autho-
rises recourse to ‘“‘aggressive’
methods of interrogation for terro-
rism suspects will certainly be consi-
dered by the Committee to be
incompatible with the Convention
Against Torture.
In fact, the UN Special Rapporteur
for the protection and promotion of
human rights and fundamental
liberties in the struggle against ter-
rorism, Martin Scheinin, has opined
that this law contains “clauses
incompatible with the obligations of
the Unired States in the framework
of humanitarian law and the protec-
tion of human rights”(5) .
Likewise, the International Commit-
tee of the Red Cross (ICRC) conside-
red that chis law ignores the essential
provisions of the four Geneva
Conventions, in particular “Com-
mon” Article 3(6) which bans tor-
ture, inhuman or degrading treat-
ment and the refusal of a fair trial®.
The Committee Against Torture goes
even further: it considers that a State
Party violates the Convention if it

extradites a person to a country
where “systematic violations” of
human rights occur(8) . It is then
sufficient to bring proof that a gene-
ralised practice of torture takes place
in that country.

Conclusion of the procedure

The Committee makes its decision
with regard to the different informa-
tion provided by the parties. The
Committee’s experts may present
individual opinions.

The procedure is totally confidential,
the Communications are examined
by the Committee in private ses-
sions. The only information concer-
ning these cases is published in the
Committee’s Annual Report; it car-
ries no actual legal weight. The
condemnation of a State by the Com-
mittee is not on that account bereft
of any political weight and States
have a tendency to take these
condemnations seriously.

1. Article 22 of the Convention:

A State Party to this Convention may at any time declare
that it recognises the competence of the Committee to
receive and consider communications from or on behalf of
individuals subject to its jurisdiction who claim to be vic-
¢ims of a violation by a State Party of the provisions of the
Convention. No communication shall be received by the
Committee if it concerns a State Party to the Convention
which has not made such a declaration.

2. See the list of the 61 States which have accepted the com-
petence of the Committee to receive Communications in
Appendix 1.

3. Rule 108 §1 of the rules of procedute of the Committee.
4. The European Court of Human Rights adopted the same
solution in the Soering decision: CEDH, Soering v. United
Kingdom, 7 July 1989.

5. 27 October 2006.

6. The Article 3 common to the four Geneva Conventions
adopted in 1949, devoted to the protection of victims of
war.

7. Interview with the President of the ICRC, Jakob Kel-
lenberger, 19 November 2006, published on the ICRC
website. It is available at the following address:
<bip:lfwwwicre.orglweblfrelsitefre(). nasfthtmll kellenberger-inter-
view-191006 2 opendocument >

8. Decision in Baladou Mutomba v. Switzerland, 27 April



Algeria / Algérie
Andorra / Andorre
Argentina / Argentine
Australia / Australie
Austria / Autriche
Azerbaijan / Azerbaidjan
Belgium / Belgique
Bolivia / Bolivie

Bosnia and Herzegovina / Bosnie - Herzégovine

Brazil / Brésil

Bulgaria/ Bulgarie

Burundi / Burundi
Cameroon/ Cameroon
Canada / Canada

Chile / Chili

Costa Rica / Costa Rica
Croatia / Croatie

Cyprus / Chypre

Czech Republic / République tcheéque
Denmark / Danemark
Ecuador / Equateur

Finland / Finlande

France / France

Georgia / Géorgie

Germany / Allemagne
Ghana / Ghana

Greece / Gréce

Guatemala / Guatemala
Hungary / Hongrie

Iceland / Islande

Ireland / Irelande

Ttaly / Ttalie

Liechtenstein / Liechtenstein
Luxembourg / Luxembourg
Malta / Malte

Mexico / Mexique

Monaco / Monaco
Montenegro / Montenegro
Morocco / Maroc
Netherlands / Pays-Bas
New Zealand / Nouvelle-Zélande
Norway / Norvege
Paraguay / Paraguay

Peru / Pérou

Poland / Pologne

Portugal/ Portugal / Portugal
Russian Federation / Fédération de Russie
Senegal / Sénégal

Serbia / Serbie

Seychelles / Seychelles
Slovakia / Slovaquie
Slovenia / Slovénie

South Africa / Afrique du Sud
Spain / Espagne

Sweden / Suéde
Switzerland / Suisse

Togo / Togo

Tunisia / Tunisie

Turkey / Turquic

Ukraine / Ukraine

Uruguay / Uruguay
Venezuela / Venezuela
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12/10/1989
22/12/2006
26/6/1987
29/1/1993
28/8/1987
4/2/2002
25/7/1999
14/2/2006
4/6/2003
26/6/2006
12/6/1993
10/6/2003
12/10/2000
24/7/1987
15/3/2004
27/2/2002
8/10/1991
8/4/1993
3/9/1996
26/6/1987
29/4/1988
29/9/1989
26/6/1987
30/6/2005
19/10/2001
7/10/2000
5/11/1988
25/9/2003
26/6/1987
23/10/1996
11/4/2002
11/2/1989
2/12/1990
29/10/1987
13/10/1990
15/3/2002
6/1/1992
3/06/2006
19/10/2006
20/1/1989
9/1/1990
26/6/1987
29/5/2002
17/10/2002
12/6/1993
11/3/1989
1/10/1991
16/10/1996
10/10/1991
6/8/2001
17/3/1995
16/7/1993
10/12/1998
26/11/1987
26/6/1987
26/6/1987
18/12/1987
23/10/1988
1/10/1988
12/9/2003
26/6/1987
26/4/1994

List of States that have
accepted the procedure set in
place by Article 22 of the UN
Convention Against Torture

Total: 61
[Updated: December 2006]



For communications under:

e Optional Protocol to the
International Covenant on Civil

and Political Rights

e Convention against Torture, or

e International Convention on the
Elimination of Racial Discrimination

Please indicate which of the above pro-
cedures you are invoKing: .....ccoeueeene
DALE: ooeeneeeeereereeeeseessaresrne e eateeaas

I. Information on the complainant:

INAINIE: oeneeeeeeeeeeerereeesnereesessnnnesenseeeaaes
FArSt NAME(S): veveveerverrevernresnessnessnrssunans
Nationality: ocveveresisesmisisisissnseeees

Date and place of birth: .............
Address for correspondence on this
complaint: ...........

Submitting the communication:

on the author’s own behalf: ...........
on behalf of another person: ...........
[ If the complaint is being submitted
on behalf of another person:}

Please provide the following personal
details of that other person

INAMIE: .« eveerrerreerersemesnessesseesassanansestens
First name(S): «.veeennrrmmmemmeenneeinaainns
AP TR16) 5711118 ORI

Date and place of birth: ...coooivicninnes
Address or current whereabouts: .........

If you are acting with the knowledge
and consent of that person, please pro-
vide that person’s authorization for you
to bring this complaint ............

Or If you are not so authorized, please
explain the nature of your relationship
with that Person: .....oeveemimimsinsecesees
and detail why you consider it appro-
priate to bring this complaint on his or
her behalft ..o

II. State concerned/Articles violated

Name of the State that is either a party
to the Optional Protocol (in the case of
a complaint to the Human Rights

International instruments : tools for action
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Model Complaint Form

Committee) or has made the relevant
declaration (in the case of complaints to
the Committee against Torture or the
Committee on the Elimination of
Racial Discrimination): ............

Articles of the Covenant or Convention
alleged to have been violated:

Ill. Exhaustion of domestic
remedies/Application to other
international procedures

Steps taken by or on behalf of the alle-
ged victims to obtain redress within the
State concerned for the alleged violation
_ detail which procedures have been
pursued, including recourse to the
courts and other public authorities,
which claims you have made, at which
times, and with which outcomes:

If you have not exhausted these reme-
dies on the basis that their application
would be unduly prolonged, thac they
would not be effective, that they are not
available to you, or for any other reason,
please explain your reasons in detail:

Have you submitted the same matter
for examination under another proce-
dure of international investigation or
settlement (e.g. the Inter-American
Commission on Human Rights, the
European Court of Human Rights, or
the African Commission on Human

and Peoples’ Rights)? ....cocooiiiiiinnnns

If so, detail which procedure(s) have
been, or are being, pursued, which
claims you have made, at which times,
and with which outcomes:

IV. Facts of the complaint
Detail, in chronological order, the facts
and circumstances of the alleged viola-

tions. Include all matters which may be
relevant to the assessment and conside-
ration of your particular case. Please
explain how you consider thar the facts
and circumstances described violate
your rights.

Author’s SIgNature: .....covveeesceusecansanncss

[The blanks under the various sections
of this model communication simply
indicate where your responses are requi-
red. You should take as much space as
you need to set out your responses.}

V. Checklist of supporting
documentation (copies, not
originals, to be enclosed with your
complaint):

e Written authorization to act (if you
are bringing the complaint on behalf of
another person and are not otherwise
justifying the absence of specific autho-
FIZATION): ©eeerveeerueesssucesnnnnensneessaeeesnanenes
e Decisions of domestic courts and
authorities on your claim (a copy of the
relevant national legislation is also
helpful): ........

e Complaints to and decisions by any
other procedure of international inves-
tigation or settlement: ...
e Any documentation or other corrobo-
rating evidence you possess that sub-
stantiates your description in Part IV of
the facts of your claim and/or your
argument that the facts described
amount to a violation of your rights:

If you do not enclose this information
and it needs to be sought specifically
from you, or if accompanying docu-
mentation is not provided in the wor-
king languages of the Secretariat, the

consideration of your complaint may be
delayed.
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NEW YORK, Nov. 25, 2007

U.N.: Tasers Are A Form Of

Torture

"Stun Guns'" Are Under Fire After Six Deaths This Week;
Rallies Held Demanding They Be Banned

(AP)

Play CBS Video U.N. Compares
Taser To Torture

The U.N. has entered the debate over
the Taser, saying its use can qualify
as a form of torture, after more
reported incidents resulting in death.
Joie Chen reports

(CBS/AP) A United Nations committee
said Friday that use of Taser weapons can be
a form of torture, in violation of the U.N.
Convention Against Torture.

Use of the electronic stun devices by police
has been marked with a sudden rise in
deaths - including four men in the United
States and two in Canada within the last
week.

Canadian authorities are taking a second
look at them, and in the United States, there
is a wave of demands to BAN them.

The U.N. Committee Against Torture
referred Friday to the use of TaserX26
weapons which Portuguese police has
acquired. An expert had testified to the
committee that use of the weapons had
"proven risks of harm or death."

http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2007/11/25/national/main3537803.shtml 2/28/2011
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"The use of TaserX26 weapons, provoking extreme pain, constituted a form of
torture, and that in certain cases it could also cause death, as shown by several
reliable studies and by certain cases that had happened after practical use,” the
committee said in a statement.

"Well, it means that it's a very serious thing," Amnesty International USA
Executive Director Larry Cox told CBS Early Show co-anchor Julie Chen.
"These are people that have seen torture around the world, all kinds of torture. So
they don't use the word lightly."

Tasers have become increasingly controversial in the United States, particularly
after several notorious cases where their use by police to disable suspects was
questioned as being excessive. Especially disturbing is the fact that six adults died
after being tased by police in the span of a week.

Last Sunday, in Frederick, Md., a sheriff's deputy trying to break up a late-night
brawl tased 20-year-old Jarrel Grey. He died on the spot.

"] want to know what he did that was so bad," the victim's mother, Tanya James,
said. "Did the deputy think that their life was in danger? Did he have a weapon?"

The death came just weeks after Frederick police used a Taser to subdue a high
school student.

Black leaders held a rally Tuesday calling for the department to ban Tasers, at least

until there is a clear policy on how they are used. The NAACP says it appears the
sheriff's office is using Tasers routinely, rather than as a weapon of last resort.

Also this week, in Jacksonville, Fla., in two separate cases two men died after
being stunned.

One suspect, who fled a car crash and tried to break into a nearby home, struggled

http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2007/ 11/25/national/main3537803.shtml 2/28/2011


http://www.cbsnews.com/sror

R it

185736
with a policeman, prompting the officer to tase him three times. The man
continued to fight, and tried to bite the officer, while he was being tased. He was
later pronounced dead at a hospital.

Another man died Tuesday after a Jacksonville officer pulled over his car. When
the officer approached it, the man took off running. When the officer caught up
with him, during a struggle, authorities say the officer used his Taser to subdue the
suspect.

After being placed in the back of the police car the suspect became unresponsive.
He was taken to the hospital where he was pronounced dead.

Last Sunday, in New Mexico, 20-year-old Jesse Saenz died after Raton police used
a Taser to subdue him. Police say Saenz was struggling and fighting with them as
they attempted to take him into custody.

Saenz died after being transported to a county jail.

In Nova Scotia, a 45-year-old man who was jailed on assault charges jumped a
counter and ran for the door as he was being booked. He died yesterday, about 30
hours after being shocked.

Quote

The danger of Tasers is that they seem safe, they seem easy and therefore I think
it's natural that police will be inclined to use them much more quickly than they

would ever use a gun.

Larry Cox, Executive Director,

Amnesty International USA

And in Vancouver, where Royal Candian Mounted Police have been criticized for
their use of a Taser against an irate airline passenger at Vancouver Airport last

http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2007/ 11/25/national/main3537803.shtml 2/28/2011
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month, 36-year-old Robert Knipstrom died in a hospital four days after police used
a Taser, pepper spray and batons to subdue him.

Police earlier said Knipstrom was agitated, aggressive and combative with officers.
The cause of death has yet to be determined.

More than a dozen people have died in Canada after being hit by Tasers in the last
four years.

The reported incidents this week did not have cameras documenting the use of the
Tasers, but in British Columbia, a tourist's video camera recorded the death of a
man tased twice while in custody at the Vancouver Airport last month.

That horrifying video shows Robert Dziekanski, a Polish man who spoke no
English, become increasingly agitated. He was shocked twice, and then died.

The stun guns were denounced at memorial rallies in Vancouver and Toronto for
Dziekanski.

Among the 1,000 people at the Vancouver rally was Paul Pritchard, who shot the
video of the confrontation at the city airport.

The crowd gave a hero's welcome to Pritchard, who said he "saw the life drain out
of a man's face" and heard "blood-curdling screams."

A rally in front of the Ontario legislature in Toronto drew several hundred people,
including Bob Rae, a Liberal candidate in the next federal election.

Rae said the events leading up to Dziekanski's death must "never, ever be allowed

to happen again."

The prominent - and sensational - reports of deaths following the use of Tasers has

http://www.cbsnews.com/ stories/2007/11/25/national/main3537803.shtml 2/28/2011
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increased attention to their legitimacy, and prompted a bold defense by their
manufacturer.

Taser International, based in Scottsdale, Az., released a statement following the
Vancouver Airport incident saying no deaths have ever been definitively connected
to what the company describes as: "the low-energy electrical discharge of the
Taser."

That's 50,000 volts.

"The video of the incident at the Vancouver airport indicates that the subject was
continuing to fight well after the TASER application," Taser International said.
"This continuing struggle could not be possible if the subject died as a result of the
Taser device electrical current causing cardiac arrest. [Dziekanski's] continuing
struggle is proof that the Taser device was not the cause of his death.

"Specifically in Canada, while previous incidents were widely reported in the
media as 'Taser deaths,’ the role of the Taser device has been cleared in every case
to date," Taser said.

While the medical questions about causes of death are not resolved, Cox said this
is precisely why more study is needed. "Nobody really knows exactly why these
people are dying, we only know that people are dying after they're tasered," he
said. "It's nearly 300 people who have died in the United States - they're tasered,
and then they die.

"It may be because they have a heart condition. It may be because they're on drugs.

It may be because of some other factor that we don't know about. The important
thing is, they are dying after they are tasered. That cannot be denied, no matter
how you spin the language.”

The devices are used by about 12,000 police departments, often in chaotic

hitp://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2007 /11/25/national/main3537803.shtml 2/28/2011
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situations.

Retired police officer Paul Mazzei told Chen, "Minus the Taser, they would have
to use an impact weapon like a baton, possibly pepper spray or in some extreme
cases of violent behavior they might even have to use deadly force to control that

individual."

In fact, in New Mexico earlier this month, the parents of a suicidal woman who
was shot to death by Bernalillo County deputies two years ago are suing,
contending that the police should have used Tasers instead of firearms.

Brittany Wayne was killed in her bedroom 23 seconds after police arrived.

And in Utah, a patrol car's dashboard camera caught an officer tasing a driver who
refused to sign a speeding ticket. The officer is now under investigation, accused
of being too quick on the draw. '

Amid a growing outcry, civil rights groups are urging police to put down their
Tasers until more research is done.

"The danger of Tasers is that they seem safe, they seem easy and therefore I think
it's natural that police will be inclined to use them much more quickly than they
would ever use a gun," Cox told Chen.

"Most of the cases we've looked at, there's been no weapon involved at all [on the
part of the suspect], let alone a deadly weapon," Cox said. "So these are not
situations where necessarily the police officer sees a threat.”

In the Utah highway arrest, the unarmed motorist talks back to the officer and
walks away before being stunned.

"The penalty for resisting arrest should not be death," Cox said.

http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2007/ 11/25/national/main3537803.shtml 2/28/2011
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CBSNews.com producer David Morgan contributed to this report.

© MMVIL, CBS Interactive Inc. All Rights Reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast.
rewritten, or redistributed. The Associated Press contributed to this report.
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