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requested two marked squads to block traffic for a "pub crawl" in the 5th Precinct, and when this request was denied by Sgt. 
Smulski via Lt. Edwards, Officer Kocher is alleged to have told Sgt. Smulski to tell Lt. Edwards to "fuck off." 
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MINNEAPOLIS POLICE DEPARTMENT 

Internal Affairs Unit 
Administrative Case 14-15471 

Professional Code of Conduct, Officer Jeremiah Kocher 
Sgt. Matthew McLean 
Date: October 17, 2014 

CASE BACKGROUND 

This case involves an allegation of violations of MPD Policy 5-105, Professional Code of 
Conduct, Paragraph 12 and Paragraph 14. 

On Saturday, 7-19-2014 at approximately 1310 hours, Officer Jeremiah Kocher called 
Sgt. Katherine Smulski via telephone to request the deployment of two marked squad 
cars for traffic control for a "pub crawl" which was part of a charity event Officer Kocher 
was attending while off duty. 

Sgt. Smulski initially authorized the use of the squads, but later had second thoughts 
about doing so, and spoke to Lt. Lee Edwards about it. Lt. Edwards did not feel the event 
merited the use of MPD resources, and told Sgt. Smulski so. 

Sgt. Smulski called Officer Kocher back, and told him that she and Lt. Edwards were not 
going to authorize the use of the squads. 

Upon hearing this, Officer Kocher became very angry and agitated, and allegedly told 
Sgt. Smulski to tell Lt. Edwards to "fuck off." Sgt. Smulski responded that she would not 
ever speak that way to Lt. Edwards, and Officer Kocher allegedly became even angrier 
and told Sgt. Smulski that he would tell Lt. Edwards the next time he saw him to fuck off. 

The conversation ended with Officer Kocher allegedly stating to Sgt. Smulski, "Make 
sure you tell him that I am going to tell him to fuck off" 

Sgt. Smulski then reported this exchange to Lt. Edwards, who called Officer Kocher. 
Officer Kocher initially hung up on Lt. Edwards, but then Officer Kocher called Lt. 
Edwards back, and allegedly began ranting in an angry voice. 
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Lt. Edwards activated his digital recorder, and recorded most, but not all of the 
conversation. A full transcript of the conversation is included in Section 11 of this report. 

In the conversation, Officer Kocher and Lt. Edwards disagreed about a past issue 
involving now-retired 13.43 - Personnel Data The conversation was not productive, and 
ended with Lt. Edwards saying that the conversation was going nowhere. 

Sgt. Smulski had initially thought that Officer Jeremy Hulke was making the request for 
the squads, and later learned that it was actually Officer Kocher who was doing so. 

When Sgt. Smulski asked Lt. Edwards what he thought about authorizing the squads, she 
did not mention any names, so when Lt. Edwards made his decision not to authorize the 
use of the squad cars, he could not have based any part of his decision on his feelings 
involving Officer Kocher, because he did not know who was requesting the squads. 

CASE INVESTIGATION 

Case Statements 

Statement of Sergeant Kathy Smulski 

On Wednesday, September 17, 2014, Sgt. Smulski provided a statement regarding this 
event. Below is a summary of her interview: 

Sgt. Smulski stated she was the only 13.43 supervisor on duty on Saturday, 7-19-
2014, and that at approximately 1310 hours she received a telephone call from an officer 
who identified himself by his first and last name and stated he was off-duty working a 
"pub crawl." Sgt. Smulski stated she "didn't catch" the officer's last name. Sgt. Smulski 
was asked if the officer provided a call sign, and she responded, "No, I didn't ask for 
one." 

Note: It is not clear whether Sgt. Smulski understood whether Officer Kocher was off 
duty or was working an off duty job. She did not understand who she was talking with, 
either. 

Sgt. Smulski stated that the officer requested two marked squads which were already in 
service responding to 911 calls to block two intersections, which the requestor said 
should take approximately five to ten minutes. 

Sgt. Smulski stated she did not know the exact name of the event, and did not recognize it 
as a department-approved or department-sanctioned event, or remember it from past 
years. 
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Sgt. Smulski stated she initially thought the requestor was Officer Jeremy Hulke, who she 
knows, but has never supervised. Later in the event, she learned that the requestor was 
actually Officer Jeremiah Kocher. 

Sgt. Smulski stated she authorized the use of the squads during this initial phone 
conversation, and notified two officers of the detail. Sgt. Smulski stated one officer was 
Officer Deb Hubert, but she could not recall the other officer. 

A short time later, Sgt. Smulski stated she "kind of had second thoughts" about 
authorizing the squads due to the drinking involved, and when she saw Lt. Edwards in the 
hallway of the 5th Precinct, she asked him what his opinion was, and she stated that Lt. 
Edwards told her, "No, we should not provide that." 

Sgt. Smulski stated that at approximately 1354 hours she called the requesting officer 
(whom she thought at the time was Officer Hulke, but was in fact Officer Kocher) to let 
him know that "we would not be providing officers to block the intersections." 

Sgt. Smulski stated that she told the officer that she had "talked it over with Lt. Edwards" 
and that Officer Kocher "just all of a sudden just started ranting" stating that "he just got 
very, very angry on the phone." 

Sgt. Smulski stated she tried to explain to Officer Kocher that she never provided any 
names when she talked to Lt. Edwards, but that Officer Kocher just kept ranting. 

When asked to describe what Officer Kocher said to her, Sgt. Smulski stated Officer 
Kocher told her, "When you see Lt. Edwards, tell him to fuck off." 

Sgt. Smulski stated she "told him I wouldn't ever say that to Lt. Edwards, and I wouldn't 
say that ever to any lieutenant." To this, Sgt. Smulski stated that Officer Kocher "just 
seemed to; he got angrier on the phone and he just told me to tell Lt. Edwards that when 
he saw him the next time that he was, he was going to tell him to fuck off." 

Sgt. Smulski was then asked what she said to this, and she responded, "I don't remember 
saying anything." She stated, "and then, he then reiterated saying, you make sure you tell 
him that when I see him I'm gonna tell him to fuck off." 

Sgt. Smulski is not sure how the conversation ended, but believes Officer Kocher 
"actually hung up on me." 

Sgt. Smulski was asked if during the entire time of her conversation with Officer Kocher 
whether there were any background noise or noises, such as a bus, truck, motorcycle, 
aircraft, or any other loud noise or noises, which could have prevented her from hearing 
or understanding clearly, and she responded, "No. When I heard that fuck off, that was 
pretty clear." 
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Sgt. Smulski was asked to describe Officer Kocher's demeanor, and she responded, 
"Very angry, like extremely angry." When asked why she would describe it this way, 
Sgt. Smulski stated, "Just his tone of voice." She went on to state, "it wasn't how he had 
conducted himself earlier, but when he came up with Lieutenant, when I said the name of 
Lt. Edwards, his demeanor just seemed to change." 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

Sgt. Smulski was asked if she felt that Officer Kocher was possibly joking around, or 
wasn't serious about what he said, and she responded, "He was absolutely serious." 
When asked why she thought so, Sgt. Smulski stated, "Just the tone of his voice. He was 
just very, very angry." 

Sgt. Smulski was asked if she thought it was possible that Officer Kocher didn't intend to 
actually make those statements as he did; that he was just having fun, and she responded, 
"No, because it was at the point where he came across the phone as being so angry, I, 
when I hung up, when the phone was down, I just had to sit there and like think did I just 
hear all that? And I mean it was just, I was just like, you know, astounded that 
somebody, an officer, would talk that way not only, you know, to me personally, but to 
have me want to pass that on to a Lieutenant." 

Sgt. Smulski stated that she was not aware of any issues between Officer Kocher and Lt. 
Edwards, and that she didn't think she had ever met Officer Kocher. 

Sgt. Smulski was asked if she was aware of MPD Policy and Procedure 5-105, 
Professional Code of Conduct, specifically paragraph 12 and paragraph 14, and she stated 
she was. Sgt. Smulski was asked with those policies in mind, if she thought that Officer 
Kocher's words to her constituted policy violations, and she responded, "Yes." 

Sgt. Smulski was asked if she reported the conversation to Lt. Edwards, and she stated 
that she did. She was asked what Lt. Edwards' reaction was upon hearing this, and she 
stated "He seemed quite upset, and I gave him the phone number that I had." 

Sgt. Smulski was asked if she was aware that Lt. Edwards called Officer Kocher, and she 
stated she was, but that she left the room during the call. She stated that she later listened 
to a recording of the conversation, which was not recorded in its entirety. 

Sgt. Smulski stated she prepared a memo of the event, and this investigator showed her a 
copy of that memo, and asked her if it was correct, and she stated it was. Sgt. Smulski 
signed and dated the memo, which is included in the case file under Section 4. 
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Sgt. Smulski stated she did not have any further contact with Officer Kocher that day, 
and has not had any further contact with him since the event. 

Sgt. Smulski was asked if there were any additional witness who should be contacted 
regarding this investigation, and she stated she "Did not think so." 

Statement of Lieutenant Lee Edwards 

At approximately 0916 hours on Friday, September 19, 2014, Lt. Lee Edwards came to 
the Internal Affairs Unit and provided a statement regarding this case. That interview is 
summarized below: 

Lt. Edwards stated that on Saturday, July 19, 2014, he was working an overtime shift 
doing case management when he was asked by Sgt. Smulski about authorizing two 
marked squads and the police personnel in them to block traffic for a "pub crawl." 

Lt. Edwards stated he did not ask Sgt. Smulski who was making the request, and when 
asked if he authorized the use of the squads, Lt. Edwards stated, "No, I did not." 

Lt. Edwards was asked what criteria he used to make his decision, and he responded, "I 
first asked her, well, the reason why is because we have an event calendar that the 
precinct inspector, urn, publicize, so we know all the sanctioned events in the city and we 
also know all the sanctioned events within the precinct. And the inspector has given us 
clear directives on what events police officers should attend to. That wasn't on the event 
calendar 'cause I asked her. Urn, and then it was my impression that to take resources 
from the street, and I know we were already short, to block traffic didn't make any sense, 
especially at such late notice. So, I said no." 

Lt. Edwards was then asked if he knew who the requestor Was when he made his 
decision, and Lt. Edwards responded "I did not know." 

Lt. Edwards was asked if he learned after he made his decision that the requestor was 
Officer Kocher, and Lt. Edwards responded, "Yes, I did." 

When asked how he learned this, Lt. Edwards responded, "She came back to my office 
and said, well, officer told me to fuck off. And I said, who? And then she said, it was 
Jeremy. And I said, you sure he didn't say it with it a smile in his voice, was he kidding? 
And she said, no, he was serious. And I said, Jeremy? And that's when I mentioned 
Hulke, and so, I think even I said the Hulkster cause that's the way we know Hulke, 
"Hulkster." 

"I said, I got a great relationship with him maybe he's joking. And then I went on 
Workforce Direct and pulled up pictures, and she, then she said, no, Jeremiah. And I 
said, Jeremiah? And I pulled up Jeremiah and it was Kocher's last name. She said, yeah, 
it was him. And again, I was like, is he joking? She said, no, he was serious." 
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Lt. Edwards was asked if the identity of the requestor played any part in his decision, and 
.he responded, "No, it did not." 

Lt. Edwards was asked if Sgt. Smulski told him about her phone conversation with 
Officer Kocher regarding the decision not to authorize the use of the squad cars, and he 
responded, "She said that she went back and told the person who had made the request 
that Lt. Edwards said no, and then this person told her to, said, well, I want you to tell Lt. 
Edwards to fuck off. 

"And she said, well, I would never tell the Lieutenant, a Lieutenant to fuck off, especially 
Lt. Edwards to fuck off. So, you're wrong there. And then he went on and says 
something to the effect, well, Lt. Edwards doesn't like me and blah, blah, blab. And so, 
she came back and reported that to me, and that's when I said, you're kidding me." 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

Lt. Edwards was asked if Sgt. Smulski told him anything else that Officer Kocher told 
her, and he responded, "Yes. And that he would personally tell me to fuck off." 

Lt. Edwards was asked if Sgt. Smulski also told him that Officer Kocher had told her to 
"Make sure you tell him I am going to tell him to fuck off', and Lt. Edwards responded, 
"Yes." 

Lt. Edwards was asked if he thought Officer Kocher was serious or joking around, and 
Lt. Edwards responded, "He was serious." 

Lt. Edwards was asked why he thought so, and he responded, "When I called him up, 
because I asked Sgt. Smulski what's his phone I'm gonna talk to him, and I called him. 
And when I first got, got through, he hung up." 

Lt. Edwards was asked if he continued the conversation, and he stated that Officer 
Kocher called him back and they did. 

Lt. Edwards was asked if he recorded the conversation, and he responded, "Not initially 
cause I was fumbling with it." Lt. Edwards confirmed that he recorded approximately 
three quarters of the conversation. 

Lt. Edwards was asked if during this phone conversation whether he asked Officer 
Kocher if Officer Kocher told Sgt. Smulski to tell him (Lt. Edwards) to fuck off. Lt. 
Edwards responded, "I believe I did at the beginning cause I know I told him that, you 
know, I just got, got, um, Sgt. Smulski just told me that you said to tell me to fuck off" 

Lt. Edwards was asked if Officer Kocher admitted to telling Sgt. Smulski to tell you (Lt. 
Edwards) to fuck off, and Lt. Edwards responded, "He didn't deny it." 
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Lt. Edwards was asked if he thought Officer Kocher was serious, and he responded, "He 
was serious." 

Lt. Edwards was asked why he thought Officer Kocher was serious, and Lt. Edwards 
responded, "Cause he was very argumentative. Argumentative, very disrupt, 
disrespectful." 

Lt. Edwards was asked to elaborate on this and he stated, "Person. Accusations. He was 
trying to deflect his own culpability by saying, well, I wouldn't believe anything out of 
your mouth and all the shit you said about me. And I was like where is this going, this is 
all about you, you know, don't ever tell me to fuck off. And he goes, well, why, what 
you gonna do about it, or something to that effect." 

Lt. Edwards was asked if he has ever had any problems or conflicts with Officer Kocher 
in the past, and he responded, "Not that I can recall." 

Lt. Edwards was asked if he had any idea as to why Officer Kocher reacted this way 
towards him, and he responded, "I have absolutely no idea...until today. As, as I was 
coming to prepare for this meeting, I was pulling up my memos that have Jeremiah 
Kocher's name attached to them. 13.43 - Personnel Data 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

Lt. Edwards was asked what the outcome of the incident was, and he stated he did not 
have any further information. 

Lt. Edwards was asked how the conversation with Officer Kocher ended, and he 
responded, "I believe I told him, matter of fact I know I told him. I said, told him, I told 
Jeremiah, don't ever tell me to F off, Jeremiah. And then he just flipped with a response, 
or what. And that's when I said, well, we'll just go through the disciplinary process. 
And then he tells me, well, go right ahead, Lee. Not even addressing me as a Lieutenant. 
You know, I'm not working." 13.43 - Personnel Data 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

Lt. Edwards was asked if he has had any further interaction or follow up with Officer 
Kocher, and stated he has not. 

Lt. Edwards was asked if there were any other people who this investigator should follow 
up with, and he responded "The only other person I can think of would be 

13.43 
13.43 
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Statement of Officer Jeremiah Kocher 

At approximately 1000 hours on Friday, September 19, 2014, Officer Jeremiah Kocher 
came to the Internal Affairs Unit and provided a statement regarding this case. That 
interview is summarized below: 

Officer Kocher stated that he was off on Saturday, 7-19-2014, and was at Stella's Fish 
Café as part of a group that organizes a charity event/pub crawl. 

Officer Kocher was there as a civilian, and was not working any kind of off-duty job at 
the time. 

Officer Kocher stated he called 5th Precinct Supervisor Kathy Smulski from his cell 
phone of 13.43 and when she answered, he stated he thought he identified 
himself as "Jeremiah Kocher from the Fourth Precinct." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he gave Sgt. Smulski a call sign of any kind, and he 
responded, "No." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he told Sgt. Smulski that he was working an off-duty job, 
and he responded, "No." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he was drinking at the time, and he responded, "No." 

Officer Kocher was asked what he requested from Sgt. Smulski, and he responded, Uh, a 
squad car to control traffic for three to five, maybe ten minutes." 

Officer Kocher was asked if Sgt. Smulski granted that request, and he responded, "I 
believe so, yeah. She said we can grant that request." 

Officer Kocher was asked if Sgt. Smulski later called him back, and he responded, "yes." 

He was asked what she told him, and he responded, "The traffic control request for the 
charity event for cystic fibrosis that we were doing was declined." 

Officer Kocher was asked if Sgt. Smulski told him the reason for the decision, and he 
stated, "Yes" and that "Lt. Edwards denied the request." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he became angry when he heard the name Lt. Edwards, and 
he responded, "No. I became upset when the request was denied because I personally 
feel it was done because Lieutenant and I have a negative history." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he was upset at the fact that the squad request was denied, 
and he responded, "I couldn't understand it because I've been involved in this event for 
ten years, and every year up to this point, we've always had the assistance of traffic 
control when the event was held downtown. So, I was confused as to why it was denied." 
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Officer Kocher was asked if Sgt. Smulski attempted to explain to him the rationale for the 
denial of the request, and he responded, "I don't remember that. I honestly don't." 

Officer Kocher was asked if at some point in the conversation if he told Sgt. Smulski to 
tell Lt. Edwards to fuck off. To this, Officer Kocher responded, "No." 

Officer Kocher then stated to this investigator, "May I explain?" This investigator 
responded, "Yes." 

Officer Kocher then stated, "This is not verbatim, but to my recollection when I spoke to 
Sgt. Smulski on the phone I said this is typical of Lee Edwards. He can go fuck himself 
Not fuck off. Granted, I understand that both phrases are probably the same." 

Officer Kocher was asked why he said this, and he responded, "Lt. Edwards and I have a 
negative history, so I felt that his decision to deny my request was personal. I did ask 
Sgt. Smulski did you reference my name when this was mentioned to Lt. Edwards. Her 
reply was yes. I'm almost certain this is what I said in my reply to her was that is why. 
Lee is denying the traffic control because you mentioned my name." 

This investigator asked Officer Kocher to restate exactly what he said to Sgt. Smulski, 
and he responded, "When Sgt. Smulski called back the traffic control request is denied, 
did you mention, to her, to Sgt. Smulski, did you mention my name to Lee. Yes. That's 
why he's doing this. It's a personal thing with Lee and I, and he can go fuck himself. 
And then I said I don't care if you tell him that I said that, go ahead." 

Officer Kocher was then asked if he was serious or was he joking around when he made 
these statements and he responded, "No, I was serious. I take responsibility for my 
actions." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he in the conversation with Sgt. Smulski stated words to her 
to the effect that he would tell Lt. Edwards the next time he saw him to fuck off, and 
Officer Kocher responded, "I don't remember. I don't remember saying that. I thought I 
had reiterated a few times that he can fuck himself." 

Officer Kocher was asked what Sgt. Smulski said to him after hearing these statements, 
and he responded, "If my memory serves right, I believe she said, OK, I'll tell him." 

Officer Kocher was asked if at any point in the conversation did state to Sgt. Smulski, 
"Make sure you tell him that I'm going to tell him to fuck off." Officer Kocher 
responded, "I may have explained to her to tell him that. I don't recall if I directly told 
her when I see Lt. Edwards next I'm going to tell him to go fuck himself." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he was serious when he made these other statements, and he 
responded, "At the time, I probably was." 
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Officer Kocher was asked how the conversation ended, and he stated, "I thought I had 
said thanks. Basically, thanks, urn, for looking into it and probably hung up. I can't 
specifically recall the words I used on that phone call." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he has ever had a personality conflict with Lt. Edwards, and 
he responded, "Yes, sir. There has been an extensive negative history with Lt. Edwards 
and I from the point of him being my lieutenant in Fourth Precinct to him being my 
Inspector and some other Internal Affairs, or internal events that have occurred with him 
and of course myself." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he felt that Lt. Edwards has treated him unfairly because of 
these interactions, and he responded, "My personal opinion is there is, correction, he 
harbors a personal vendetta against me." 

Officer Kocher was asked if he received a phone call from Lt. Edwards, and he 
acknowledged that he did. 

He was asked about the content of the conversation, and he responded, "I remember 
when Lt. Edwards answered the phone, I said did you call my cellphone? Lt. Edwards 
said yes. I said why did you call my phone, Lee? I didn't give you permission to call my 
phone. This is my personal phone. Why are you calling me? I thought his reply was 
Sgt. Smulski told me you, being Jeremiah, told me, Lt. Edwards, to fuck off. I thought 
my reply was, no, Lee, I said you can go fuck yourself." 

This investigator showed Officer Kocher the transcript of the conversation between 
himself and Lt. Edwards, and asked him if he thought it was accurate. Officer Kocher 
thought there may have been some portions missing. 

Note: This investigator later went to the 5th precinct and obtained a CD copy of the 
original audio file, and found that the transcription was in fact, accurate. It should be 
noted that the beginning of the conversation was not recorded, as Lt. Edwards did not 
begin recording the call initially. 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

Officer Kocher was asked if he has had any further interaction with Lt. Edwards or Sgt. 
Smulski, either on the day of the incident, or at any time after, and he responded that he 
has not. 
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Officer Kocher was asked if he had any additional information to provide regarding this 
case, and he responded, "I would like to reiterate it was off duty. Oh, I was never on 
duty. I don't recall ever stating I was on duty, and that Lt. Edwards and I do have a very 
negative history 

13.43 
13.43 - Personnel Data 

Officer Kocher was asked if there was anything else, and he responded, "Yes, sir. I 
would like to add I do understand you do have to respect the rank, not necessarily the 
person. If I could look back and do a hindsight 20/20, my choice of language and my 
behavior was unprofessional, and because of who I work for, for my Inspector, I brought 
some embarrassment on myself and I lost my temper when I should've maintained more 
professionalism and for that, I apologize." 

The interview was then terminated at 1057 hours. 

Telephone Transcript and Audio Recording Review 

This investigator went to the 5th Precinct and met with Police Support Technician 1 
Sandra Kellogg, who had transcribed the phone call. This investigator requested that 
Sandra Kellogg copy the audio file of the recording to a CD. Sandra Kellogg did so, and 
the CD is included in Section #13. 

This investigator reviewed the CD to ensure that the transcript was complete and accurate 
and that no portions of the recording were left out or altered. 

This investigator identified five corrections or additions of "inaudibles." None of the 
corrections are significant or fundamentally change the nature of the conversation 
between Officer Kocher and Lt. Edwards. 

This investigator's corrections are made in pen and ink and the corrected copy is found in 
Section fin. 

13.43 - Personnel Data 
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WorkForce Director Schedule, Sgt. Smulski, 5th Pet. 13.43 

WorkForce Director showed Sgt. Kathy Smulski to be working a "Regular" day on 7-19-
2014. 

WorkForce Director Schedule, Lt. Edwards, 5th Pet. 13.43 

WorkForce Director showed Lt. Lee Edwards to be scheduled for an "OFF" day for 7-19-
2014, but on that date Lt. Edwards was working "OT" from 1345 to 1700 hours for case 
management. Lt. Edwards entered his time in WorkForce correctly. 

WorkForce Director Schedule, Officer Kocher, 4th Pct. 13.43 

WorkForce Director showed Officer Jeremiah Kocher to have used comp time from 1000 
to 2000 on 7-19-2014. 

Investigation of Off-Duty Status for Officer Kocher 

This investigator looked at various sources to determine if Officer Kocher was in fact 
working a part time job at Stella's Fish Café, and found no evidence to indicate that he 
was. 

These sources include: 

• A phone conversation with SO1 where this investigator asked SO1 if there was any 
record of Officer Kocher, Badge # 3772 signing on for any part time on 7-19-
2014. There was not. 

• SO1 advised that the call sign for Stella's Fish Café is 6543. This investigator ran 
a query for 6543 on 7-19-2014 and found that Officer Canadeo was signed on to 
6543 on 7-19-2014. 

• The Off Duty by Employee Report for Officer Kocher shows 5 approved part 
time jobs, none of which are Stella's Fish Café. 

• VisiNet Locate Personnel/Resources/Unit for Officer Kocher, from 7-1-2014 
through 7-31-2014 shows no activity or sign on for Officer Kocher on 7-19-2014. 

• The Off Duty by Employee Report for Stella's Fish Café shows 6 Officers are 
authorized to work at this job, including Officer Canadeo. Officer Kocher is not 
among those officers. 
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SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS 

Allegations 

Allegation # 1: It is alleged that Officer Jeremiah Kocher told Sgt. Smulski to tell Lt. Lee 
Edwards to "fuck off' after Officer Kocher was told his request for the use of two marked 
MPD squad cars for traffic control for a "pub crawl" event was denied. 

Allegation # 2: It is further alleged that during this same phone conversation, when Sgt. 
Smulski told Officer Kocher that she would not ever speak that way to Lt. Edwards or 
any other Lieutenant, Officer Kocher responded, that "He would tell Lt. Edwards to fuck 
off the next time he saw him." 

Allegation # 3 : Lastly, it is alleged that during this same phone conversation, Officer 
Kocher stated to Sgt. Smulski, "Make sure that you tell him that I am going to tell him to 
fuck off." 

If the above allegations were found to be true it would violate the following: 

5-105 PROFESSIONAL CODE OF CONDUCT 

(A-D) 

12. Employees shall treat all fellow employees with respect. They shall be courteous and 
civil at all times with one another. When on duty in the presence of other employees or 
the public, officers should be referred to by rank. 

14. Employees shall not use any derogatory language or actions which are intended to 
embarrass, humiliate, or shame a person, or do anything intended to incite another to 
violence. 

Investigative Facts 

• Sgt. Kathy Smulski was working as the only Supervisor on 1 3.43 in the Stn 

Precinct on Saturday, 7-19-2014, and received a phone call from Officer Jeremiah 
Kocher at 1310 hours, where Officer Kocher requested the use of marked squads 
for traffic control for a "pub crawl." Sgt. Smulski initially approved the request. 

• At this time, Sgt. Smulski did not understand who the requester was. 

• On that date, Officer Jeremiah Kocher was off duty and was attending a charity 
event at Stella's Fish Café for cystic fibrosis. 
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• When he made his request, Officer Kocher provided his first and last names, and 
stated he was from the 4th Precinct. 

• Officer Kocher did not state he was working an off duty job. 

• Also on 7-19-2014, Lt. Lee Edwards was working an overtime shift at the 5th
Precinct doing case management as part of his duties as the 
Lieutenant. 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

• Sgt. Smulski had second thoughts about approving the request for the squad cars, 
and discussed her decision with Lt. Edwards. 

• When Sgt. Smulski spoke to Lt. Edwards, she did not mention any names as to 
who the requestor was. 

• At the time she spoke to Lt. Edwards, Sgt. Smulski was under the mistaken 
impression that the requestor was Officer Jeremy Hulke. 

• When Lt. Edwards made his decision to disallow the squads, he did not know who 
the requestor was. 

• At 1354 hours, Sgt. Smulski called Officer Kocher back and told him she had 
conferred with Lt. Edwards, and the request for the squad cars was denied. 

• Officer Kocher admits that during this phone conversation he told Sgt. Smulski 
that Lt. Edwards "can go fuck himself." 

• Officer Kocher admits that he had reiterated a few times during the phone 
conversation with Sgt. Smulski that Lt. Edwards "can fuck himself." 

• Officer Kocher did not tell Lt. Edwards directly to "fuck himself." 

• In his statement, Officer Kocher acknowledged that he lost his temper and that his 
behavior was unprofessional and brought embarrassment on himself and his 
Inspector, and apologized for his actions. 

I confirm that the informat on I provided in this case is true to the best of my knowledge. 

Res 

Sgt. Matthew McLean 

Internal Affairs Unit 
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IN THE MATTER OF ARBITRATION OPINION & AWARD 

-between-
Grievance Arbitration 

THE POLICE OFFICERS' 
FEDERATION of MINNEAPOLIS 

Re: Employee Discipline 
-and-

1_1 

E  j

Li 

L 

THE CITY of MINNEAPOLIS 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 

Before: Jay C. Fogelberg 
Neutral Arbitrator 

Representation-

For the Employer: Trina Chernos, Asst.City Attorney 

For the Federation: Joseph A. Kelly, Attorney 

Statement of Jurisdiction 8. Uncontested Facts-

The Collective Bargaining Agreement duly executed by the parties 

provides, in Article 5, for an appeal to binding arbitration of those disputes 

that remain unresolved after being processed through the initial two steps of 

the procedure. A formal complaint was submitted by the Federation on 

behalf of the Grievant on February 23, 2015, alleging that the Employer 

lacked just cause for issuing a 13.43 - Personnel Data to the 

Grievant. Eventually, the matter was appealed to binding arbitration when 
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the parties were unable to satisfactorily resolve their dispute during 

discussions at the intermittent steps. 

The undersigned was then selected from a panel of neutrals mutually 

agreed upon by the parties and a hearing was convened in Minneapolis on 

September 10, 2015. At that time, each side presented oral arguments, 

witnesses, and supportive documentation. At the conclusion of the 

proceedings the parties agreed to submit written summary briefs which were 

received on or about September 29, 2015. Thereafter, the hearing was 

deemed officially closed. 

The parties have stipulated to the following statement of the issue. 

The Issue-

Did the Grievant's 13.43 - Personnel Data satisfy the just cause 

provision found in Section 4.1 of the parties' Master Agreement? If not, what 

shall the appropriate remedy be? 

Preliminary Statement of the Facts-

The majority of the facts surrounding this matter are not in dispute. 

The record developed during the course of the proceedings indicates that 

the Grievant, Jeremiah Kocher, has been a Patrolman on the City of 
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