
EMERGING ISSUE: FAILURES IN LEADERSHIP ACCOUNTABILITY 

One Qfthe mQst seriQus findings Qfthe CQmmittee's investigatiQn is a 
pattern Qf evasiQn and misrepresentatiQn by Chief Ramsey and seniQr members Qf 
his cQmmand staff. In statements made Qn the public recQrd Qver the last three 
years, in depQsitiQn testimQny, in answers to' questiQns PQsed in the CQurse QfU.S. 
District CQurt litigatiQn, and in reSPQnses in the panel's public hearings in 
December, members Qfthe seniQr ranks in the Department SQught to' evade direct 
answers to' impQrtant questiQns and, in SQme instances, misrepresented the recQrd 
and their role in Departmental actiQns. 

Many Qf these examples have been described in earlier sectiQns Qf this 
report. The gravity Qf thisfmding merits clear delineatiQn Qf the recQrd 
established by the CQmmittee and that is the purpQse Qf this sectiQn Qf the repQrt. 

PrQhibited cQnduct fQr an Qfficer Qf the MetrQPDlitan PQlice Department 
includes making a false statement, an Dffense with a penalty ranging frDm 15 days 
suspensiQn to' remQvai. The definitiQn Df the Qffense, cDntained in the MPD 
General Order 1202.1 fQllQws: 

Willfully and knQwingly making an untruthful statement Df any kind in 
any verbal Qr written repQrt pertaining to' his/her Qfficial duties as a 
MetrQPQlitan PQlice Officer to., Qr in the presence Df any superiQr Dfficer, 
Dr intended fQr the infQrmatiQn Df any superiDr Qfficer, Qr making a 
untrnthful statement before any court or any hearing. [emphasis added]. 

The specifics fmdings Df misrepresentatiDn and evasiQn fQllQw. 

In February 2003 testimony before the Council Chief Ramsey denied that he 
had a role in the decision to arrest individuals in Pershing Park in September 
2002. 

Once it became clear that the mass arrests made at Pershing Park Dn 

September 27, 2002, were and WQuid remain cQntrDversial and bring criticism to. 
the Williams AdministratiQn, Chief Ramsey and his immediate subQrdinates 
SQught to' minimize the chief s Dwn role in the decisiQn and the QutCQme. The 
fQllQwing Dutlines Chief Ramsey's changing public statements with regard to' the 
arrests at Pershing Park- first his statement the day Dfthe arrests, then.his 
resPQnse to' direct questiDns at a Judiciary hearing Qn February 25,2003, and 
fmally an exchange with Special CQunsel Mary Cheh during the December 18, 
2004 hearing. 

At a press cQnference in frDnt Qf MPD Headquarters the evening Qf 
September 27,2002, the day 647 demQnstratQrs were arrested, apprQximately 400 
Df them in Pershing Park, with MayQr Williams and Deputy MayQr Kellems 
present, this exchange tQQk place between a repQrter and Chief Ramsey: 
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Reporter: "A number of the protestors have said they were never 
given warnings before they were corralled by your officers and 
arrested. How do you answer that?" 

Chief Ramsey: "Well, I mean we gave warnings. I mean, when 
you've got large groups like that, obviously, I mean there's a lot of 
noise and things like that. But we gave warnings, we followed 
everything by the book." 

Reporter: "Did your officers use bullhorns at 15th and Pennsylvania 
Avenue?" [southwest comer of Pershing Park] 

Chief Ramsey: "I wasn't there at the time but we gave verbal 
commands ... people to get out of the street. But remember, they 
had no business being in the street. There was no parade. You 
can't just take over Pennsylvania Avenue, you can't just take over 
15th Street ... " 

At a February 25,2003 hearing before the Judiciary Committee 
Councilmember Patterson asked, "And whose decision was it to make the arrests 
in Pershing Park that day?" This exchange followed: 

Chief Ramsey: "Assistant Chief Newsham was assigned to that 
particular sector that we had, that area that we had. All the 
assistant chiefs were given areas of responsibility and that 
happened to be his area." 

Councilmember Patterson: "And you were not a part of that 
decision making yourself?" 

Chief Ramsey: "No. When I came up on the scene, actually, that 
was already practically in progress. I was all over the various 
locations where we had incidents taking place ... But I was there 
when the arrests were taking place." 

Finally, Chief Ramsey was questioned about the arrests and the decision­
making by the Committee's Special Counsel, Professor Mary Cheh, during the 
December 18, 2003 investigation hearing. The entire exchange is included. 

Q: Assistant Chief Newsham describes his conversation with you 
as informing you and seeking your approval which he then got. Is 
that correct? 

A: Well obviously, I have the authority to be able to override any 
decision that's made. Again, he did not have to seek it, hut since I 

97 

clm
Highlight








