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AUDIT REPORT

PURPOSE

The Audit and Accountability Bureau (AAB) conducted the Stops and Detentions Audit
under the authority of the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department (LASD or the
Department), pursuant to the United States Department of Justice (DOJ)' Antelope
Valley (AV) Settlement Agreement (Agreement) Paragraph 149, which states:

The Monitor shall... determine whether LASD has implemented and continues to
comply with the material requirements of this Agreement... Where appropriate,
the monitor will make use of audits conducted by the [Audit and Accountability
Bureau] taking into account the importance of internal auditing capacity and
independent assessment of this agreement.

This Stops and Detentions Audit was conducted in five separate audits (Part I, II, lll, IV,
and V) to provide timely feedback to Lancaster and Palmdale Stations (AV Stations).
Each of the five audits addressed the requirements of the Agreement. This audit,
designated as Part I, focused on assessing Backseat Detentions (BSD)? related to
domestic violence calls for service at the AV Stations.

OBJECTIVE, SCOPE, AND METHODOLOGY

Audit Scope and Criteria

This audit was not mandated by the Agreement; however, the Department recognizes
the importance of evaluating deputy personnel’s actions when contacting members of
the public. The interactions of patrol deputies within the AV community are essential to
developing community trust. While this audit is not designed to demonstrate whether
LASD is incompliance with the terms of the Agreement, this audit allows for an
opportunity to identify process improvement and corrective actions where necessary. An
audit work plan was submitted to the AV Monitoring Team (MT) and the DOJ for input
prior to the start of the audit.

" United States of America v. The County of Los Angeles and The Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department. Case
Number CV 15-03174, April 28, 2015.

2 BSD is the acronym referring to a backseat detention when an individual is securely detained by deputy personnel in
the backseat of a patrol vehicle.
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The scope of this audit focused on assessing stops and detentions, with a particular
emphasis on evaluating the treatment of individuals when detained in the backseat of a
patrol vehicle during Domestic Violence incidents. In addition, the auditors evaluated the
issues related to body-worn camera (BWC) activations, the completeness of video
recordings associated with stops and detentions, the documentation and, if required,
advisements to the detained person(s) throughout the interaction were identified and
documented. Additionally, patterns of legal, policy, or tactical errors were identified and
reported.

The AAB evaluated all the objectives in each audit, which was conducted as indicated in
Table No.1 below:

Table 1 — Part lll Projected Due Dates and Audit Time Period

Project

No Projected Due Date Population Time Period
Project No. 2024 — 12 - A May 9, 2024 February 1, 2024, to February 29, 2024
Project No. 2024 — 28 — A July 9 2024 May 1, 2024, to May 31, 2024

The Department’s compliance was measured against the Agreement Compliance Metrics
(compliance metrics) provided by the AV DOJ Compliance Unit, along with additional
direction provided by the MT.

Audit Population and Sampling

The selected audit period was from February 1, 2024, through February 29, 2024, and
focused on one population from which samples were judgmentally extracted. This
population included the following:

e Stops and Detentions including data for BSDs related to Domestic Violence
calls for service

A data request for all AV stops and detentions® was obtained from Data Systems Bureau
(DSB) for the audit period, resulting in a population of 12,834 stops and detentions. The
auditors used this data to conduct a targeted search for all BSDs related to domestic
violence calls for service at the AV stations.

3 The data request involved numerous fields retrieved from the Regional Allocation of Police Services (RAPSNET)
application.
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The first method employed by the auditors involved filtering the data using specific radio
codes within the Computer-Aided Dispatch (CAD)* system. These radio codes were
carefully selected to identify incidents associated with domestic violence. By focusing on
these codes, the auditors could isolate incidents likely to involve BSDs, ensuring a more
accurate and relevant subset of data to be analyzed. Additionally, radio codes not related
to calls for service were removed because they did not have the potential for a domestic
violence incident.

The second method utilized the CAD clearance narrative, specifically searching for entries
containing the term "BSD." This narrative field is often used by deputies to document
details about the incident, including whether a BSD occurred. By scanning the narratives
for this keyword, the auditors were able to identify additional incidents which may not have
been captured through radio code filtering alone. Combining these two methods allowed
the auditors to identify a refined and comprehensive data set of BSDs related to domestic
violence calls.

The auditors randomly selected a sample of 15 stops for each AV Station, reviewing a
total of 30 stops. The auditors assessed these stops and detentions to verify whether the
objectives were met in each BWC recording and associated Deputy Daily Worksheets
(DDWS). Furthermore, the auditors also reviewed Mobile Digital Computer (MDC)?
clearance narratives. This expanded approach ensured a more comprehensive and
thorough audit.

Table No. 2 — Audit Population

AV Stations Calls for Service Domestic Violence Calls
Lancaster 6,775 86
Palmdale 6,059 122
Total: 12,834 Total: 208

4 The CAD system is a multi-faceted computer system the Department uses to log or document patrol-related incidents.
It maintains electronic records of patrol activities, which include Dispatch-generated 911 and general “Calls for Services”
and patrol deputy-initiated “Observation” stop records in the field.

5 The MDC is a mobile laptop computer equipped in each patrol vehicle to provide a complete Computer-Aided Dispatch
(CAD) package in a mobile environment.
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Audit Procedures

The auditors reviewed all relevant BWC recordings for each incident within the sample
population. This included BWC recordings of deputies, assisting deputies, and
supervisors involved in the application of the backseat detention or contact with the
subject during the backseat detention. The auditors obtained all associated BWC
recordings from the audit population utilizing the Department’s digital evidence
management system, known as Evidence.com. The auditors assessed the Department’s
compliance with the Agreement metrics, Department policy, and applicable laws.
Recommendations were made if incorrect information related to the BSD was entered into
the MDC. The audit work demonstrated the auditor's independence and objectivity to
support the findings.

During the examination, auditors observed and documented deputy personnel actions
related to the specified objectives using audit tools tailored to test different audit criteria. The
auditors analyzed the information and recorded their findings methodically on audit work
papers.

To verify the accuracy of the deputies’ MDC log entries, BWC recordings were cross-
referenced with the MDC logs associated with each stop and detention conducted by the
AV deputies.

Summary of Preliminary Findings

The auditors noted the following preliminary findings during the audit:

Sub-Obijective that Did Not Meet the Compliance Metrics

The auditors observed the AV Stations failed to meet the compliance metrics for both sub-
objectives [1(a) and 1(b)]. The AV Stations are mandated to meet or exceed compliance
metrics per the Agreement.

The AAB will re-evaluate these objectives in each audit to measure improvement. In

addition, the audits will ensure timely recommendations are provided to the AV Stations.
This will allow for prompt implementation of corrective actions.
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Table 3 below indicates the audit findings based on the AV Stations’ compliance and the
compliance metrics.

Table 3 — Summary of Compliance Metrics Preliminary Findings

Compliance

Metric % Lancaster % Palmdale% AV Total

Audit Objectives

1 BACKSEAT DETENTIONS
1(a) Explanation of Backseat Detentions to Subjects 90% 47% 21% 34%
1(b) Backseat Detention Documentation 90% 53% 29% 41%

DETAILED PRELIMINARY FINDINGS

This report will provide detailed information for those sub-objectives which did not meet
the AV compliance metrics.

Objective No. 1 — Backseat Detentions

This objective evaluated the BSDs conducted by the AV deputies as specified in the
Agreement, compliance metrics, and Department policy.

Objective No. 1(a) — Explanation of Backseat Detentions to Subjects
Criteria

Antelope Valley Settlement Agreement Compliance Metrics, Stops, Seizures and
Searches, Investigative Stops, Searches, Paragraph 48, Section 2 states:

LASD - AV deputies may not conduct backseat detentions as a matter of course
during routine traffic stops or domestic violence situations. When LASD - AV
deputies do conduct backseat detentions, LASD shall continue to require deputies to
explain to civilians in a professional and courteous manner why they are being
detained in the backseat of patrol cars. LASD will not permit backseat detentions
based on unreasonable or factually unsupported assertions of deputy safety.
Backseat detentions shall not be used except where the deputy has objectively
reasonable belief that the detained person may pose a threat or be an escape risk. In
instances where the backseat detention is premised on weather conditions or the
detainee'’s articulated desire for privacy or personal safety, the deputy will inform the
individual that the detention is optional.
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LASD will be deemed in compliance with this provision when:

2. As shown through semi-annual or annual AAB audits that are verified by the
Monitors, 90% of the time, Backseat Detentions conducted by LASD-AV deputies are
conducted consistently with Paragraph 48...

Preliminary Findings

The auditors evaluated whether Department personnel professionally and courteously
explained to subjects why they were detained in the backseat of a patrol vehicle.

The auditors examined 30 stops or detentions for the AV Stations, with 15 from Lancaster
Station and 15 from Palmdale Station. Of these, ten (34%) met the criteria for this
objective, while the remaining 19 (66%) did not because Department personnel failed to
provide the subject a reason for the BSD. One incident was excluded from the audit as the
disturbing party had left prior to the deputy’s arrival, thus not meeting the BSD criteria.

In incidents when deputies made an arrest, the requirement to explain the reason for the
BSD was eliminated. This was evident to the auditors upon reviewing BWC recordings and
related dialogue. These incidents were considered in compliance as deputies did not utilize
a BSD during their investigation.

Specifically:

L-16: During the investigative phase of the incident, the secondary deputy placed the
subject in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was
holding a wooden stick, appeared upset, and possibly under the influence. The subject was
not provided a reason for the BSD.

L-2: During the investigative phase of the incident, the secondary deputy and an assisting
deputy placed the subject in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings,
the subject was uncooperative and appeared extremely hostile. The subject was not
provided a reason for the BSD.

L-3: During the investigative phase of the incident, the contact deputy placed the subject in
the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was cooperative
with the deputy. The subject was not provided a reason for the BSD.

L-4: During the investigative phase of the incident, an assisting deputy placed the subject
in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was cooperative
with the deputy. The deputy told the subject he was being detained for a domestic violence
investigation. However, the subject was not provided a reason for the BSD other than the
investigation.

6 L refers to Lancaster Station. The number represents the sample being referred to of those reviewed for
Lancaster Station.
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L-5: During the investigative phase of the incident, an assisting deputy placed the subject
in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was under the
influence of alcohol and cooperative with the deputies. The subject was not provided a
reason for the BSD. Additionally, the deputy deactivated his BWC prior to the end of the
contact, therefore the auditor could not determine whether a reason for the BSD was given
to the subject.

L-6: During the investigative phase of the incident, an assisting deputy placed the subject
in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was
uncooperative, possibly under the influence and it was raining. The subject was not
provided a reason for the BSD.

L-8: During the investigative phase of the incident, the secondary deputy placed the
subject in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was
uncooperative, and it was raining. The subject was not provided a reason for the BSD.

L-11: During the investigative phase of the incident, an assisting deputy placed the subject
in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject appeared to be
evasive with the deputy. The deputy told the subject he was being detained. The subject
was not provided a reason for the BSD. The assisting deputy deactivated his BWC during
the detention, therefore the auditor could not determine whether a reason for the BSD was
given to the subject.

P-17: During the investigative phase of the incident, the contact deputy placed the subject
in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was cooperative.
The deputy told the subject he was being detained for an investigation. The subject was
not provided a reason for the BSD. Additionally, the deputy deactivated his BWC prior to
the end of the contact, therefore the auditor could not determine whether a reason for the
BSD was given to the subject.

P-2: During the investigative phase of the incident, the secondary deputy placed the
subject in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was
cooperative. The deputy told the subject he was being detained for an investigation. The
subject was not provided a reason for the BSD.

P-3: During the investigative phase of the incident, an assisting deputy placed the subject
in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was extremely
uncooperative with deputies. The subject was not provided a reason for the BSD.

P-4: Prior to the deputy’s arrival to the call, the subject was being held down by a family
member. During the investigative phase of the incident, the deputies contacted the subject
and placed him in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject
appeared to be under the influence. The subject was not provided a reason for the BSD.

7 P refers to Palmdale Station. The number represents the sample being referred to of those reviewed for
Palmdale Station.
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P-5: During the investigative phase of the incident, the secondary deputy placed the
subject in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Upon review of the BWC recordings, the subject
was cooperative with deputies throughout their interaction however, he was assaultive
toward the informant prior the deputy’s arrival. The subject was not provided a reason for
the BSD.

P-7: While deputies were conversing with two subjects at their residence, one subject
stated they had warrant. The subject was immediately handcuffed and placed in the
backseat of a patrol vehicle. The deputies did not confirm the subject had a warrant prior to
the BSD. The subject was not provided a reason for the BSD.

P-8: During the investigative phase of the incident, an assisting deputy spoke to a subject
on a bench. During the deputy’s detention, a field supervisor arrived and whispered
unknown words to the deputy. The deputy immediately reacted and placed the handcuffs
on the subject and proceeded to place the subject in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. The
deputy told the subject he was being detained for an investigation. The subject was not
provided a reason for the BSD.

P-9: During the investigative phase of the incident, the contact deputy placed the subject in
the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was cooperative
and there were approximately five deputies on scene. The subject was not provided a
reason for the BSD.

P-12: During the investigative phase of the incident, the contact deputy placed the subject
in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the subject was cooperative.
The subject was not provided a reason for the BSD. Additionally, the deputy deactivated
his BWC prior to the end of the contact, therefore the auditor could not determine whether
a reason for the BSD was given to the subject.

P-13: Deputies conducted a felony traffic stop on the subject and an assisting deputy

placed the subject in the backseat of a patrol vehicle. Based on BWC recordings, the

subject was detained pending a positive identification. The subject was not provided a
reason for the BSD.

P-14: During the investigative phase of the incident, the secondary deputy spoke to the
subject near the patrol vehicle and subsequently placed the subject in the backseat. Based
on BWC recordings, the subject was cooperative. The subject was not provided a reason
for the BSD.
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Recommendations

It is recommended supervisors conduct recurrent briefings with station personnel
regarding paragraph 48 (backseat detentions) of the Agreement, and Field Operations
Support Newsletter 16-16 — New Clearance Requirements for Logging Field Activity. This
newsletter details clearance codes 779 (Observation Assist) and 780 (Assigned Assist),
which allows assisting units to clear a call documenting a BSD. Additionally, the LASD
Manual Policy and Procedures (MPP), Section 5-09/520.10 — Backseat Detentions, and
Section 3-06/200.13 — Recording Entire Contact.

The Department should reassess the current review of DDWS by the dedicated deputy or
supervisor. Daily and accurate review of the DDWS would help identify missing BSD
clearance codes and narratives. This would allow timely modification to correct the errors.

The AV Station supervisors must continue station training, emphasizing the Agreement
and ensuring deputies explain to subjects why they are being placed in the backseat.
Deputies must also be reminded that explaining the detention does not satisfy the
requirement of explaining the reason for BSD. Additionally, in instances where a BSD is
based on inclement weather or the subject’s desire for privacy or safety, deputies must
inform the subject the BSD is optional.

Objective No. 1(b) — Backseat Detention Documentation
Criteria

Antelope Valley Settlement Agreement Compliance Metrics, Stops, Seizures and
Searches, Investigative Stops, Detentions and Searches, Paragraph 44, Section 2 states:

LASD will be deemed in compliance with this provision when:

At least 90% of the time for each item below (measured independently). Deputies
document the following information about patrol activity in their MDC patrol log:

44h) where a backseat detention was conducted, a narrative articulating a reason,
consistent with LASD policy and the law, as to why each backseat detention was
necessary, as well as the reasonable suspicion for the investigation.

Preliminary Findings

The auditors evaluated the MDC clearance narrative to ensure the BSD and the reasonable
suspicion for the investigation were accurately and thoroughly documented. Additionally,
auditors evaluated the BWC recordings to determine if they supported the MDC clearance
narrative and if the BSD was necessary.
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The auditors examined 30 stops or detentions for the AV Stations, 15 from Lancaster
Station and 15 from Palmdale Station. Of these 30 stops and detentions, 12 (41%) met the
criteria for this objective. The remaining 17 stops and detentions (59%) did not meet the
criteria because Department personnel did not accurately and sufficiently document the
reason for the BSD or the reasonable suspicion for the investigation. One incident was
excluded from the audit because the disturbing party was gone prior to the deputy’s arrival
therefore not meeting the BSD criteria.

Specifically:

L-2: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative the arrest of the subject and
the penal code. The BWC recordings supported the necessity for the BSD as the subject
was uncooperative and appeared extremely hostile. Deputies did not document the BSD,
the reason for the BSD, or the reasonable suspicion for the investigation.

L-3: The deputy documented in their MDC clearance narrative the reasonable suspicion for
the investigation, and the reason for the BSD which was due to the subject having a knife
on his person. The BWC recordings did not support the articulation documented by the
deputy and the auditors determined the BSD was not necessary.

L-4: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative “BSD”, the arrest of the
subject, and the penal code. The BWC recordings did not support the necessity for the
BSD. The subject was cooperative with the deputies and there were approximately six
deputies who could have assisted with a seated investigative detention (SID)2 rather than a
BSD. Deputies did not document the reason for the BSD or the reasonable suspicion for
the investigation in the MDC clearance narrative.

L-8: The deputy documented in their MDC clearance narrative the BSD, the arrest of the
subject and the penal code. The BWC recordings supported the necessity for the BSD.
The subject was uncooperative, and it was raining. The deputy did not document the
reason for the BSD or the reasonable suspicion for the investigation in the MDC clearance
narrative.

L-9: The deputy documented in their MDC clearance narrative the reasonable suspicion for
the investigation and reason for the BSD. The BWC recordings supported the necessity for
the BSD and reasonable suspicion. The recordings did not support the deputy’s
documented articulation for the BSD reason. The MDC clearance reason for the BSD was
different than the reason given to the subject.

8 A Seated Investigative Detention (SID) is a technique used by having a subject sit on the curb during the
investigative phase. By utilizing this technique, deputies increase their margin of safety by reducing the
subject’s confrontational mobility. When SID is used, subjects are usually put at ease. FOSS -14-19-Seated
and Backseat Investigative Detentions
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L-10: The deputy documented in their MDC clearance narrative the reasonable suspicion
for the investigation and arrest. The BWC recordings supported the necessity for the
BSD. One subject appeared under the influence, and it was raining. The deputies did not
document the reason for the BSD in the MDC clearance narrative.

L-11: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative the reasonable suspicion for
the investigation. The BWC recordings supported the necessity for the BSD. The subject
was evasive with deputies. The deputies did not document the reason for the BSD in the
MDC clearance narrative.

P-1: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative “BSD” and the reasonable
suspicion for the investigation. The BWC recordings supported the MDC clearance as the
reason was consistent with the reason given to the subject. The subject The recordings
did not support the necessity for the BSD. The subject was cooperative and there were
approximately six deputies on scene who could have assisted with an SID rather than a
BSD. The deputies did not document the reason for the BSD in the MDC clearance
narrative.

P-2: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative the reasonable suspicion for
the investigation. The BWC recordings supported the documentation for the reasonable
suspicion. The subject was cooperative. The deputies did not document the BSD or reason
in the MDC clearance narrative.

P-3: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative the reasonable suspicion for
the investigation. The BWC recordings supported the necessity for the BSD. The subject
was extremely uncooperative with deputies. The deputies did not document the BSD or
reason in the MDC clearance narrative.

P-4: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative “BSD” and the reasonable
suspicion for the investigation. The BWC recordings supported the documentation for the
reasonable suspicion and the BSD. The suspect appeared to be under the influence. The
deputies did not document the reason for the BSD in the MDC clearance narrative.

P-5: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative the reasonable suspicion for
the investigation. The deputies documented in their written report the reason for the BSD
was a domestic violence investigation. Upon review of the BWC recordings, the subject
was cooperative with deputies throughout their interaction. However, he was assaultive
toward the informant prior the deputy’s arrival. The BWC recordings supported the
documentation for the reasonable suspicion and the BSD. However, the deputies did not
document the BSD or reason in the MDC clearance narrative.

P-6: During the investigative phase, deputies contacted both subjects separately and did
not BSD either subject. The BWC recordings supported the SID. However, the deputies
did not document the reasonable suspicion for the investigation in the MDC clearance
narrative.
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P-7: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative the arrest of the subject. The
BWC recordings did not support the necessity for the BSD during the investigation. The
subject was cooperative. The deputies did not document the BSD or reason in the MDC
clearance narrative.

P-8: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative “BSD” and reasonable
suspicion for the investigation. The BWC recordings did not support the necessity for the
BSD. The subject was cooperative and seated on a bench. The deputies did not
document the reason for the BSD in the MDC clearance narrative.

P-9: Deputies documented in their MDC clearance narrative the reasonable suspicion for
the investigation. The BWC recordings did not support the necessity for the BSD. The
subject was cooperative and there were approximately five deputies on scene who could
have assisted with an SID rather than a BSD. The deputies did not document the BSD or
reason in the MDC clearance narrative.

P-12: The deputy documented in their MDC clearance narrative the reasonable suspicion
for the investigation. The BWC recordings supported the necessity for the BSD. The
subject was cooperative but on active probation. The deputy did not document the BSD or
reason in the MDC clearance narrative.

Recommendations

It is recommended supervisors and deputies continue to discuss providing subjects the
reason for a BSD. In addition, emphasis must be placed on properly articulating and
annotating the reason in the designated BSD MDC clearance categories, rather than
using the MDC narrative Although this documentation meets the criteria of the Agreement,
it does not satisfy the requirements of MPP 5-09/520.25 0- Logging Field Activities.
Supervisors must also conduct recurrent briefings with station personnel to reinforce these
practices.

It is also recommended the Department consider creating and implementing two
clearance codes for BSDs to enhance the consistency of data collection and reporting.
The first code would indicate no BSD occurred during the calls for service, while the
second code would confirm a BSD did take place. These clearance codes should be
mandatory for every call clearance, ensuring each interaction is appropriately categorized.
Additionally, deputies should be required to enter a numeric value for the BSD length for
every BSD call clearance. Currently, deputies are only required to input a BSD length if a
BSD clearance code is indicated. Implementing these requirements would ensure the
accurate capture of statistical data related to BSDs and prevent deputies from using the
MDC narrative to document BSD details instead of stating the reason for the BSD, which
is required.
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CONCLUSION

The AAB considers the findings of this Stops and Detentions audit to be a helpful
management tool for the AV Stations. The auditor acknowledges deputies do well at
documenting the reasonable suspicion for an investigation. The deputies are utilizing their
training and experience to determine the necessity for a BSD during the investigative
phase. However, there appears to be a lack of awareness among AV personnel in
providing the explanation of the BSD to the subject.

These preliminary findings to the AV Stations can help determine where improvements
can be made to fulfill the Agreement, compliance metrics and Department Policy. The
auditors are confident correcting the findings may improve compliance in future audits in a
positive manner.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The purpose of this report is to evaluate the progress of the AV Station deputies as it
relates to backseat detentions. It also provides recommendations aimed at reducing risk
for the Department, gaining compliance with the Agreement and most importantly,
improving communication and trust within the community.

Objective No. 1 — Backseat Detentions

(a) Explanation of Backseat Detentions to Subjects: It is recommended supervisors
conduct recurrent briefings with station personnel regarding paragraph 48 (backseat
detentions) of the Agreement, and Field Operations Support Newsletter 16-16 — New
Clearance Requirements for Logging Field Activity. This newsletter details clearance
codes 779 (Observation Assist) and 780 (Assigned Assist), which allows assisting units to
clear a call documenting a BSD. Additionally, the LASD Manual Policy and Procedures
(MPP), Section 5-09/520.10 — Backseat Detentions, and Section 3-06/200.13 — Recording
Entire Contact.

The Department should reassess the current review of DDWS by the dedicated deputy or
supervisor. Daily and accurate review of the DDWS would help identify missing BSD
clearance codes and narratives. This would allow timely modification to correct the errors.

The AV Station supervisors must continue station training, emphasizing the Agreement
and ensuring deputies explain to subjects why they are being placed in the backseat.
Deputies must also be reminded that explaining the detention does not satisfy the
requirement of explaining the reason for BSD. Additionally, in instances where a BSD is
based on inclement weather or the subject’s desire for privacy or safety, deputies must
inform the subject the BSD is optional.
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(b) Backseat Detention Documentation and Articulation: It is recommended supervisors
and deputies continue to discuss providing subjects the reason for a BSD. In addition,
emphasis must be placed on properly articulating and annotating the reason in the
designated BSD MDC clearance categories, rather than using the MDC narrative
Although this documentation meets the criteria of the Agreement, it does not satisfy the
requirements of MPP 5-09/520.25 0- Logging Field Activities. Supervisors must also
conduct recurrent briefings with station personnel to reinforce these practices.

It is also recommended the Department consider creating and implementing two
clearance codes for BSDs to enhance the consistency of data collection and reporting.
The first code would indicate no BSD occurred during the calls for service, while the
second code would confirm a BSD did take place. These clearance codes should be
mandatory for every call clearance, ensuring each interaction is appropriately categorized.
Additionally, deputies should be required to enter a numeric value for the BSD length for
every BSD call clearance. Currently, deputies are only required to input a BSD length if a
BSD clearance code is indicated. Implementing these requirements would ensure the
accurate capture of statistical data related to BSDs and prevent deputies from using the
MDC narrative to document BSD details instead of stating the reason for the BSD, which
is required.
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FOLLOW-UP INSPECTION

The upcoming final audit, tentatively scheduled for July 9, 2024, will include findings from
the initial audit. Within 30 days of distributing the final audit report to the Division and AV
Stations, the AAB will conduct a follow-up of the recommendations and verify if the
auditee has made necessary improvements. Verification of corrective action will be
assessed by examining new directives, amended unit orders, and/or relevant
documentation. The AAB will work with the auditee in understanding the implementation
of audit recommendations, as it may be a lengthy process and require a collaborative
effort with other Department resources.
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ANTELOPE VALLEY STATIONS
Project No. 2024-12-A

DEPARTMENT APPLICATIONS

Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD) System Services
RAPSNET

Mobile Digital Computer (MDC)

Axon LASD.evidence.com

REFERENCES

e United States Department of Justice — Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department
Antelope Valley Settlement Agreement, Case Number CV 15- 03174 (April 2015)
e Antelope Valley Settlement Agreement Compliance Metrics (October 2019)
e Manual of Policy and Procedures Sections:
o 5-09/520.10 — Backseat Detentions (February 2018)
o 5-09/520.25 — Logging Field Activities (May 2024)
e Field Operations Support Services:
o 16-16 - New Clearance Requirements for Logging Field Activity (September
2016
o 13-12 — New MDC Codes for Logging Field Activity-Deputy Reference Sheet-
MDC Codes for Logging Field Activity (December 2016)
o 14-19 — Seated and Backseat Investigative Detentions (September 2014)
o 02-002 — Tracking Family Abuse Crimes (June 2012)
e Lancaster Unit Order 68
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STOPS AND DETENTIONS AUDIT-BACKSEAT DETENTIONS DOMESTIC VIOLENCE RELATED
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Project No. 2024-12-A

Views of Responsible Officials

On June 12, 2024, the AAB presented the findings to the AV Station command staff. The
AAB presented the final audit report to the Division Director, Office of Constitutional
Policing.

o7, II/ZY
GEOFFREY N. CHADWICK DATE
Captain

Audit and Accountability Bureau

Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department
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