
OIG Initial Request 
 
From: Kase, Elliot 
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 2:39 PM 
To: Jaeger, William E 
Cc: Burson, Matthew J. ; Vasudevan, Kriththika 

; Soltero, Jose (OIG 
Account) 

Subject: Follow-up on category-3 Use of Force 
Importance: High 

 
 
 
 

Good afternoon Captain Jaeger, 
 
We are concluding our write-up on the 4th Quarter 2019 Category-3 uses of 
force based on the information you provided us. Because the Lakewood 
incident, dated November 26, 2019- 
FO , still shows in PRMS as a Category-3 we must provide complete details 
to be consistent with the other event descriptions. That said, can you please 
provide the following details at your earliest convenience: 

 
Reason for contact 
Brief summary of force 
used Injuries 

Your timely attention to this matter is greatly 

appreciated. Regards, 
Elliot 

 
Elliot Kase, Inspector 
Los Angeles County Office of Inspector 
General 312 South Hill Street, Third 
Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 



Department Response 

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Jaeger, William E 
Kase, Elliot 
Burson, Matthew J.; Vasudevan, Kriththika; Soltero, Jose (OIG Account); OIG/COC Requests 
RE: Follow-up on category-3 Use of Force 
Monday, June 29, 2020 2:46:33 PM 

Mr. Kase, 

The force used by the deputies in this case involved “personal weapons” and the 
deployment of a Taser. The deputies took the suspect to the ground, the deputies 
then punched the suspect in the face and ribs while the suspect remained very 
violent. A Taser deployment was also used to overcome the suspect’s resistive 
behavior during handcuffing. 

The suspect had some minor injuries (scrapes and abrasions) as a result of fighting 
while on the ground. The suspect was treated for the abrasions and Taser dart 
puncture wounds. Additionally, the suspect had to be cleared for booking based upon 
his extreme level of intoxication (unknown narcotic). 

This investigation is still on-going. 

The reason the case was originally imputed into PRMS as a Category 3 Use of Force 
was based in clerical error. Allow me to explain: IAB does not normally handle a 
Category 2 Use of Force investigation, those are handled by the unit of assignment. 
When the data entry employee saw that IAB was in fact going to investigate this 
particular Use of Force, the employee made the “assumption” that the Use of Force 
must have been a Category 3 event because IAB was doing the investigation. This 
was not the case, IAB agreed to handle this Category 2 Use of Force simply because 
of the high media attention surrounding this incident. The station was overwhelmed 
with media interest, not based upon the apprehension of the suspect, but rather by 
the significant injuries suffered by the deputy. The Deputy, while in foot pursuit of the 
suspect, was struck by a motorist and suffered life threatening injuries. Because the 
station lacked the required resources necessary to properly investigate this incident, 
IAB agreed to help out. 

I hope this makes since and better explains why we have now corrected the system. 

If you have any further questions, please let me know. 

Bill 


