Phoms (work):

Clue€ o £l
&l LAslnvesﬁgaﬁen. \Jé5

In signing this report, | aeknowfedge enfy that it has been discuissed with me and that [ have received a
copy. [ underst i that may tespond verbally or in writing; and that such response will be made part of this
report and taken info ¢onsideration.

Employee’s Signature T Date

SPIVADMIN: Effctive: L0101



on 222721, M. Matutec leted a Co
whxch he dgseribed hm feehng@ tbae ths call was. h&ndleé u:xcamaly

oﬁ’icem, and advised he: wauld ha;ve athier baen atrested trsm- At tms Po‘mx

fi‘ Idldmy best

ec ain wa‘tehe& ﬂie WC fcel&ge. M“r, Matute

aﬂvisad that h&woutd prefbr 1 play portions of the audio recording to kim over the phone.

After heaﬂng some of the stmements he. made dnmng the call, he stated that he would like
' his complaintand ¢ froersinvolved.

On 1725122, Mi. Metute came o the:poficedepartment o retieve  copy of the palice

and access BWC footage. He-wasupset with thie way the: report was written and. the fact

that he would have to pay and wait for video footage. Mr. Mature advised my

Administrative Assists ‘“,'viﬁstélgphaneezhathe wanted toreniove his initial complaint and

generate.a new ons, Mrs: Baimel walked him through the process.

‘On 2/10/22, Mr. Matute-again responded to the PSB and reque sted to speak: with me.

et hiny in the lobby, at which time he: -presented me with a new: qompiamt form and

narrative. Mr, Matute would only state, “This is my truth,” and advised he did not wish

16 speak further o the matter.

Major Brooke LeBel ~—2¢




(omePhond)  (OtherPhone)

(Home Phone) (Other Phone)

- (Witness 3)

(Address)

(HomePhoe}  (Other Phone)

I declare this to be a. triie and correct
reportandthe information therein fobea
fact. 1 further understand that [ may be
crhninally charged for filing a false
report, under F.S. 81749 or F.S. 316,067.




Offiar Colvung, mis~ Rewti€ied my aod fov
3 o o) S P i < ‘\l S Ui""ﬁ;‘f} t\cj

“ ‘WS @‘3 bﬁ\“h CRe BNE Confusion was § ves ul+

.i-;f'roh drugs rather e.GfJ?Sie:cx\ ot o €
";""fi;f'D‘"'W’*" Vf@ of atasav. Uf€iger Negrow "fc:n hw
e o . v pa\!% V'xpc’m"l ;"};;;{;r ;n’rﬁy qg,mms
WH“'\ M& 'ifff‘@ Hﬁev one Fhivefore s tha vegsow
[XCRSSiye ‘60"0% Wwas vsecd awv) Me ., OFFiger quvaﬂ
did not allow me fo report rhox T wos $he

uicving of bﬁ*%’&w\[ Yoy “"S'S‘M Aot 'a\}\g_ﬁ QFficay
olro allo wed @ intexicatred driokr bacy on the
Yoad w |~'fl/\(_)\)'+ q\mnej fsf,squcx = S‘wae'\f\ ﬂg.},




AN,

Subject Enaployes: Officers D Negron and N. Grassett
Major Lebsl

‘Witnesses: BWC Footage Used, No Witnesses Interviewed

S‘Jﬂ@
Major Lebel. Jose alleged

The Investigative Narrative section outlines the details of my investigation into this maiter and
my conclusion with to any. policy violations will be found in the Investigative Findings

and Disposition section,




up for w mmng i j/“; BT BT RCET R AU (Y It \ i :2'.“-:-'2‘“ CIONEE TN vH

sagge:for Jose but did ot hear back from him.




ahain ofca_,, and, on 21 122. Itvm alse presenited ﬁwCrviIian Rmew
23, and the board unanimously agreed that the Gﬁm actions were. poliey

Ixstemngto the mdio txmsmzsssom it.was clear that the subject: wiis aszf‘w risk f&r @ﬁ‘mrs.

h Grassetti came mto conitact with Jose, he continued to be non-compliant arid refused
toohey Gfﬂm rassefti’s nds, therefore he chose to TASE Jose, Officer Grassetti was
forced to deploy both TASER mdge,s since the first one was not effective. Jose was in “Active
Rwstam atthe ﬁmehe was‘i"ASED Officer Grassetti was in compliance with the State of

Guidelines” as well as Sunrise Police Depariment Policy & Procedure: B
the totahty af the éireumsianm this investigator finds the listed policy violation:

EXONERATED




