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suriry OF MISCORDUCT REPORT MADE AGAINST PATROLMAN DAVID LEMAUX
apcE £1346 AND PATROLMAN PATRICK ORTMAN, BADGE #1830, OF T '
L\H;I\';}l PI\IJCIIICTO

the following 18 a summary of our Investigation of the
slleqations nade against PATROLMAN DAVID LEMAUX and
l‘u“'”OL‘ AN PATRICK ORIMAN of the Seventh Precinct.

— __.——----—“\

7}, at approximately 4:40 a.m. complainant
1/F/X of— appeared at the

Sct Station and made a preliminaxry complaint
yeport to PATROLMAN ROBERT HINES in which she alleged that

s}..e had hcen raned and robbed by two plain clothes Detroit
police officers who were driving an unmarked police car with

license number CVD-655.

of Mack and Chene, wh*f—- e b )
(Since L&"\tifle.: as

entered the police vehicle,
e yailroad siding in the vicinity
e Crrocts ;7'* ra she was ordered by the °
e~ takae down -her panties. After
; &he was told to pull her

16 Y what i+ would be worth
_______ -;ﬂt Et&t&d anyt:hing .
she performed acts of oral

- e ae
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e tand Superintendaent (throv
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patrolnan bavid LCunauX and Paije .

patrolinan Patrick Ortman

] = | oty o e
on October G 1‘3 /L, at 10:00 a.m. the Internal Affairs
cection waS“HOT,:f.flf{(l. as to the above complaint and
D/Sergeant auffun Ef.z}-...i, e}nd D/Sergeant Kenneth Gardiner werxa
ass;iqned +he investligatlion,

The officeis responded to 1300 Beaubien at 10:30 a.nm., where
thoy interviewed complalinant ey A
intér’gj_e‘&? with the COI'ﬁplELil?al'lt; She adrloue 0 the officers
that she had not been completely truthful in her allegations
and statements rade to other officers in theirx investigation
of the complaint. (Cornlainant had been previously
quer;tionfid.l?}” Inspector Donald Cowell, 7 rrecinct , Commanding
£ficer; Licutenant AlL lNelson, Cormanding Officer of
27 precinct C.I.D. and officers of the viomen's Section. She
indicated at this tire that she wished to make a truthful
statement to Scrgeants 1att and Cardiner and stated that the
officers in the unmarked police vehicle had not rapcd her
anéd stated that although she was missing $18.00 from her
coat pocket, she could not be sure what had happened to it
-and may have lest it. The complainant remained adarant,
however, to the fact that she had committed acts of oral
perversion on both of ficers so that she would not be arrecsted.

On October G, 1971 at 11:45 a.m., D/Sérqeant Watt and

D/Seraeant Gardiner conducted an interview with
ﬁ N/1/38 of 2959 Maple at the Women's Section,

1300 Beaubicn. MR. M S toted that while driving homre
on Octchey G, 1971 at shout 3:45 a.m. Wle
ntified as complainant on

Regro (later ide -
the corncr of Mack and Chene. MR.— stateda that he
this location on

had scen her several +imes at or near
previous occasions and had chatted with her beforxe.

MR_ continued that he siopped his car and was
emnnll talk with the cormplainant when he noticed

engaging in ‘
a vhite Plynouth npury" with onc headllghtioitt going noxth
on Chene and yecognized it as a police vehicle. MR
2 J sgy* turn and pulled up behind his

stated t nade a ’
that the car ) vt of the carx and

car. Two white males in D
3 him icdentifying hinaelf as &

onc of the men approache
or hile the second white male approached

Detroit police officer V :
the complainant and had SORe conversation with her.

MR-— went on to say that after ,
his identification,the officer 100ked through his caxr

brief 8 shlight. The © .
lh‘itha ol tic and advised him to go On his

MR j dentification
concluded by stating that as he

';:'aii";. 3 h oticed that the tirme was 3:55 a.m.
nta b, O e he chserved the officers continuing

As he drove from the sccehe

theifr invzgugation of thc woran and stated that he had no
kxnowledge of any other events that may have transpired after
this point.
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v Patrolman David Lemaux and Page 3
Patrolman Patrick Ortman* . & .5 -
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" on October 6, 1971, at about 12:30 p.m. D/Sergeants Watt

and Gardiner respondced to the Seventh Precinct, where in
company with Inspector Donald Ccwell they informmed the officers
of the allegations made against them in the presence of
theiy attorncy, Mr. Alfred Varga, Jr., and after being fully
adviced of their Constitutional and Contractual xights, they
rafused to make any statement. The officexs vere permitted
to leave without any further questioning and were instructed
to appear the following day (Cotecber 7, 1971} at the Ianternal
Affairs Section with a statement regarding thelirx activities
of the preceeding tour of duty which Inspector Covell '
ordercd them to prepare. .

At this time Sergeants Watt and Cardiner learned from
Inspector Cowell that the officers had made a verbal state-
ment to Lieutenant Xenneth White upon returning to the
Station for off duty at 5:00 a.m. to the cffect that they
had talked briefly to the complainant aftex investigating
her on the street and had sent her on her way. They denied
any knowledge of her ccmplaint. |

On October 6, 1971 Sergeants Watt and Gardiner picked up
PATROLIAN ROBERT COLTER of the Scientific Division and
proceeded to the 15th Precinct erriving there at about

2:30 p.m. to check Code £67-2003, 1967 Plyrmouth Sedan,

1971 Michigan license #CVD-655, which was the vehicle used
by the officers during the aliecged offense. Upcn arxrival
at +he station the officers met D/Sexgeant Rodney Merkle of
the Scientific Bureau, Latent Prints Section, who was
checking the vehicle at our direction. D/Sexrgeant Merxrkle
at this time turned over to D/Sergeant Watt a brown handled
pocket knife with a bxoken blade which he had found tencath
the roayr seat of the vehicle., (Placed in evidence) .

On October 7, 1971 at g sergeants Watt and Cardiner
conveyed the complainant to the vicinity
of St. Aubin and Waton Streets to a railroad aiding nearby

to check the scene of the alleged complaint. She pointed out
the approximate location which was checked for any possible
physical evidence with negative results.

After further questioning the complainant stated to tho
officers that shortly after being ordered into the back seat
of the police vehicle she had discarded a pocket knife which
she had been carrying in her coat pocket to avoid the
possibility of the officers charging her with carrying it.

Sshe described this knife as having a brosn handle with a
partially broken blacde. She further stated that she remerbered
that while she was still in the officer’s vehicle she had

heard a radio run coming over the police radio of cars being
sent to Jefferson and Van Dyke. She could not xreczall what

the problem was,
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6: Patrolman David Lemaux and o Page 4
Patrolmen Patrick Orxrtman :

After cxamination of the scene the cormplainant was geturned
to the Vomen's Detention cell block at 1300 Beaubien, where
sha was being detained as a police witness with holds for
two capiases for Accosting and Soliciting,

On October 7, 1971 at approximately 9:30 a.m. -
PATROLEAN LEMAUX and PATROLMAN ORTHMAN appeared at the offices
of the Internal Affairs Scction in the company of thelr
attorney Alfred Varga and met with Sergeants Watt and

Gardiner and Inspector Donald Cowell, theixr Commanding Officer.

At this time the officers presented typed identical statements
which they had slgned pursuant to Inspector Cowell's oxder
of October 6, 12971. The statenents indicated that the
officers had investigated both the complainant and
Rzt approximately 3:45 a.m. on the coxrner of
Chene and Mack as PATROLIMAN LIEMAUX had recognized her as

a suspected prostitute. They vent on to state that

MR. T 2 parnitted to go on hig way after informing
him that the ' complainant was a gsuspected prostitute that
it was against the law to patrenize 2 prostitute and that
he should be more careful in the future. o

The statement then indicated that the complainant was
unable to present any identification and that after a

check of her cuter garnents for possible coffensive weapons,
PATPOLMAN ORTMAN instructed her o go back and get in the
police vehicle. Once in the car the officers stated that
the complainant was informed that while they did not have
enough evidence to take her into custedy sh~ should be more
careful in the future. Then in order to0 naxe certain that
MR, I C .G not return to the scene they proceeded
(PATROLMAN LEMAUY driving) with the complainant to drive
south on Chene to Hale, right on liale to an alley running
north and south, where upon they backed out of the alley and
headed east on Hale, stopping just short of Chene. After a
vait of approximately ten minutes they determined that the
nan vas not returning te the scene and having no further
evidence, they released the complainant at that leocation
and left the scene. They then drove to the 15th Preecinct,
where they turned their car in and called for a car to
convey them to the 7th Precinct. Upon arrival at the

7thtiPrecinct they were instructed to remain until further
Nnocice,
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- after the offlcers were onca again adviced of their
constitutional and Contractual rights by Sergecant Justin Watt,
in the prescence oOf thely attorney, they refused to answer

any questions. Incpactor Denald Cowell their Commanding
0fficer then, due to the seriousness of the allegations

and the fact that an investigation was in progress suspended
the officers from duty and they were pernmitted to leave.

on October 7, 1971, Serceants Watt and Gardiner conveved

tne corplainant [ to the Michigan State Police Post
(Redford Staticn at Seven Mile and Crand River) at 12:15 p.n.,
vhere she was tested by Sergeant Richard L. North,

Polygraphist and the results of this test were tentatively
affirmed as to the complainant's trxuthfulness, howevey, &89 ,
the complainant was beginning to show evidence of withdrewal
and was becoming impatient, restless and distracted, a sacond
test was scheduled for 2:00 p.w. on Cctober 8, 1971,

On October 8, 1971 at 3:00 p.m. the second test was

acministered to the complainant by Sergeant Northrafter the
examination was conducted, Sergeant North advised the
investicators that it was his opinion that the complainant

vas telling the truth and a written report would be

pubmitted to them at a later date. This written report |
in addition to the results of the first test has been received).

On October 8, 1971 a warrant request was presented to the
Wayne County Prosecutor's Office and the warrant was denied
by Assistant Prosecuting Attorney James Garbexr due to
insufficient evidence of a crime &nd the natter was referred
for Police Department Administrative action,

On October 12, 1971 at approximately 11:00 a.n, -
PATROLMAN LEMAUX and PATROLMAN ORTMAN in company with their
attorney, Mr. Alfred Varga, responded to the Internal Affairs
Section at our direcction at which time the officers were
advised that a warrant request had been presented to the
Prosecutor's Office and had been denied.

A copy of General Order 22475 was then shown o cach of the
officers and it was read aloud for them by Sergeant Watt.

After indicating that they understood General Order #2475,
both officers were asked a series of questions by both
Scrgeants Watt and CGardiner which they answered, both

stating that they had had no sexual relations with the
complaiz}ant and had no knowledge of the complainant's
allegations. Both officers then were asked if they would be
willing to submit to a polygraph examination after they were
infom:cg that the complainant had voluntarily submitted to
gggésgg‘ aiter conferring with thei;' attorney, Mr. Varga, they
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noth officexrs were then permitted to feave.

on Octohel 14, 1971 at zgpproximately 10:00 a.m. ‘ s
Sergeants watc and.Ga:*:dlner went to the Communication Section
of the bDetyroit Police Departwment and reguested # ;
gergeant ctanley Wrobklcwski to check the tapes and run s.} pPs
(DPD :68) for October G, 1971 on ox about 3.45 a.m. Or aiter
~t time to verify the information given by complainant
_relative +o her statement that she had h-r-:-:::;iz':d
police cars being sent to Van Dyie and Jefferson while still
in the officers care.

n gearch of the recoxds by Sexgeant wroblewski revealed that
on Cctober 6, 1971 at 4:18 a.i. Seout 7-J1 was dispatched
+o Van Dyke, north of Jafferson to neet Scouc 770 “ |
(Code 9010). The audio tapes indicate that the lozation
| of Jefferson and Van Dyke was nentioned twice on the -
Police radio at this time. A rorther review of the tape
indicated that at no other tinme during a several houx
period either before oOr after 4:18 a.m. was this locaticn
mentioned. R -

On October 18, 1971 at 2:30 p.M. PATROLMAN LEMAUX and
PATROLIAN ORTHMAN appeared at the Internal Affairs Section
at our direction in company with Attorrey Alfred Varxga,

. Attorney lorman Lippitt, D.P.O.A. President Carl rarseld,
| Patrolman John Breed, Patrolman Gary Lee and thelr ‘
stenographer Mimi Kulback.

After preliminaxy remarks (of which a transcription was
nmade by theixr (DPOA) stenographer) Inspector bDonald Cowelld
reinstated the officers to duty. They vere apprised of
General Order #2475 again and further the legal opinions
obtained at the recquest of Ccommicssioner John Nichols fxom
the Detroit Police Department Legal staff relative to
mandatory polygraph examinations for police officers and
the penaltics for refucing to chay a direct oxdex of a
superior officer. After they were given a direct order by
theixr Cormanding Officer, Inspector Cowrell, to submit €O a
polygraph examination regarding the allegaticonsg made against
them in this case. They conferred briefly with their
attorneys and refused to obey the direct order.

The officors were irmediately suspended frxom d

: u b
inspector Cowell for the specific charga of rcfging to obhey
a lawful verbal command of a superxior officer.
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"i‘he ~féicers were served with a written notice to this
. offect and were excused.

3 tectiveSergehnt
Internal Affairs Section

el .
n L Sont) X Ay L 23

o s GLERES weThl ﬂf:'Q' g MEPORT
JU/RG/mmk L..-.'fiﬂk MiiToliy Fuiuved: bo ey K

"ﬂi s |!‘i. o Lo haldsa 1"_.; ! tf AT
IL11 —I.-I.J--‘i I : :

1]

. Iniﬁrﬂl hiiﬂu awttm

‘ ¥

| [ | ?; i;* '. mm m ﬁﬂ
3 J : . _;_-ull -’é::*;/ E;J _I . g _"'1I - “u I“_ mtim -



	MA1
	MA2
	MA3
	MA4
	MA5
	MA6
	MA7

