
City of Minneapolis 
Minneapolis Police Department GRIEVANCE 

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
and 

Police Officers' Federation of Minneapolis 
Blayne Lehner (Grievance # 12-21) 

This Settlement Agreement is made and entered into by and between the City of Minneapolis (the "City") and 
the Police Officers' Federation of Minneapolis (the "Federation"). 

WHEREAS, Grievant Blayne Lehner ("Grievant') is represented by his exclusive bargaining representative, 
the Federation; 

WHEREAS, the City and the Federation are parties to a Labor Agreement ("Labor Agreement") that governs 
the terms and conditions of Federation members' employment; 

WHEREAS, the City imposed discipline upon the Grievant in four separate IA cases as follows: 

IA File No. Sustained MPD P/P Discipline Imposed 
12-46 5-105(15) Professional Code of 

Conduct (B) 
Letter of Reprimand 

12-74 5-102 Use of Discretion (B) 
9-200 Search and Seizure (B) 
5-303 Authorized Use of Force (B) 13.43 Personnel Data- 

12-93 5-303 Authorized Use of Force (C) 
12-95 5-303 Authorized Use of Force (B) Letter of Reprimand 

WHEREAS, the Federation timely filed Grievance No. 12-21 alleging that the City did not have just cause to 
discipline the Grievant in the four cases, in violation of Section 4.1 and 4.2 of the Labor Agreement; 

WHEREAS, Article 5, Section 5,4, subd. 2 of the Labor Agreement states: "The Chief of Police shall have the 
full authority of City Council to resolve the grievance;" and 

WHEREAS, the City, the Federation and the Grievant desire to amicably settle all issues relating to this 
grievance and without resort to arbitration. 

NOW THEREFORE, the City, the Federation and the Grievant agree as follows: 

1. The Federation and Grievant shall withdraw with prejudice Grievance # 12-21. 
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2. In consideration of the withdrawal of Grievance # 12-21, the City shall 
fifteen (15) hours 

13.43 - Personnel Data 
13.43 - Personnel Data 

13.43 the suspensions to 

3. The Federation, as an entity and on behalf of its members individually, agrees that this 
Settlement Agreement shall not be used in any arbitration or proceeding, except to enforce the 
terms of this Settlement Agreement. The Federation's bargaining unit members are bound by this 
Agreement as if they entered into it individually. 

This Agreement and its terms shall not establish any precedent within the City and are without 
precedent or prejudice to future cases. The terms of this Agreement, the circumstances of this 
case and the discussions leading to this Agreement shall not be referred to, directly or indirectly, 
in any future case involving any City employee. The terms of this Agreement shall be of no 
value as evidence and shall not be submitted as evidence in any arbitration, hearing, appeal or 
other proceeding involving any City employee. 

If this provision is violated in any arbitration, hearing, appeal or other proceeding, a mistrial may 
be declared. If either party or its representative violates this provision and causes the mistrial, the 
offending party shall be responsible for the Arbitrator's or Hearing Officer's fee and court 
reporter's fees, if any, and other expenses associated with the mistrial. 

FOR THE CITY: F P R THE FEDERATION: 

é Harteau 
of of Police 

Date: 
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Delmonico, President 

Dated 

GRIEVA1 

Blayne L 
Dated: 
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MINNEAPOLIS POLICE DEPARTMENT 
Internal Affairs Unit 

Administrative Case #12-46 
Sgt. Scott Zierden 

June 22, 2012 

CASE BACKGROUND 

This administrative investigation was started after video, and a related news story 

showing a photographer from KSTP channel 5 having his camera knocked from his 

shoulder by a Minneapolis Police officer, was broadcast by many local "mainstream" 

media outlets as well as on the internet. The incident occurred at approximately 2300 

hours on 04/07/2012 at S 9th St and Nicollet Mall while arrests were being made (CCN 

12-104459) during a "Reoccupy Minneapolis" protest. 

There were many news and personal cameras recording the incident as it occurred 

and the video was on the internet immediately afterwards. The officer in the incident was 

identified as Officer Blayne Lehner (badge #4073). 

CASE INVESTIGATION 

On 04/07/2012, the "reoccupy Minneapolis" protest began at approximately 1800 

hours with a gathering at Peavy Plaza in downtown Minneapolis. The protesters brought 

tents and intended to set them up on.the plaza for overnight stays. However, when they 

were informed that their conduct would be in violation of City ordinance and could lead 

to their arrest, the protesters picked up their property and moved to Loring Park for 
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another protest. They would return to Peavey Plaza and ultimately begin marching on 

Nicollet Mall. 

As the protesters were moving northbound on the Mall they were walking in the 

street and obstructing traffic. As they marched, the protesters were ordered several times 

to leave the street and to not obstruct traffic. At S 9th St and Nicollet Mall another order 

was given to the protesters to clear the streets, and when they did not do so, officers 

moved in to make arrests. Officers made twelve arrests during the incident. 

Many video recordings of the incident exist (from City cameras as well as 

personal cameras that were posted on YouTube). In the videos posted on YouTube, 

Sergeant Jeff Jindra is seen arresting Troy Amlee (AP/12) and has him up against a 

marked SUV squad that was parked in the intersection. At the same time, Sergeant Torn 

Ryan was arresting Benjamin Painter (AP/3) and was walking him behind Sergeant 

Jindra towards another location to complete the arrest. 

Behind Sergeant Jindra is a civilian cameraman from KSTP channel 5, Chad 

Nelson, complainant. As Sergeant Ryan. walks past Sergeant Jindra, the cameraman 

appears to be recording and has his back to Sergeant Jindra as he follows Sergeant Ryan. 

In the video, Sergeant Ryan is moving left to right with his arrested party. As he moves, 

the cameraman follows behind him. 

Moving from right to left in the video is an MPD officer who walks past Sergeant 

Ryan and moves towards the cameraman. As he passes Sergeant Ryan, the officer begins 

raising his right hand. He then takes his right hand and pushes the camera off of the 

cameraman's right shoulder. The officer pushes up on the camera and pushes it 

completely off the cameraman's shoulder and to the ground. 
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The officer immediately turns left, away from the cameraman, and moves to 

another male with a camera that had moved closer to Sergeant Jindra as he was making 

his arrest. The officer grabs this male (AP4/Neef) and puts him up against the same SUV 

squad that Sergeant Jindra was using and takes him into custody. At that time the 

officer's face is seen in the video and it appears to be Officer Blayne Lehner. 

The KSTP cameraman immediately protested the actions by Officer Lehner and 

attempted to follow him, however, in the video, Officer Lehner is seen pointing at the 

cameraman and saying something to Sergeant Chris Pickhardt who then escorts the 

cameraman to the sidewalk. 

The cameraman would examine his equipment and then seek out the incident 

commander. He would ultimately speak with the incident executive officer, Sergeant 

Gary Nelson, as well as Lieutenant Dean Christiansen, the incident commander. The 

initial news stories of the incident reported by the media indicated that the camera was 

"smashed" and the cameraman was injured in the incident. 

A criminal review of the incident was conducted by the City Attorney's Office; 

reviewing the officer's actions for possible charges of criminal damage to property and 

assault. The review would reveal that neither charge was appropriate in this case based 

on the evidence available. [An e-mail from Nelson's attorney, Anders Folk, dated 

04/17/2012 would indicate that there was no damage to the camera that had been knocked 

to the ground; and thus, no basis for a damage to property criminal charge.] 

A memorandum was prepared by Lieutenant Glampe for release to the media regarding 

the criminal review. That memo and Mr. Folk's e-mail are retained in the 

"MISCELLANEOUS" section of this file. 
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Statement of Chad M. Nelson (KSTP cameraman) 

KSTP cameraman Chad M. Nelson, complainant, was interviewed for this 

investigation on 04/11/2012 at the MPD Internal Affairs Unit. Complainant was 

accompanied by his attorney, Anders Folk, for the interview. Nelson is twenty-eight 

years old and has worked as a cameraman for KSTP for approximately eighteen months. 

Nelson stated that he was the only KSTP cameraman assigned to cover the 

"Reoccupy Minneapolis" protest on 04/07/2012 and that he was recording the arrests of 

protesters at S 9th St and Nicollet Mall. As he was recording he filmed one officer and 

then began filming a second arrest. He had his microphone out because the arrestee "was 

yelling some form of protest." As he was filming the second arrestee his camera was 

struck from his "blindside." He claimed that he never saw the contact coming and that 

his camera was "uppercut and punched into the air." 

Because he was "shooting off the shoulder," Nelson had his eye against the 

eyepiece of the camera, so that when the camera was struck his head and neck were 

pushed back with it. The camera was knocked backward and to the ground with Nelson's 

hand still in the strap, pulling him with it. Nelson stated that there was no warning before 

the camera was hit and the officer said nothing to him after the contact. 

After the camera fell to the ground it stopped working. Nelson took out his cell 

phone and he began taking still photos of the scene. He was able to power his camera 

down and power it up again a short time later and he was able to record again, however, 

the contact by the officer was hard enough to knock the memory card loose and interrupt 

the recording. 
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At the time of the interview, Nelson did not know an estimate of the damages to 

the camera. He stated that the camera had been checked by a station technician, and that 

a "Frezi light" had been broken. He added that there did not appear to be any external 

damage to the camera. He was asked to provide a damage estimate as soon as possible. 

Nelson acknowledged that during the protest he heard the warnings to get out of 

the street. However, he claimed that although "technically" he was in the street, he was 

"in the crosswalk" crossing the street when the arrests began and he was simply recording 

the arrests. 

After the camera had been knocked from his shoulder, Nelson thought about 

confronting the officer, however, he "thought better of it" and sought out a supervisor 

instead. He spoke with both Sergeant Gary Nelson and Lieutenant Dean Christiansen and 

told them what had occurred. He explained to them that his camera had been knocked to 

the ground and that he had been knocked over with it. He added that he did not tell either 

of them that he was knocked to the ground. 

Nelson stated that his neck "was pretty sore" as a result of the camera being 

shoved off of his shoulder and that his arm was "twisted" as a result of it being in the 

camera strap when the camera was shoved. Because he was sore, he went to urgent care 

the next day and no injuries were found. 

Nelson stated that he believed that the officer committed an assault against him 

and he believed that the officer was intending to harm him because the camera is "an 

extension" of him; so by hitting the camera, the officer was actually hitting him. 

However, when asked what he believed should happen to the officer, Nelson gave no 
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opinion, stating "That's up to you guys to decide," and adding "I can't tell someone else 

how to reprimand somebody." 

Statement of Lieutenant Dean Christiansen 

Lieutenant Dean Christiansen was interviewed for this investigation on 

04/11/2012 at the Internal Affairs Unit. Lieutenant Christiansen has been with the 

Minneapolis Police Department for over twenty years and is currently assigned as a 

lieutenant supervising the First Precinct 13.43 

On 04/07/2012, Lieutenant Christiansen was assigned as the incident commander 

for the "Reoccupy Minneapolis" protest that started at Peavy Plaza on Nicollet Mall. At 

approximately 2300 hours, after several orders had been given for the protesters to clear 

the streets, Lieutenant Christiansen gave the order for officers to arrest any protesters 

who did not leave the street. 

Lieutenant Christiansen was informed by the Executive Officer at the scene that 

an incident had occurred between an officer and a cameraman. The cameraman then 

approached Lieutenant Christiansen and stated that "he had been pushed down by an 

officer and that his camera had been damaged." 

Lieutenant Christiansen was not shown any damage on the camera, nor did he 

observe any. The cameraman never claimed to be injured and displayed no visible 

injuries. From the short conversation that had occurred, Lieutenant Christiansen believed 

that the cameraman had been knocked to the ground during the incident. The cameraman 

did not know the officer's name and stated that he would not be able to identify the 

officer. 
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Lieutenant Christiansen did not see the interaction between the officer and the 

cameraman, but he watched a video of the incident later on. Lieutenant Christiansen 

believed that the incident happened because the cameraman was too close to Sergeant 

Jeff Jindra as he was making an arrest. He added that he believes that Officer Lehner 

"was doing what he thought was right at the time," however, he acknowledged that "it 

just didn't look good for the department." 

Statement of Lieutenant Greg Reinhardt 

Lieutenant Greg Reinhardt was interviewed for this investigation on 04/13/2012 

at the Internal Affairs Unit, Lieutenant Reinhardt has worked for the Minneapolis Police 

Department for over twenty years and is currently assigned as a lieutenant supervising the 

13.43 Unit. 

On 04/07/2012, Lieutenant Reinhardt was working a buy-back detail at the 

"Occupy Minnesota" protest. He was assigned as a strike team leader, and was assisting 

with recovering property dropped by arrestees at S 9th St and Nicollet Mall when he 

observed an interaction between a police officer and a cameraman. 

Lieutenant Reinhardt saw the cameraman in a position that put him too close to 

arresting officers. The cameraman was "obviously" not one of the protesters according to 

Lieutenant Reinhardt. 

As Lieutenant Reinhardt watched, the officer walked towards the cameraman. 

The officer did not have a prisoner and he was not carrying anything. The officer walked 

towards the cameraman and "knocked the camera, or pushed the camera away from the 
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officers who were doing their work." The officer then walked away and did not arrest the 

cameraman. 

Lieutenant Reinhardt did not recall where the officer went after the contact and he 

did not speak directly with the cameraman. After the incident, he was speaking with 

Sergeant Nelson when the cameraman approached them to complain. As the cameraman 

was talking, Lieutenant Reinhardt observed that there appeared to be no damage to the 

camera and the cameraman did not appear to be injured. 

Lieutenant Reinhardt stated that he believes that what the officer did was a use of 

force because the officer "was moving, directing, maybe apprehending the person" and 

the camera is "basically attached to the person" when contact was made. Seeing the 

incident, Lieutenant Reinhardt was "alarmed enough" by the officer's conduct that he 

reported it to both the incident commander as well as the executive officer. 

When asked if he believed that the incident brought discredit to the department, 

Lieutenant Reinhardt stated that it depended on the officer's intent. According to 

Lieutenant Reinhardt, if the intent was to protect other officers from perceived harm, then 

the officer's technique was deficient. If, however, the intent was to deny media access to 

the incident, whether the access was appropriate or not, the actions look unfavorable for 

the department. 

Lieutenant Reinhardt added that the cameraman in this incident was "about five 

feet away" from officers during the arrests, and "was right in the thick of it." However, 

the entire incident was "pretty fluid" and there was a lot of movement, but he did not see 

any aggressive activity by anyone. 
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Statement of Sergeant Gary Nelson 

Sergeant Gary Nelson was interviewed for this investigation on 04/16/2012 at the 

Internal Affairs Unit. Sergeant Nelson has worked for the Minneapolis Police 

Department for seventeen years and is currently assigned as a supervisor for the First 

Precinct 13.43 

On 04/07/2012, Sergeant Nelson was assigned as the executive officer (under the 

Incident Commander, Lieutenant Dean Christiansen) for the detail that was working the 

"Reoccupy Minneapolis" protest that was taking place at Peavey Plaza in downtown 

Minneapolis. 

Approximately thirty-five officers, sergeants, and lieutenants were assigned to the 

detail; the supervisory personnel roll-called at the First Precinct at 1600 hours and the 

officers roll-called at 1700 hours. Sergeant Nelson provided a list of the employees 

assigned to the detail. At the roll call, Sergeant Nelson told the officers that "We do not 

want to make this story a story about the Minneapolis Police Department. This story 

needs to be about Occupy Minnesota's Re-Occupation event." 

The protest began and moved from Peavey Plaza to Loring Park and back to 

Peavey Plaza before moving down Nicollet Mall. At approximately 2300 hours near S 

9th St and Nicollet Mall, Sergeant Nelson gave an order over the loudspeaker of his 

vehicle for the protesters to leave the street. When they refused to do so the order was 

given to begin making arrests. 

Sergeant Nelson did not see the interaction between Officer Lehner and the 

cameraman, because he was making an arrest of his own when it happened. He was 

informed of the incident a short time later when the cameraman approached him and told 
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him about it. The cameraman was "very agitated and angry" when he approached 

Sergeant Nelson and told the sergeant that an officer had pushed his camera out of his 

hand and to the ground, and pushed him to the ground as well. Sergeant Nelson did not 

recall the exact words used by the cameraman. 

The cameraman did not know which officer had pushed his camera, and added 

that he was not sure if he had captured the incident on video as his camera was now 

broken. The cameraman did not say what the damages were to the camera and he did not 

allege to be injured. Sergeant Nelson did not see any injuries on the cameraman. 

Sergeant Nelson apologized to the cameraman and arranged for him to speak with the 

Incident Commander, Lieutenant Christiansen, when the scene had settled down. 

A short time after speaking with the cameraman, Sergeant Nelson was approached 

by Lieutenant Greg Reinhardt. Lieutenant Reinhardt stated that he saw the interaction 

between the cameraman and the officer. Lieutenant Reinhardt told Sergeant Nelson that 

the cameraman was in the street and "kind of close to the officers," corroborating that the 

incident did in fact occur. Lieutenant Reinhardt never indicated to Sergeant Nelson that 

there was any misconduct on the part of the officer. 

Sergeant Nelson had seen videos of the incident several times before he provided 

his statement for this investigation. When asked if he believed that the officer's actions 

were necessary, Sergeant Nelson stated that if the officer's actions were intentional, he 

"would have a very weak argument" that the conduct "was anything other than 

misconduct." However, if the cameraman was "getting into his (Officer Lehner's) face" 

and he put his hand up to stop it, "there would be a stronger argument that...it was not 

misconduct." 
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Sergeant Nelson added that part of the strategy during the protest was to keep the 

focus on the protesters and not let the issue become the MPD. He stressed this to the 

officers at roll call. According to Sergeant Nelson, Officer Lehner's actions were not 

"helpful as far as our strategy." When asked if the officer's actions brought discredit to 

the department, Sergeant Nelson replied, "I think in the way it. ..played out, yes." 

Statement of Officer Blayne Lehner 

Officer Blayne Lehner was interviewed for this investigation at the MPD Internal 

Affairs Unit on 05/15/2012. Prior to the interview, Officer Lehner was offered the 

opportunity to view videos of the incident at issue. In the notification letter for the 

interview, Officer Lehner was also sent three hyperlinks to the YouTube videos of the 

incident which he stated he was able to open and view. 

He was also shown the video from the Safe Zone camera at 9th St and Nicollet 

Mall prior to the video. One other video, made by the MPD B of I, could not be loCated 

that day. [Officer Lehner would come to the IAU office and view that video on 

05/29/2012 at 1340 hours.] 

Officer Lehner has worked for the Minneapolis Police Department for thirteen 

years and is currently assigned to the beat on the Third Precinct 13.43 . On 

04/07/2012, Officer Lehner was part of an off-duty detail assigned to the "Reoccupy 

Minneapolis" protest in downtown Minneapolis. 

At the start of the interview, Officer Lehner acknowledged that he is the officer in 

the videos depicting the interaction with the cameraman. He also acknowledged that at 

the briefing at the start of the detail on 04/07/2012, Sergeant Nelson did tell the officers 
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