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Thursday, January 16, 2025, 9:01 a.m. 

West Sacramento, California 

---o0o--- 

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Thank you all for being on

time.

Good morning, everyone.  Today is Thursday,

January 16th.  And the time is 9:00 a.m.  Thank you  all

for attending the Peace Officer Standards Accountab ility

Advisory Board hearing. 

Please note that this hearing is being

live-streamed, recorded, and transcribed.  Further,

please note that the microphones are auto on/off.  When

you begin speaking, they will go live.  With this i n

mind, you will need to watch your cross-talk.

We will now start with our roll call for our board

meetings.

Mr. Knapp, please take roll call.

MR. KNAPP:  Good morning, Members of the Board.

Welcome.  Good to see you today.

Board Member Buchen.

(No response.) 

MR. KNAPP:  Board Member Clavo.

MEMBER CLAVO:  Present.

MR. KNAPP:  Board Member Crawford.

MEMBER HATCHER-CRAWFORD:  Present.
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MR. KNAPP:  Board Member Doyle.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Here.

MR. KNAPP:  Chair Dudley.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Here.  

MR. KNAPP:  Board Member Glaser.

MEMBER GLASER:  Present.

MR. KNAPP:  Board Member Johnson.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  Present.

MR. KNAPP:  Board Member Lara.

MEMBER LARA:  Present.

MR. KNAPP:  And Board Member Pena.

MEMBER PENA:  Present.

MR. KNAPP:  Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  It looks like we are just

missing one person, and a quorum has been establish ed.

I would now like to introduce Board Counsel

Christopher Beatty and Board Assistant Executive

Director Annemarie Del Mugnaio.  Right?

This time is set aside for members of the public

who wish to comment on items not on the agenda but

with -- excuse me -- but those within the Board's

jurisdiction.

Public comment on matters on the agenda will be

heard after each item is presented.

Public comment on specific peace officer revocation
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right.

Now we're going to go on to Braulio Robledo.  Thank

you.  

In the matter of Case POST2309558, Braulio Robledo,

who, at the time of the events at issue in the case , was

employed with the Los Angeles County Sheriff's

Department.

Let's hear from -- sorry, everybody.  We'll move

this along.

Okay.

MR. BRINGOLF:  It's just me again, ma'am.  Law

Enforcement Consultant Robert Bringolf.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Nice to see you again.

MR. BRINGOLF:  Thank you, ma'am.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  It's been a while.

MR. BRINGOLF:  I'm here to provide a familiar face.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  And, Counsel, would you

restate --

MR. BRINGOLF:  Counsel is Carrie Woolley.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MR. BRINGOLF:  Again, I'm one of the consultants

assigned to the bureau that takes care of Los Angel es

County for professional conduct.

You have all met Carrie Woolley.

I'm here today to present Case 23-9958 [sic],
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involving former Los Angeles County Deputy Braulio

Robledo.  

Of note, and as a point for your consideration,

this case was originally assigned to Law Enforcemen t

Consultant Mark Evenson for investigation.  About a

month ago, Mr. Evenson left POST to enjoy his retir ement

and time with his growing number of grandchildren.  And

as such, this case was assigned to me for presentat ion.

So I'm going to try my best to answer questions

related to the record provided by Mr. Evenson, but I may

call on Ms. Woolley, as she had been prepping this case

with Mr. Evenson prior to his departure from POST.

So that said, it's the Division's determination

that clear and convincing evidence exists to demons trate

that Deputy Braulio Robledo committed an act of ser ious

misconduct, as set forth in Penal Code section 1351 0.8,

when he lied to his supervisors and IA investigator s

about his actions related to a citizen's complaint of

theft.

Specifically, the Division has determined that

Deputy Robledo committed the following acts of seri ous

misconduct:

Dishonesty relating to the reporting,

investigation, or prosecution of a crime; or relati ng to

the reporting of or investigation of misconduct by a

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



   189

KATHRYN S. SWANK, CSR, RPR    (916) 390-7731

POSAAB Meeting, January 16, 2025

peace officer or a custodial officer, including but  not

limited to false statements, intentionally filing f alse

reports, tampering with, falsifying, destroying, or

concealing evidence, perjury, and tampering with da ta

recorded by a body-worn camera or other recording d evice

for purposes of concealing misconduct.  

Just to be really clear, that's the entire statute.

We're not saying he did all those things.

So that's Penal Code section 13510.8(b)(1).  

I will present a brief outline as follows:

Deputy Robledo was hired by the Los Angeles County

Sheriff's Department on March 11th, 2005.  He was

terminated from the Los Angeles County Sheriff's

Department on August 2nd, 2024.

Penal Code section 13510.8(c)(5) provides that the

Commission shall consider the peace officer's prior

conduct and service record and any instances of

misconduct, including any incidents occurring beyon d the

time limitation for investigation in evaluating whe ther

to revoke certification for the incident under

investigation.

As such, there's a couple prior instances that we

considered:

The respondent has a prior sustained finding for

dishonesty.  On April 11th, 2023, the Los Angeles C ounty
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Sheriff's Department found that the respondent viol ated

department policy and procedures.

Number 1, sections 3-01030.10.  

I might just say that he violated some procedures.

And if you want the specific ones, I will just spar e

you me reciting numbers.

Obedience to laws, regulations, and orders for

misusing department resources to query a subject's name

on the MDC, or the Mobile Data Computer, for

unauthorized and nonofficial business purposes.

He violated some other sections for performance to

standards by admitting to spending approximately 40

minutes "socialiding" -- socializing with three fem ales

while on duty in a secluded, dark parking lot, and

having a conversation, which was personal in nature ,

with one of the females; and admitting to using the  MDC

to conduct a wanted person's check on her ex-husban d to

verify if there was a restraining order.

And, three, some other sections for dishonesty and

false statements and dishonesty or failure to make

statements and/or making false statements during

department -- departmental internal investigations.

During his administrative interview with the IA

Bureau, Respondent contradicted his unit history re port

by stating he did not run the name of one of his fe male
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companions on his MDC on the night in question.

The preponderance of evidence supported that the

respondent did run the female's name on his MDC and  lied

about it during his IA interview.  

He received a 30-day suspension by his agency for

that event.

The agency reported that case to POST in April of

2023 as a possible violation of the dishonesty

regulation.

And on November 9th, we closed that case with a "no

further action" because the conduct didn't meet the

clear and convincing standard for serious misconduc t for

our Division and as defined in section 13510.8.

October 9th of '21, the Los Angeles Sheriff's

Department Undersheriff conducted an audit of misco nduct

investigations and found that the respondent had tw o

separate investigations -- one in 2018 and one in

2019 -- where fellow LASD deputies alleged he was a

member of a law enforcement gang called the Bandito s.

Each incident involved a different deputy making th e

allegation.

Based on that information, the undersheriff

directed the agency to conduct an administrative

investigation into the allegations.

That investigation failed to substantiate the
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allegations and was closed by the agency on July 19 th,

2024, as unresolved.

We have discussed what "unresolved" can mean.

Respondent received no discipline.

The agency reported this case to POST on May 25th,

2023.  So the -- it was -- the investigation was

completed later, but it was reported to us on May 2 5th,

2023, as a possible violation of POST regulation

1205(a)(7), which is the participation in a law

enforcement gang.  That case is POST2309109.

On October 8th, 2024, POST closed that case with a

status of "no further action," or NFA, because ther e was

no evidence presented by the agency or in the

investigations to prove that the respondent was a m ember

of the law enforcement gang.

So I will move on to the present allegation of

serious misconduct.

A citizen called the Los Angeles County Sheriff's

Department, East Los Angeles Station, and stated he  was

stopped by an unknown officer in the early morning of

January 2nd, 2020, immediately after leaving the

Commerce Casino.

During the stop, the citizen alleged that officer

searched his vehicle and stole five poker chips wor th

$100 each.
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When asked directly by his supervisors, a sergeant

and a lieutenant, if he had made the traffic stop i n

front of the Commerce Casino, Respondent adamantly

stated he did not.

The Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department

submitted this case to POST, in which they alleged

Deputy Robledo was involved in serious misconduct w hen

he lied to his supervisors and lied during an Inter nal

Affairs investigation regarding the previously ment ioned

citizen's complaint; and that Respondent conducted a

traffic stop in front of the Commerce Casino and, d uring

a search of the vehicle, stole $500 in poker chips.

So after reviewing this investigation, the Division

has determined the Respondent committed serious

misconduct as defined in Penal Code

section 13510.8(b)(1) and California Regulation

1205(a)(1).  That's the dishonesty section that I

previously told you about.

The respondent committed serious misconduct when he

lied to his supervisors; when he denied any knowled ge of

a traffic stop that he clearly conducted just a few

hours earlier; and he lied during his IA inter-

interviews when he claimed his supervisors never as ked

him about the specific traffic stop near the Commer ce

Casino.
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Deputy Robledo claimed he received information that

supervisors were inquiring about a stop that occurr ed in

Montebello, and Deputy Robledo claimed he deleted t he

MDC messages sent by the watch sergeant without rea ding

him; and he claimed he never responded to the serge ant's

MDC messages inquiring who made the stop.

Deputy Robledo claimed he had no knowledge of why

the watch sergeant was trying to get ahold of him; and

he denied he called into the East LA sheriff's stat ion

and spoke to Deputy Strelow about the traffic stop in

front of the Commerce Casino.

The evidence overwhelmingly supports that the

respondent did stop the complainant at Telegraph Ro ad

and Washington Boulevard and lied to his supervisor s

about the traffic stop.

The evidence also overwhelmingly supports that

Respondent lied to the IA investigators during his IA

interview.

While investigating a citizen's complaint alleging

that the officer stole $500 worth of poker chips,

supervisors asked the respondent if he had stopped the

complainant around the Commerce Casino.  He adamant ly

denied he was the one who stopped the vehicle.

This conversation took place approximately three

hours after the time of the traffic stop.  
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There is indisputable evidence that the respondent

was the one who conducted the traffic stop.  

This evidence includes a unit history report

showing that the respondent ran the complainant's

license plate; a GPS tracking report showing the

respondent stopped his vehicle at the exact time an d

location alleged by the complainant; and video

surveillance footage confirming that it was the

respondent's patrol car making the traffic stop.

The respondent later admitted to making the traffic

stop during his IA interviews.  Respondent claimed to

supervisors that he never specifically -- that his

supervisors never specifically asked him about the stop

in front of the Commerce Casino, and assumed they w ere

asking him about a stop that occurred in Montebello .

These statements are refuted by clear and

convincing evidence.

Another allegation is the respondent lied to IA

investigators when he stated he did not know his

supervisors were asking about a traffic stop that

occurred in front of the Commerce Casino.

During his IA interviews, Respondent tried to claim

that he had no idea that his supervisors were askin g

about the traffic stop in front of the Commerce Cas ino.

The evidence supports that this is a false
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statement.

Both the watch commander and the watch sergeant

made it abundantly clear that they were inquiring a bout

the specific stop that occurred in front of the Com merce

Casino.  And there was no question that the respond ent

understood which stop they were referring to.

There is no reason why the watch commander and

watch sergeant would lie in their statements.  And their

statements are more credible than the respondent's in

this case.

The respondent received two MDC messages from the

watch sergeant inquiring about a traffic stop in fr ont

of the Commerce Casino around Washington Boulevard and

Telegraph Road.

The first MDC message was sent to three deputies

that were working in the City of Commerce, to inclu de

the respondent.  It stated, "Did any of you stop" - - and

then we redacted the complainant's name -- "at

Washington/Telegraph earlier at" -- and then an ell ipses

and end quotes.

Two other deputies replied immediately, but the

respondent did not respond.

The second MDC message was sent directly to the

respondent and said, "Did you pull over" the compla inant

"at Washington/Telegraph a few hours ago?"
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Again, he didn't respond to the question.

But approximately twelve minutes after receiving

the second MDC message, the respondent sent the wat ch

sergeant an MDC message that says "CALLED YOU SARGE ."

This provides clear and convincing evidence that

Respondent did -- did receive and read the sergeant 's

MDC messages and was fully aware of what traffic st op

his supervisors were inquiring about.

Respondent's refusal to ask the sergeant's -- to

answer the sergeant's MDC messages supports the

conclusion that Respondent was being deceitful and

trying to hide the fact that he was the one who sto pped

the complainant in front of the Commerce Casino.

The respondent's claim that he had no idea what

traffic stop his supervisors were asking him about is

further refuted by the fact that approximately 35

minutes prior to meeting with his supervisors, he c alled

the East LA Station and spoke to Deputy Strelow on a

recorded line.

Deputy Strelow told Respondent that the watch

sergeant was inquiring about a stop in front of the

Commerce Casino.  

This provides clear and convincing evidence that

Respondent knew exactly what traffic stop he was be ing

asked about during his meeting with supervisors.

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



   198

KATHRYN S. SWANK, CSR, RPR    (916) 390-7731

POSAAB Meeting, January 16, 2025

The Respondent's claim during his second IA

interview that he did not remember the conversation  with

Deputy Strelow is not believable, particularly as t he

respondent was able to provide details about a

conversation he claimed to have had with Deputy Pal acios

early -- earlier during that same shift about a

different stop allegedly in Montebello.

Further, the respondent lied to IA investigators

when he stated he received information that supervi sors

were inquiring about a traffic stop that occurred i n

Montebello.

During his IA interviews, Respondent tried to claim

that he didn't lie to his supervisors because he th ought

they were asking him about a stop that occurred in

Montebello.  

It has already been established that based on the

supervisor's testimony, the MDC messages, and the

Respondent's phone conversation with Deputy Strelow ,

that he knew his supervisors were inquiring about a  stop

in front of the Commerce Casino.

When asked by IA investigators why he thought they

were talking about a stop in Montebello, he said he

received one or two MDC messages inquiring about a

Montebello stop.  

He also claimed that he called Deputy Manuel
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Palacios on his cell phone, and Palacios told him t hat

someone was calling in about a stop in Montebello.

Respondent's statements are refuted by indisputable

facts:

One, there's no record of any MDC messages being

sent out about a stop that occurred in Montebello;

And, two, when Deputy Palacios was interviewed, he

stated he had no recollection of a phone conversati on

with the respondent.

There is clear and convincing evidence to support

the conclusion that Respondent created a narrative about

a fictitious Montebello traffic stop to cover up th e

fact that he lied to his supervisors and to

disingenuously claim to IA investigators that his

previous denial to his supervisors did not constitu te

dishonesty because he allegedly believed they were

asking him about a stop in Montebello.

However, the clear and convincing evidence shows

that Respondent lied to IA investigators when he cl aimed

he received MDC messages about a Montebello stop; a nd

when he later claimed that Deputy Palacios gave him

information about a Montebello traffic stop.

Outside of the respondent, no one else had any

knowledge of an alleged traffic stop in Montebello.

Respondent lied to IA investigators when he stated
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he was not aware the watch sergeant was trying to

contact him.  Respondent told IA investigators that  he

was not aware that the watch sergeant was trying to

contact him.

This statement is disputed by indisputable facts:  

One, the respondent sent that message that I

discussed to the watch sergeant on the MDC that sai d

"CALLED YOU SARGE."  

This message was sent approximately 12 minutes

after the respondent received a direct MDC message from

the watch sergeant asking if he had recently stoppe d the

complainant in front of the Commerce Casino.

Two, during his recorded phone conversation with

Deputy Strelow, Respondent stated he and the other

Commerce units received a text from the watch serge ant.  

This provides clear and convincing evidence that

Respondent lied when he said he was not aware that the

watch sergeant was trying to contact him.

The respondent lied to IA investigators when he

stated he deleted the MDC messages from the watch

sergeant without reading them.

The evidence clearly proves the respondent did read

the MDC messages from the watch sergeant.

As we discussed, approximately 12 minutes after

receiving the watch sergeant's second MDC message, he
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sent an MDC message to the watch sergeant saying,

"CALLED YOU SARGE."

Two, during his recorded conversation with Deputy

Strelow, Respondent told Strelow that he and the ot her

Commerce units received a text from the watch serge ant.

This provides clear and convincing evidence that

the respondent lied to IA investigators when he sta ted

he deleted the sergeant's MDC messages without read ing

them.

The respondent lied to IA investigators when he

stated he never responded to any of the sergeant's MDC

messages.

Just for clarification, I want to -- I just want to

put to the point here, I am reciting each instance of an

act of dishonesty.  So there are certainly some of these

that overlap.  And I'm -- I'm noticing that I'm sou nding

like a broken record.  So bear with me.  We're just

making the point to each one of these instances of

dishonesty.

Approximately 12 minutes after receiving the watch

sergeant's second MDC message, Respondent replied v ia

MDC stating "CALLED YOU SARGE."

This provides clear and convincing evidence that

Respondent lied when he stated he never responded t o any

of the sergeant's MDC messages.
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Respondent lied to IA investigators when he stated

he never called the East LA Station and spoke to a

deputy on a recorded line regarding a traffic stop in

front of the Commerce Casino.

As we've discussed, that was a recorded

conversation.

So the facts that I've just recited support the

Division's finding that Braulio Robledo was involve d in

serious misconduct, specifically dishonesty.

For purposes of the Division's analysis, clear and

convincing evidence means evidence of a charge is c lear

and convincing so long as there's a high probabilit y

that the charge is true.  The evidence need not

establish a fact beyond a reasonable doubt.

The Division recommends that Mr. Robledo's POST

certifications be revoked.  And the Division's

recommendations based on the clear and convincing

evidence, that the respondent lied to his superviso rs

about the traffic stop and subsequently repeatedly lied

during his IA interviews.

The facts fully support Respondent knew exactly

which traffic stop his supervisors were inquiring a bout

and lied to them about his involvement.

In addition, Respondent lied several times during

his IA interviews when he:  
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Number one, stated that his supervisors never asked

him specifically about the traffic stop he conducte d in

front of the Commerce Casino;

Two, stated he was not aware that the watch

sergeant was trying to contact him;

Three, stated he deleted the MDC messages from the

watch sergeant without reading them; 

Four, stated he never responded to any of the watch

sergeant's MDC messages;

Five, stated he received MDC messages about a stop

in Montebello;

Six, stated he was told by Deputy Palacios that

there was an inquiry being made about a stop that

occurred in Montebello;

Seven, stated he did not call and speak to Deputy

Strelow; 

And, eight, stated that no one gave him information

that the watch sergeant was inquiring about a stop that

occurred in front of the Commerce Casino.

With that, I'm happy to attempt to answer any

questions that the Board may have regarding LEC

Evenson's case.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I just have a couple of, I

think, quick questions.

It seemed to me in my initial reading that there
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was another prior instance in which he lied.  So wa s

there first -- aside from the three you mentioned, was

there one even before that?

MR. BRINGOLF:  That's unclear, ma'am.  I cannot

specifically answer that question.

I don't know if Carrie can.

MS. WOOLLEY:  I can answer that question.

Yes.  So there's an earlier case in which he lied.

And if you look at the timeline for LASD, what

happened was, is they did do an investigation about  an

earlier dishonesty case, and they did not sustain i t.

POST did not decide to move forward on that.  They

issued a finding that it was not clear and convinci ng

evidence, so it is not before this Board.

There were some evidentiary problems with that

case.  The witnesses took a -- about a year to come

forward.  There was some delays there.

So that's why it didn't meet the clear and

convincing standard.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Just because I didn't

want to do any independent investigation, what's th e

approximate distance between Commerce Casino and

Montebello?

MS. WOOLLEY:  It's about a ten-minute drive.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.
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MS. WOOLLEY:  But it looks significantly different.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I understand.

MS. WOOLLEY:  Yes.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Did he ever indicate that

there was another reason why he typed the words, "C ALLED

YOU SARGE"?

MS. WOOLLEY:  No.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  How did the

respondent/civilian/victim know about the gang

allegation?  Do we know?

MS. WOOLLEY:  Yes.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MS. WOOLLEY:  So to give you a bit of background

information on this, because there was an allegatio n

that Deputy Robledo had stolen from this victim, th e Los

Angeles Sheriff's Department referred this to the

district attorney for a criminal investigation.

And when they did that, the District Attorney's

Office attempted to contact the victim for further

information and cooperation.

During that time period, the victim had seen a "Los

Angeles Times" article which named Deputy Robledo a s one

of the deputies that was involved -- or was a membe r of

the Banditos law enforcement gang.

In addition, that victim has a brother-in-law who

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



   206

KATHRYN S. SWANK, CSR, RPR    (916) 390-7731

POSAAB Meeting, January 16, 2025

is an Inglewood police officer.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I saw that in the notes.

MS. WOOLLEY:  Yes.  And had said that Robledo

apparently was some sort of gang member.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  I was just wondering if

he got it from his brother-in-law -- 

MS. WOOLLEY:  Correct.  

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  -- or whether he got it from

some newspaper article.  But I now understand.

MS. WOOLLEY:  Yes.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Now, I was a little confused

about the MDC messages system in general, and a lit tle

confused about what he said.

Did he say -- I read these words, but I don't know

if it was out of context -- that he never reads the  MDC

messages?

MR. BRINGOLF:  That's not how I interpreted it.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I thought there was a sentence

that said he never reads them.

No?  Okay.

MS. WOOLLEY:  In his transcript, he says both.  He

tends not to, but then he says he did not on that

particular date.

And then, at some point, he also said he was having

difficulty with his MDC messages on this particular
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date.  Yes.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Does he have a duty to read

his MDC messages?

MS. WOOLLEY:  There's no policy on point on that,

that we're aware of.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Is there any proof

either way that the MDC messages wasn't working tha t day

during that time?

MS. WOOLLEY:  What we have on point for that is

that he is on a recorded conversation with Deputy

Strelow referring to these MDC messages that he

received, telling Deputy Strelow that he received t hose

MDC messages, and also that he then successfully se nt an

MDC message back to the watch sergeant.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So my question was -- maybe I

wasn't clear -- was there any evidence that the MDC

system wasn't working?

MS. WOOLLEY:  There's no evidence that it was not

working that day.  That's correct.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  At all?

MS. WOOLLEY:  It may have been sporadically not

working.

But at the times that those MDC messages that are

at issue were sent, they appear to have -- the syst em

appears to have been working.
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CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  And is there any --

with text messages, you could certainly -- unless t hey

have been deleted, and they are gone forever -- fin d

proof that something went out and find proof someti mes

that says "delivered" at the bottom.

Is MDC set up like that?

MR. BRINGOLF:  I've used -- MDCs are different

programs and different vendors, and so I wouldn't b e

able to answer this specifically.

The one indication on here and he says that his MDC

was in the red.  

Just my own experience, as somebody who has used an

MDC in a pretty rural area, sometimes those things go in

and out of service.  There could have been some --

something that caused that.

I mean, again, this is a bit of supposition, but he

could have been out of service, and those things co uld

have delivered again once they came into service.

That's one way it could be out.  Or it could be a

network failure, right?

So it is hard to say, and we don't know

specifically which --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  What does "MDC" stand for?

MR. BRINGOLF:  Mobile data computer.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So what's the
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difference between an MDC messages and a text messa ge?  

MR. BRINGOLF:  A text message would be done through

a phone -- at least colloquially how we call a text

message.

But you could -- you could say in an MDC that you

are getting a text, because an MDC is essentially j ust a

laptop computer --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MR. BRINGOLF:  -- or an analog.  

And it has a program running that you can run CLETS

inquiries through.  You -- it may have a mapping pr ogram

on them.  And it may have a texting program, where you

can send text messages.  

So it would not be unreasonable to say that sending

a message, a written message, over your MDC was a t ext,

because it is a texting function of that MDC.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I believe that at some point

there was some discussion that there -- there was a

transcript, or there was a recording of the phone c all

that he made into the station.

MR. BRINGOLF:  That's correct.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Did I understand this

correctly?  When the -- when the receiver of that c all,

that was a recorded line.  And he said later that h e did

not remember the call.  
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Is that correct?

MR. BRINGOLF:  He said that it didn't happen.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  It didn't happen.

MS. WOOLLEY:  He --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  And then -- no.  Let's

get our "he's" straight.  I'm talking about the oth er

person on the phone.  He was interviewed.

MR. BRINGOLF:  Different person.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.

MR. BRINGOLF:  Different person.  

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.

MR. BRINGOLF:  So there's one conversation to a

Deputy Strelow -- 

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.

MR. BRINGOLF:  -- on a recorded line.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.

MR. BRINGOLF:  Another conversation to a Deputy

Palacios.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.

MR. BRINGOLF:  Who said -- 

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Palacios was at the station.

MR. BRINGOLF:  -- he didn't remember talking to

him.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So Palacios was at the

station.  Strelow was when he was still in his car or
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someplace away.

MR. BRINGOLF:  That's not how I understand it.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  There -- so just focus on -- 

MR. BRINGOLF:  Sure.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  -- the recorded statement.

So was there a recording?  And who was it between?

MS. WOOLLEY:  So the recording is with Deputy

Strelow, who was working dispatch at the time.  He' s a

deputy sheriff, but he's working dispatch, which ha ppens

when they're on limited duty usually.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.

MS. WOOLLEY:  And it was with Deputy Robledo.  So

Deputy Robledo called in to the station.  He got De puty

Strelow, who was working dispatch.  It's a recorded  line

because dispatch is always recorded.

And that's the call that's the recorded call.

And during his IA interview, Deputy Robledo said he

did not call into the station and speak to anybody.   He

repeatedly denied that.  They then played the recor ding

for him.

And then at that point, he said, "I do not remember

that call."

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So the "he" who did not

remember was?

MS. WOOLLEY:  Deputy Robledo.
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CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MS. WOOLLEY:  Yes.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Thank you.

MS. WOOLLEY:  You are welcome.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So other questions?

Yes.

MEMBER LARA:  Just maybe not a question, but an

answer about MDCs and how they work.

If you are looking for indicia of a system working,

the systems that we use, that if you -- if he's

successfully running a subject on the car computer,  it

is indicative that the computer system is sending a nd

receiving information because they are all on a rel ated

trunk.

Also that he said that he sent and received

messages is other indicia of it working.  

And then the vehicle tracking system also placing

him at the place where the traffic stop was made is

other indicia that that system is operating

successfully, and particularly so at the operative time.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Also, Madam Chair, you were -- I

don't know the distinction between a duty and a

responsibility.  But a lot of agencies use MDC to

dispatch lower priority calls.

So I don't know if there's a difference between
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duty and responsibility.  But you certainly have a

responsibility to respond to the MDC.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Thank you.

Other questions or comments for the...

(No response.)

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  No?  Okay.

Before we get to the public comment or the comment

from Mr. Robledo or his attorney, we're going to ta ke a

break.  This will be our last break.  It is now 3:0 4.

If everyone could be back at 3:15, that would be

terrific.  Thank you.

(Break taken in proceedings.) 

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  It's 3:15, and we have had our

last break.

Let's see.  At this time, does the subject officer

and/or counsel wish to make public comments?

If so, you will each be given four minutes to

speak, and the time limits will be strictly enforce d.

So please ensure that you complete your comments wi thin

the allotted time.  While commenting, keep in mind that

the Board will only consider the facts as presented

during the Division today and will not consider any

additional facts or defenses at this time.  

The sole question before the Board today is the

following:  If the facts offered by the Division to day
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are, in fact, proven at a later hearing, do those f acts

demonstrate a high probability that serious miscond uct

as defined in Penal Code section 13510.8 and Commis sion

Regulations 1205 occurred? 

Is there anyone from the public who either -- oh,

there you are.  There's someone on the screen.

Please introduce yourself.

MS. GIBBONS:  Thank you.  My name is Elizabeth

Gibbons, and I am the attorney for Deputy Robledo.

And thank you.  I thank you for giving me the

opportunity to address you about this very importan t

case.

A couple of things that I wanted to address first,

with regard to the questions that you had asked.

The city of Montebello, I don't believe, is

10 miles away from the city of Commerce.  And that' s not

to nitpick that.  But the significance of it is tha t

Montebello is directly adjacent city.  So the city of

Montebello borders on the city of Commerce.  But th e

city of Montebello has a separate police department .

So when Deputy Robledo was concerned or believed

that he was being asked about a traffic stop in

Montebello, he -- his reaction to that was, "Well, I

didn't stop anybody in Montebello because that's no t my

jurisdiction."
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So it wasn't -- there wasn't any issue about any

misconduct related to the stop in Montebello.  That  was

just information that he had that, frankly, just

confused him that night.

The incident that we're talking about happened in

the 15th and 16th hour of Deputy Robledo being on a

double shift that day.  So this was the end of a do uble

shift for him.

When he stopped the gentleman from the casino and

conversed with him, talked to him, searched his car , it

was a lawful search because that gentleman's

registration had expired.  So there was no miscondu ct

involved at all in conducting the traffic stop.

He asked for and obtained consent to search the

car.  And he searched the car pretty "rudimentarily "

because the car was clean.  The driver of the car h ad

been very cooperative with him.  There was nothing that

sent up any bells or whistles for Deputy Robledo; t hat

there was any problem with the person that he stopp ed.

So he looked through the car, but didn't thoroughly

search it.  He let the driver go with just a warnin g

about the registration.  He didn't cite him.  He ju st

let him go.

So in Deputy Robledo's mind, there was nothing

about that traffic stop that his supervisors would be
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asking him about.  He didn't anticipate that the pe rson

he stopped would have made a complaint or anything like

that.  He didn't look in any bag.  He didn't know t he

man had any money with him.

And he did not steal any poker chips.  There is no

evidence that he stole the poker chips.

With regard to the complainant's later assertion

that he didn't want to go forward because he feared

that -- he feared the Banditos, there never, ever h as

been any published "LA Times" article that says Dep uty

Robledo is a member of the Banditos.  He is not.  T hat

allegation is completely and entirely false.

And the sheriff's department supervisors have

recognized that.

What he said was, my brother, who works in

Inglewood Police Department, told me not to go forw ard

because the -- because there are Banditos.  He neve r

said he was afraid of Deputy Robledo.  He, in fact,  said

he couldn't even identify Deputy Robledo.

The -- under the regulations --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Let me just tell you.  You are

at four minutes, but I'm going to give you another

minute.  Okay?  But this is public comment, limited .

Go ahead, please.

MS. GIBBONS:  I appreciate that.  Can I take Deputy
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Robledo's four minutes away from him?

(No response.)

MS. GIBBONS:  Sorry.  That was just a little

attempt at humor, and I'm wasting my time.

The -- so Deputy Robledo never stole any poker

chips.

The definition in the regulation of false

statements to be a violation or to be significant

misconduct under the POST statute requires that the

statements be made for the purpose of preventing th e

detection of misconduct.

And he engaged in no misconduct in relationship to

this traffic stop.  Either the stop itself or the

alleged theft.  He didn't do either one of those.

With regard to the allegation that he lied about

saying he didn't -- he didn't remember the phone ca ll

with Deputy Strelow, or he didn't read the text

message -- the MDC messages, the fact of the matter  is

he wasn't questioned about the MDC messages, about

Strelow, about any of that, until four years after the

fact.

This incident happened in January of 2020.  He

wasn't interviewed by IAB until December of 2024.  He

wasn't shown the MDC messages before the interview.   He

wasn't shown -- he wasn't played the phone call unt il
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the second interview, which was six weeks later.

So his -- his failure to recall these details is

not the same as intentionally, knowingly, lying abo ut

them.  All that he did was fail a memory test that the

sheriff's department gave him four years after the fact.

And he couldn't remember the details of who he talk ed to

or who he called.

But he very, very clearly said when he was asked by

IAB:  "Did you see these messages from the watch

sergeant?"  He said, "No.  I was out of my car."

He never said, "I routinely don't read messages.  I

just didn't read these messages."

He said, "I was outside of my car.  It was the tail

end of my double shift.  I was hungry.  I was eatin g

dinner, and I was writing a report."

So he did not see those messages.

He also said very clearly in his interview, that

Deputy Palacios called him and told him, "Hey, the watch

sergeant is looking for you."

And he said, "Why?"  And -- Robledo said, "Why?"

because he didn't read the messages; he wasn't awar e of

the messages.

It was in response to the phone call from Palacios

that he called the station, which he didn't remembe r

doing.  He didn't even remember doing that even aft er
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they played him the message, the recorded message, he

didn't remember doing that.

But his -- his MDC messages that says, "Sarge, I

called you," was in response to the phone call from

Palacios.  It wasn't in response to him seeing the MDC

messages.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  I understand.  Thank

you.

Other board members may have questions.  Let me

just pause.  I believe your client also wanted to s peak.

And we'll see if the Board has any questions for

you, or you can wait until you can see if they have

questions after your client speaks.

What would you like us to do?

MS. GIBBONS:  I don't think he wanted to add

anything.

But Braulio, do you want to add anything to what I

have said?

MR. ROBLEDO:  (Unintelligible) -- hear me now?

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I'm sorry.  Go ahead.

MS. GIBBONS:  We can hear you.

MR. ROBLEDO:  Yeah.  No.  First of all, I

appreciate you guys here.  And, obviously, I apprec iate

Ms. Gibbons always being there for me.

But yeah.  It's just -- I was never given that
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information when I went up to the watch sergeant's

office, let alone when he took me to the Lieutenant

Easter's office.

The other important thing that I want to shed light

on is the fact that the same thing that Manny Palac ios

had mentioned to me saying, this gentleman, I was o n the

phone with him for 40 -- about 40 minutes.  He does n't

know where he got pulled over.  I'm trying to figur e it

out from him.

He's giving me uniforms from blue over blue, tan

over tan, which are CHP officer uniforms and differ ent

agency uniforms.

He's mentioning the 605 freeway, which is about 15,

20 minutes from East Los Angeles.  

And then also the -- Montebello, which is the

closest city to where I was working.

And that's the reason I attached myself to

Montebello, because, obviously, that's the closest city

to LA Commerce.  So I said, "No, there's no reason why I

would stop anybody in Montebello."

But he was like, "Yeah, I was just trying to figure

out where this guy got pulled over."

So I was under the impression at that moment that

that's what the complaint was about.  So when I wen t up

to my watch sergeant's office, all he said -- "Well , it
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was you."

And I said, "It was me.  What, Sarge?  I didn't

pull anybody over in Montebello."

He's like, "No, no, no.  Come with me."

And when we stepped into my lieutenant's office, he

is like, "Oh, look, there was Robledo."

And I told my lieutenant, "What's up, Lieutenant?" 

I said, "Am I good, or what's going on?"

He reiterated everything Manny Palacios had said.

He's like, "Don't worry about this, bro."  He's lik e,

"This guy doesn't even know where he got pulled ove r.

He's talking about blue over blue, tan over tan.  H e

doesn't even know what uniform personnel pulled him

over."

And I asked him again, "So am I good, LT, or what?"

And he said, "You are back for p.m. shift, right?"

And I said, "Yes, sir."

And he's like, "Yeah, get out of here.  Get some

rest."  He said, "You only have a couple hours befo re

you get back."

And I said, "Okay."  And I left.

And that was the last I had heard in regards to

this matter until maybe a couple months later where  ICIB

showed up at the station.

But my whole thing that night, like Ms. Gibbons
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said, I had no issues with that gentleman.  It was just

a simple expired registration stop for about a mont h.

The car was clean.  There was no debris anywhere.  It

was a fast, quick stop.  And I let him off with a

warning, which he was very appreciative of.  And th at

was -- that was the last time I had a contact with that

gentleman.  

And that was it, ma'am.  

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Mr. Robledo, you said

that you had this conversation and it ended with, " Go

home, bro, and get some sleep."

And then you said something about a couple of

months later?  

I thought your attorney was saying four years had

gone by.  So I'm confused.  And we can let your

attorney -- hang on.  We can let your attorney resp ond

to that question or you.

MS. GIBBONS:  I will respond to it, Braulio.

So what happened was immediately after the

incident, he went home.  He came back to work the n ext

day.  He worked for four months without any problem .

About three or four months later, ICIB came to the

station while he was still working regular duty.

And they asked him, you know, "We have this

allegation.  Do you want to talk to us?"  
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And he said, "No, I don't want to talk to you

without my attorney."

So we didn't make a statement to the criminal

investigators.

When he was asked any questions about any details

about the incident was four years later, in Decembe r of

2024, when he was interviewed by IAB.

So I didn't mean to confuse you about that.  But he

didn't make a statement to the criminal investigato rs.

And the other thing was that he wasn't relieved of

duty by the sheriff's department immediately after the

conversation with the two supervisors that they lat er

said he lied in.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MS. GIBBONS:  The fact that --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  All right.  You -- you

answered my question.

You had said something about four years.  He had

said something about four months.

We have the information now.

Let me see.  Does any board member have any

questions?

MS. WOOLLEY:  Chair Dudley, may I make a clarifying

comment?

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Yeah.
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MS. WOOLLEY:  Mr. Robledo was actually terminated

from his employment in August of 2024.  His intervi ew

did not happen in December of 2024.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MS. WOOLLEY:  I'm trying to locate the date.  And

once I locate the date, I will let you know.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MS. GIBBONS:  I think it was December 2023.  I

apologize.  It was four years after 2020, or Januar y of

2020 to December of 2023.  I apologize.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Any other questions

from any board members?

Yes.  Please.

MEMBER CLAVO:  I have one.  I am just curious.  

What was the -- I guess what was the -- what caused

you -- if you pulled him over for expired tags, why  did

you search the car?

MR. ROBLEDO:  I usually search vehicles.  It is

common in where I work at, we search vehicles obvio usly,

to make sure that everything is okay.

He had expired registration, and there was also a

different name on the registration, which was his

cousin.  So I just wanted to make sure everything w as

valid for him, and there was no weapons, nothing vi sible

that I could see.
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Usually, with someone that's cooperative like that,

and it's a clean car, I get a good rapport -- I had  been

on the streets at that time on patrol about ten yea rs.

So I kind of get that feeling of, okay, this guy is  like

cooperative.  This is just a -- we don't like to ca ll

routine traffic stop, but it wasn't a simple traffi c

violation traffic stop.

So there was nothing for me to pursue looking under

anything or any of that nature, ma'am.

But I had asked him --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So let me ask you, just to

clarify the question that's been asked of you.

Is it your habit -- when you are stopping someone

for registration, is it your habit or your training  to

search the car?  That's, I think, the question that  was

asked of you.

MR. ROBLEDO:  Yeah.  Because I had asked him if

there was anything illegal in the car.  "Is it okay  if I

search your vehicle?"

He said, "No, that's not a problem.  Everything is

fine."

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So is it your habit or your

training to ask for consent in every situation wher e you

are looking for -- where someone has an expired

registration?
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MR. ROBLEDO:  Yes.  For me, it's my habit.  I

always have to ask for consent unless I see somethi ng in

plain sight that's illegal, unless, obviously, I be lieve

the person is under the influence of narcotics or s ome

type of substance or I know --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  I'm just checking now

to see if a board member has a follow-up question t o

that.

MEMBER CLAVO:  I do.  Thank you, Chair.

Is it policy, or is it supported by law that you

pull someone over for expired tags, and you ask for

consent to search the vehicle?

MR. ROBLEDO:  It always has to be consent as far as

searching the vehicle, ma'am.  Like I said, obvious ly,

if I see something in plain sight, if I see drugs i n

plain sight, I'm not going to ask for consent becau se

now my attention is going to start turning into

something more to see if there's something else tha t

might be illegal or if he's transporting anything o f

that nature.

But my --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I think the question was asked

of you:  Was it your habit, or is it part of your

training -- 

MR. ROBLEDO:  Yes. 
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CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  -- that when someone has --

hang on.

-- when someone has an expired registration, do you

ask for consent and search their car?  So it is not  a

question of did you ask for consent, or do you, but  is

it your habit or your training to ask someone for

consent if they have an expired registration?

MR. ROBLEDO:  Yes.  Both.  The training I have gone

through and my habit after ten years on patrol.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Any further questions?

MEMBER CLAVO:  Yes.  He still didn't answer my

initial question.

Is it supported by law, or is it policy of your

agency that you search vehicles for an expired

registration stop?  You stated yourself that nothin g

seemed out of the ordinary.  Nothing was suspicious .

You didn't smell anything.  You didn't see anything  in

plain sight.

So is it supported by law, is it supported by your

agency's policy, that you search vehicles behind a

expired registration?

MR. ROBLEDO:  Yeah.  It's both, ma'am.  If it's an

expired vehicle, then it should not be on the road.   So

it's against the law to be driving a vehicle that h as

expired registration.  So it is by law.
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And it is common practice for me to be asking for

consent, also.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Thank you.

Anything follow-up?  Or Lara would like to speak.

MEMBER CLAVO:  No.  He didn't answer the questions

still.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I know.  I know.

Yes.

MS. GIBBONS:  If I could try to answer that

question.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  One moment.  I'm going to stop

you, and I'm going to -- I called on a board member .

Go ahead.

MEMBER LARA:  Just so it's clear:  It is not

illegal to ask for consent even from a person I --

consensually, I'm having conversation with, say at a

Starbucks or any context where I have -- if I'm cha tting

with somebody, it is legal to ask a person for cons ent.

My agency goes beyond the law which requires, you

know, the person to say yes or no, understanding th e

rights.  We go a little further saying, you can -- you

don't have to say yes.  You can withdraw it at any time.

They have to be present while I'm conducting the se arch

to reduce the scope or end it even after the search  has

begun.
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But as a matter of law, it is perfectly legal to

ask a person during a consensual contact or in a ve hicle

stop; it is a detention based on reasonable suspici on.

The reasonable suspicion being the expired registra tion.

It can be done, even in the absence of any

particularized suspicion.  That's the -- that's the

nature of the law on -- on that.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I don't think the question has

been, can you ask for consent?

The question has been:  In situations like this,

where someone has an expired registration, does tha t

compel you to ask you for consent?  Anybody can ask

consent about anything.

Do you understand the distinction?

MEMBER LARA:  Yes.  I just -- I thought it would be

useful to understand that there's -- there's nothin g

untoward in asking.

MEMBER CLAVO:  And I didn't think that.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I know.  Yeah.

Okay.  Yes.

MEMBER HATCHER-CRAWFORD:  And I think, to go along

with Board Member Nicole, as he said, routinely tha t he

will search -- ask permission to search a car based  on

expired tags.  That's concerning to me.

I mean, I know you were polite, Board Member
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Nicole, about it.  But it is concerning that this s eems

to -- that this was a routine of a stop.

Although -- although, to your point, Captain Lara,

that maybe routine is still concerning to the commu nity.

And a lot of times people are afraid to say no.

It is just my comment.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Thank you.

Any other -- yes, Mr. Johnson.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  Johnson.

The -- there are prior allegations of dishonesty.

And for the Division, help me understand the prior

allegations of dishonesty compared to where we are at

today, in the past, and also the fact that the

defendant, or the person that claimed he had stole the

$500 worth of chips, gave a statement that -- and t hey

tried to twist the words, maybe, but that he belong ed to

a gang called the Banditos.  And I'm reading that t wo

officers also alleged that he belonged to this gang

called the Banditos.  

So could we get clarity on both of those?

MR. BRINGOLF:  Sure.  Help me understand that what

clarity looks like so I can provide it.  What --

MEMBER JOHNSON:  These officers alleged that he

belonged to Banditos.

MR. BRINGOLF:  Okay.
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MEMBER JOHNSON:  I think the attorney said that it

wasn't that the person that he stopped that alleged  that

he had stole his chips said he belonged to the Band itos,

but he was afraid of the Banditos.  

So now there's a question of whether he said that

he felt that he belonged to the Banditos because hi s

uncle or his cousin, whoever is with the police for ce

knows that, and stated it to him, and repeated it.

So I just wanted to make sure we got clarity that

it sounded like they are saying that he didn't say he

belonged to the Banditos.  But he's got a history o f

being alleged to belong to the Banditos.

MR. BRINGOLF:  So there were two cases that the

undersheriff of LASD found in which the respondent was

alleged to be a member of the Banditos.  Those case s

were filed by two separate deputies.

I don't know the relationship to Deputy Robledo.

There was no information in the record or in the re ports

provided to POST with that allegation that substant iated

the claim that Mr. Robledo is a Bandito.

So in that case, there's not -- there's no evidence

to support that allegation.

As far as the previous dishonesty case, there is a

agency finding of dishonesty and of policy violatio ns

related to dishonesty.  And an agency -- I believe an
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agency finding of -- I think there's an agency find ing

of dishonesty.

That dishonesty finding was provided to POST, and

we did a independent investigation.  And we were un able

to make -- we were unable to bring that allegation

forward with a clear and convincing standard.

So there was likely a preponderance standard of

evidence that would allow the agency to make an

affirmative finding of dishonesty, but we as the

Division were not able to reach clear and convincin g

evidence as a standard.

So that case was closed at POST with no further

action.

So there is a prior dishonesty allegation.  There

is a prior dishonesty finding at the agency level.  And

there is a prior -- there are two prior allegations  at

the agency level that Mr. Robledo was or is part of  the

Banditos law enforcement subgroup or gang.

So that -- is that helpful in clarifying?  We don't

have any cases that we are -- can bring forward wit h

those allegations substantiated.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  Right.

So if I'm understanding the law right, clear and

convincing evidence, so there has been allegations made,

but nothing that was sustained.
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Is that what I'm hearing?

MR. BRINGOLF:  There were allegations that were

sustained on dishonesty.  Those were sustained at t he

agency level.  So we were not able to reach a clear  and

convincing standard of evidence to present those an d

make a finding of dishonesty, by our standard.  So our

standard being a little bit higher than the

preponderance standard.

There is no -- POST takes no issue with the

findings.  We don't have any comment on the finding s.

They seem to be appropriate -- other than they seem  to

be appropriate at the agency level and under the

preponderance standard of evidence.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  So the last part.  When he made

the stop, it says that it was either in front or ne xt to

the Commerce Casino.

MR. BRINGOLF:  Yes, sir.  

MEMBER JOHNSON:  And I'm sure that him being a

patrol officer in that area knew where the casino o r

knew what city it was located in.

And if I remember reading it correctly and hearing

it right, he alleged that he didn't know he was in the

city where the Casino was at; and he stated that he  was

in a different city.

Is that correct?
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MR. BRINGOLF:  That's not how I interpreted the

record, no.  No.  That's not how I interpreted it.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  I thought I heard --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I think, Mr. Johnson, tell me

if you heard it this way.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  Yeah.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  He never said that he was in

Montebello.  He said people were asking about

Montebello.  He felt he was not in Montebello at an y

point.  Therefore, he didn't think the questions ar e

relevant to him.

MR. BRINGOLF:  That's how I understood it as well,

Chair.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Yes.  

MEMBER LARA:  I have a question -- 

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I want to make sure,

Mr. Johnson, anything else for now?

MEMBER JOHNSON:  No.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Thank you.

Mr. Lara.  

MEMBER LARA:  So I have a question and a point of

clarity for the -- either the Officer Robledo or hi s

counsel.

I am hearing two things that I want clarity on:  

One, I understand that the -- Officer Robledo was
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at the end of a double shift.  I have worked double

shifts.  I understand that.

I'm curious as to why Officer Robledo has clarity

with regard to items that are complimentary to his

situation, but has a lack of clarity with regard to

anything that pertains to accountability.

So I just wanted to see why the clarity level is

different given the end of the same eight -- the en d of

the double shift, and the things that are not

complimentary to his shift seem to be a little murk ier.

MS. GIBBONS:  So I will be glad to answer that for

you.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I'm going to give you one

minute for that answer.  Because you are given four .  I

have already given you six.  You have been asked a

question, but you have got one minute.

Thank you.

MS. GIBBONS:  Thank you.

The only thing that Deputy Robledo didn't remember

from the incident that happened four years ago, whe n he

was interviewed by IAB, was the phone call with Dep uty

Strelow.  He didn't remember that happening at all.   He

was never shown the MDC messages.

I would also mention that the sheriff's department

and in the documents that were provided by the sher iff's
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department to the Board, they did not provide you w ith

all the MDC messages from that shift.

So there's no evidence to say there was no MDC

discussion about Montebello.

The only thing he didn't remember was that phone

call, which was less than 15 seconds long and in wh ich

he was told the sergeant wasn't there.

So there wasn't anything memorable about that

conversation that would have stuck in his head.  

Whereas, the conversation with Palacios, he didn't

remember that initially, but as they kept asking hi m

questions in the interview, it came back to him.

But he didn't remember, even after they played it,

the 15-second-or-less conversation with Deputy Stre low.

So that's the only reason why; because the

conversation with Palacios became significant as th ey

asked more questions.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Thank you.

Board Member Lara, do you have any more questions?

MEMBER LARA:  No.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Anybody else have any

questions for Mr. Robledo or his attorney?

Mr. Glaser?  Board Member Glaser?  No?

Okay.

Thank you both.  
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Is there anyone else who has public comment on this

case?  On the phone?  Here?

(No response.)

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Thank you.

Thank you very much for appearing.  Thank you,

Mr. Robledo.

MR. ROBLEDO:  Thank you, ma'am.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MS. GIBBONS:  Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  You are welcome.

So now deliberation?  You guys want deliberation?

Okay.  Here we go.  Let's go deliberate.

(Time noted:  3:46 p.m.)

---o0o--- 

(Closed session was held:   

3:49 to 4:16 p.m.) 

---o0o--- 

(Time noted:  4:20 p.m.) 

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Back on the record.  

In the case of POST2309558, Braulio Robledo, who,

at the time of the events at issue in this case, wa s

employed with the Los Angeles County Sheriff's

Department.

Does anyone want to make a comment at this point or

does someone want to make a motion?
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MEMBER DOYLE:  I will make a motion.  I will make a

motion that the Board would like more information

because we all seem to be -- it's just not me.  So --

that we all seem to be confused on things.

Now, I can't speak -- all of us might have

something different.  But in terms of just it's abo ut

interviews when --

CHAIRPERSON LONG:  Before we get to the -- what we

want, let's just do the motion first.

MEMBER DOYLE:  The motion is -- is -- is that I --

the motion for more information before we make a fi nal

decision.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Is there a second?

MEMBER PENA:  Second.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Roll call, please.

MR. KNAPP:  Clavo.

MEMBER CLAVO:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Clavo, aye.

Crawford.

MEMBER HATCHER-CRAWFORD:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Crawford, aye.

Doyle.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Yes.

MR. KNAPP:  Doyle, aye.

Dudley.
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CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Dudley, aye.

Glaser.

MEMBER GLASER:  Yeah.

MR. KNAPP:  Glaser, aye.

Johnson.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Johnson, aye.

Lara.

MEMBER LARA:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Lara, aye.

And Pena.

MEMBER PENA:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Pena, aye.

Motion passes unanimously.

CHAIRPERSON LONG:  Okay.  So that motion -- so go

ahead and speak into the record.

MR. BEATTY:  Just to interpret the intent of this

motion, and what would actually happen in this

relationship to that particular hearing, I think wh at

we're talking about is a continuation of this heari ng;

And that certain items would be investigating or de tails

provided to the Board to make a final conclusion of

determination.

Is that fair?
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MEMBER DOYLE:  That's correct.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MEMBER DOYLE:  That's fair.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Yes.  That is fair.

And let me tell you the second part and then you

can hear that.

There was confusion on several issues.  And I --

and what I had assured the Board when we were discu ssing

this is that each one of them could talk about the

issues they are seeking further investigation on so  that

the motion didn't have to include all of that.

So as we understand the motion now, we are asking

for a continuation of this matter.  We are asking f or

further investigation as to the continuance.  And w e

could explain what it is we would like.

But go ahead.

MS. DEL MUGNAIO:  So just a matter of authority of

the Board.  The Board has the jurisdiction to recom mend

to the Commission that the Division conduct further

investigation.  So you would actually be making thi s

recommendation to the Commission -- Commission, exc use

me, to direct the Division to conduct further

investigation.

You can also line out what you would like

clarified.  But that is your recommendation before the
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Commission.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Okay.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So if that's what we

can do, then it is not a continuance.

MS. DEL MUGNAIO:  Hmm-hmm.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  We're never going to

see this case again.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Okay.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  What we're going to do is ask

that the Board request further investigation.  Then

we're going to articulate for the record what furth er

investigation would be helpful to us.

Is that correct?

MS. DEL MUGNAIO:  I believe the Commission can, if

they so choose, after granting -- you know, if they

agree that there needs to be further investigation to

complete the record, the Commission could allow the

Board to hear this matter again.

But at this point, the recommendation before the

Commission just remains to be seen what the Commiss ion

is going to do with that recommendation.

It is, the Division conduct additional information

to bring the case back.  Whether the Commission say s it

needs to go back through the Board or go directly t o the

Commission, they can make that decision.
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MEMBER CLAVO:  Just a question.  And maybe this

information is readily accessible and so I would ju st

like to pose a question.

For us -- for me -- I will speak for Nicole --

there was confusion on timelines.

And so the offense occurred on January 2nd, 2020.

We know that the attorney and -- alluded that four

years had passed prior to this being brought forth to

the -- what's it -- the officer.  I'm sorry.  The

officer.

Do you all know if it was from 2020 to 2024 before

he ever was interviewed, talked to, spoke with abou t

this case?

MS. WOOLLEY:  I can answer that question.

So because there was an allegation of theft, the

Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department made a refe rral

to the District Attorney's Office.  And as part of that,

they did a criminal investigation.  Mr. Robledo was

offered or was -- they attempted to interview him a s

part of the criminal investigation through the Los

Angeles County Sheriff's Department.  He declined t o be

interviewed.  That would have been in 2020.

What happens when this -- when this sort of an

incident occurs, when there's is a criminal allegat ion

made, they will conduct the full criminal investiga tion,
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see if the district attorney is going to file charg es,

and then it is not until the DA either files charge s or

declines to file charges that they pick back up the

administrative investigation.

That's what happened here.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Which explains the four years.

MEMBER CLAVO:  So four years went by?

MS. WOOLLEY:  No.  Three years went by.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So 2020 was the

offense.  It was then sent to the DA's Office to ma ke a

decision about whether to file charges.  And then i t

wasn't until when that he was interviewed?

MS. WOOLLEY:  It was in 2023.  He was interviewed

on or about December 14, 2023, for the first interv iew.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So that's almost four years.

MS. WOOLLEY:  Correct.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  We have February of 2020.

Then we have December of 2023.  So that February wo uld

have been -- those two months later would have been

February '24, so it would have been almost four mon ths

[sic].

MS. WOOLLEY:  Correct.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Does that answer your

question?

MEMBER CLAVO:  I believe.  Well, one already
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questioning clarifying questioning.

So for my own edification, is my understanding that

because the DA had the case, the case was placed on

pause with the agency.  When the DA did not pursue,  then

it went back to the agency to pursue how it felt.

MS. WOOLLEY:  For the administrative portion, yes.

The Internal Affairs investigation, it was tolled.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  When did it go back to the

agency?

MS. WOOLLEY:  In 2023.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So it took the District

Attorney's Office almost four years to decide wheth er to

file these charges?

MS. WOOLLEY:  About three years.  Yes.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.  But three years -- two

months short of four years.

MS. WOOLLEY:  No.  It went back shortly before

then.  I believe it's Attachment I is the refusal - - the

DA's refusal -- in your ISF.  That would show you t he

date that --

CHAIRPERSON LONG:  Okay.

MS. WOOLLEY:  -- there was a refusal.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So sometime later --

we'll average it out to be three years now.

Certainly during COVID, lots of cases laid around
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and weren't looked through.  But so I'm not blaming  any

DA's Office or anybody else.  There was a lot of pa using

involved.

But the concern of the Board, if I could speak for

the Board, is when he's first asked about this in 2 020,

he refuses to be interviewed, and then it's not unt il

12/14 of 2023, the first time that he's ever confro nted

with facts, video -- audio tape, and transcripts.

MS. WOOLLEY:  That's correct.

But I do want to point out that at no time during

his interview does he appear to show any fault in h is

memory.  He does --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  He said he didn't remember the

call.

MS. WOOLLEY:  No.  No.  He does not appear to show

any fault in his memory as to the conversations bet ween

him and the watch sergeant and the watch commander.   He

does not tell the IA investigators that he did not

remember the conversation.  He never says that to t he IA

investigator.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Did he say -- didn't he say he

didn't have a conversation?

MS. WOOLLEY:  No.  He says they did not ask --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So let's be sure -- we're

using "he's."
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When he was in the field, he allegedly had a

conversation with the stand-in watch officer.  That  was

allegedly taped, so there's a tape of this conversa tion.

When he was asked about it later, didn't he say he

didn't remember that call?

MS. WOOLLEY:  No.  We're getting a little bit

confused here.

So when he was -- after he had received the MDC

messages, he called into the station, spoke with a

Deputy Strelow, who was working dispatch --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.

MS. WOOLLEY:  -- to ask about why the watch

sergeant, whose name is Sergeant Inital, called or was

contacting him.

Deputy Strelow told him it was because a

complainant called in because he had been stopped

outside of Commerce Casino and had had some money s tolen

from him.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Was that call recorded?

MS. WOOLLEY:  Yes.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MS. WOOLLEY:  This is the recorded call.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So now -- so now tell

me what happened then.  Okay.  The recorded call --  he

was asked about the recorded call close to four yea rs

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



   247

KATHRYN S. SWANK, CSR, RPR    (916) 390-7731

POSAAB Meeting, January 16, 2025

later.

And?

MS. WOOLLEY:  He was asked if he called into the

station he -- to ask about the stops.  He said he d id

not call in.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MS. WOOLLEY:  And it was not until he was played

that recording that he said he did not remember tha t

call.

He was also, however, asked about his conversations

with Sergeant Inital and Lieutenant Easter.  And in stead

of saying I do not recall that conversation, he sai d

they did not ask me about that stop in front of Com merce

Casino.  They asked me about a stop in Montebello.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Now, are we on the

conversation or when he walked into the watch offic er's

room?

MS. WOOLLEY:  This is when he was walked into the

watch commander's office.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  And when allegedly there was a

screen up and they said -- somehow referred to the

screen and said "that call" or something like that.   It

was -- it -- I never heard anybody say that the ser geant

said "the call at Commerce."

MS. WOOLLEY:  No.  There wasn't a screen.
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They call -- this would have been a preliminary

conversation about a complaint that had come in.  S o

because there's -- the Public Safety Officer Bill o f

Rights at issue, the watch sergeant and the watch

commander would not have made too many inquiries he re.

They would have simply asked Deputy Robledo -- and this

is all part of the transcripts.  This is --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.

MS. WOOLLEY:  They asked him, "Did you make this

stop in front of Commerce Casino?"

Deputy Robledo said, "No."

And they stopped the conversation.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  When -- this is important to

us.

Who -- and who asked him the question, "Did you

make the stop in front of Commerce Casino?"

And who made it?  What time did they make it?  Tell

us more about that.

MS. WOOLLEY:  So it was either Sergeant Inital or

Lieutenant Easter who asked him.  I believe it was

Sergeant Inital.  So this would have been the watch

sergeant.  And this would have been right as Deputy

Robledo was calling -- coming off of shift.  So aft er he

had received those MDC messages; after he had calle d in

and spoke with Deputy Strelow on the recorded line;
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after he had responded to the MDC messages by sayin g to

Sergeant Inital by saying, "Called you, Sarge."

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I'm sorry.  It must be late in

the day.  I still don't know when that conversation

occurred.  Was it the end of his shift?

MS. WOOLLEY:  Yes.  This would have been

approximately just before 6:00 a.m.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So there's no recording

of that conversation.

MS. WOOLLEY:  No.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So who remembers them

specifically saying "Commerce"?

MS. WOOLLEY:  Lieutenant Easter and Sergeant

Inital.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So both of them

remember him being asked about Commerce.

He says, "I wasn't asked Commerce."

MS. WOOLLEY:  Correct.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  I was at -- I was asked -- at

that point is he saying, "I was asked about some

confusion"?  Or "I was asked about Montebello"?

MS. WOOLLEY:  He says he was asked about a stop in

Montebello.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So he was the only one

that heard the word "Montebello" in that conversati on.
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MS. WOOLLEY:  Correct.

CHAIRPERSON LONG:  Two other people heard

"Commerce."

MS. WOOLLEY:  Correct.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Where are we, hearing

board?

MS. GIBBONS:  Excuse me, Board Members.  I'm

probably speaking out of turn.  But if I could --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Excuse me.  No.

Okay.

MS. GIBBONS:  So I can't correct the false

statements that were --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Right.  Right now we're --

right now you are not a part of this conversation.

MS. GIBBONS:  Okay.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So just stand by.

MS. GIBBONS:  Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  You are welcome.

What do you think?

MEMBER DOYLE:  I think that provides some clarity

to some.  I don't speak for everybody.  But that do es --

some of my board members.  I'm sure that does provi de

some clarity.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Are there any -- let me ask,

then, if there's any other questions anybody wants to
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ask the attorney or the investigator about the -- a ny

other confusion that they might be able to help wit h.

Yes.

MEMBER HATCHER-CRAWFORD:  I'm still in support of

going back to further look into this case, even aft er

the dialogue back and forth here.  I think we visua lly

needed to see some type of timeline.

And although I know we weren't in 2020 case, the

criminal side of it was sent to the District Attorn ey's

Office.

I didn't understand why consecutively they couldn't

continue the administrative process.  Because there  --

so that was the concerning part earlier that was

mentioned.  And I really didn't think about it.

But it was earlier mentioned that at one point it

took four months for it to ask a question.  And we want

clarity on --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So your position --

MEMBER HATCHER-CRAWFORD:  I'm still supporting the

first motion.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  You still believe that, at

this point, you have some questions.  You want us t o

make a record of the questions.  You want to contin ue

the motion the way it had been written, and then gi ve it

to the Commission for the Commission to decide what  they
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want to do next.

You are in the same position you've been in.

MEMBER HATCHER-CRAWFORD:  Yes.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Are you?

MEMBER DOYLE:  Yeah.  Which I think would probably

require me to amend my motion.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  You want to amend your motion?

MEMBER DOYLE:  Well, I would have to, because I

made an incorrect motion.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  You know what?  Just

for the sake of --

MEMBER DOYLE:  It was correct, and I should have

been -- but the recommendation would be to send it to

the POST Commission.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So we're going to start

that again.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Okay.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  And given all the information

you have been given from POST staff, is there a mot ion?

MEMBER PENA:  Can I say something?

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Yes.

MEMBER PENA:  This discussion has been helpful for

me, speaking for myself only.  Has been helpful for  me.

And I would arrive at a different decision and woul d not

have gone forward with the motion that we went forw ard
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with.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Let's rule on one

motion at a time.  But thank you for saying that.

And so -- yes, Dr. Glaser.

MEMBER GLASER:  I was wondering if it's better if

we delineate the informational elements that we wan t and

put them into the motion, or if we get the motion a nd

then we provide some --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  The motion is just for the

passing this on to the Commission, for the Commissi on to

consider requesting further investigation.

MEMBER GLASER:  Right.  But I know also --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  In which case, that won't be

the end of our discussion today.

If that motion passes, as I said in chambers, each

of you will have an opportunity to say the further

investigation that you would recommend that the

Commission recommend.

Okay.  Does that make sense?

MEMBER GLASER:  It does.

I'm just wondering if it is better --

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  No.  I think that's --

MEMBER GLASER:  -- to formalize it in the motion.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  It definitely is -- okay.

So -- yes.
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MEMBER JOHNSON:  Just for clarity.

So the motion is put forth and it goes through the

Commission.  The Commission would then send it back  down

to the Division.  The Division would do an investig ation

and then bring it back to the Board.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  The Commission could do so

many things, including they can just decide that th ere's

enough evidence for them -- for them to decertify.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  Okay.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  They can decide to decertify.

They could decide to stay.  They could do all those

things.

The Commission just gets advice from us and then

they are the ones who make the decisions.

MEMBER DOYLE:  I have one other question.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Of course.  This was all your

idea, so go for it.

MEMBER DOYLE:  My idea.  That's good.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  That was a good one.

MEMBER DOYLE:  This is for POST.

You know, it was in the DA; they took a long time.

How does that square with POBAR and complete -- or

beginning an investigation before the year?

MS. WOOLLEY:  Right.

So under POBAR, an agency is allowed to toll their
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administrative investigation while there's the

possibility of criminal proceedings.  And that's wh at

happened here.

So they -- rather than starting or completing an

administrative investigation, they tolled it.  And

that's why you have this delay.

So once the DA made a final decision, decided they

were not going to proceed, that started the time cl ock,

that one-year provision.  And they had to finish th eir

investigation within that one-year period.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Right.

And -- and the -- and unfortunately there's no

unreasonableness built into that.

MS. WOOLLEY:  Correct.  Yes.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Okay.

MEMBER CLAVO:  And the DA did not go forward

because the witness decided not to testify?  Is my

understanding.

MS. WOOLLEY:  The witness decided not to cooperate

at some point.  Correct.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  And I believe there was

volumes of information that talked about the effort s

that the District Attorney's Office had made and th at he

was -- that's just not interested.

Now, whether that was the sole reason they didn't
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go forward or not, only the filing DA would know.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Okay.

MS. WOOLLEY:  You do have that as an attachment to

your ISF; their reasoning.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Well, I am probably not the one to

make the motion because I agree with Commissioner P ena.

Based on the clarification that I have received, I -- I

would be able to vote.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  So what?

MEMBER DOYLE:  I would be able to vote.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  So let's just do this

in order.

Does anyone have a motion?

MEMBER JOHNSON:  I would like a motion to

decertify.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  You make a motion to

decertify.

Okay.  Is there a second?

MEMBER CLAVO:  I will second.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Now, roll call.

MR. KNAPP:  Okay.  Clavo.

MEMBER CLAVO:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Clavo, aye.

Crawford.

MEMBER HATCHER-CRAWFORD:  Aye.
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MR. KNAPP:  Crawford, aye.

Doyle.

MEMBER DOYLE:  Yes.

MR. KNAPP:  Doyle, aye.

Dudley.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Dudley, aye.

Glaser.

MEMBER GLASER:  Nay.

MR. KNAPP:  Glaser, nay.

Johnson.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Johnson, aye.

Lara.

MEMBER LARA:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Lara, aye.

Pena.

MEMBER PENA:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Pena, aye.

That's seven yeses; one no.  Motion passes.

MEMBER PENA:  A point of clarification.

So we had -- didn't we have an existing motion on

the floor with a second?

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Yeah.

MEMBER PENA:  We did.
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CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  We never -- there was a first;

there was a second; and then there were questions.

MEMBER PENA:  Okay.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  But I don't know.  Do we think

we need to do that again?

MS. DEL MUGNAIO:  Yeah.  Because you called the

vote on the first one.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  What?

MS. DEL MUGNAIO:  We called a vote -- so we did

call a vote on the first motion.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.

MS. DEL MUGNAIO:  And it passed.

So we would have to have Mr. Doyle or someone

rescind the motion in order to take up the second

motion.

MEMBER DOYLE:  I make a motion to withdraw the

first motion that I made.

MEMBER HATCHER-CRAWFORD:  I second it.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  Now let's take a roll

call on that withdraw, please.

MR. KNAPP:  Clavo.

MEMBER CLAVO:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Crawford.

MEMBER HATCHER-CRAWFORD:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Doyle.
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MEMBER DOYLE:  Yes.

MR. KNAPP:  Dudley.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Glaser.

MEMBER GLASER:  No.

MR. KNAPP:  Johnson.

MEMBER JOHNSON:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Lara.

MEMBER LARA:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  Pena.

MEMBER PENA:  Aye.

MR. KNAPP:  That's seven yeses; one no on

rescinding Doyle's motion.

CHAIRPERSON DUDLEY:  Okay.  That motion does pass.

Well, I -- just watching all of you go through this

process, it is very clear to me how important it wa s to

you to make sure you had enough information to make  a

decision.  And I admire all of you for taking the t ime

that you needed to do that.

So everybody is working very hard today.

As that was the last item on the agenda, let me

quickly remind everybody about the upcoming board

meetings.

On April 16th through 17th at POST in West

Sacramento;
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