
the man beside her if he thought the officer had been a little aggressive and the man 

concurred. After she walked a few blocks, she made the 911 call.'2

14. At a Civil Service Commission hearing in May, 2011, Jacob Johnson 

testified about what he observed on June 9, 2010. Mr. Johnson was sweeping near the 

exit to the ramp at the time of the incident. At the time of this hearing, he was serving 

with the Army National Guard and unavailable to testify; his testimony from the 

Commission hearing was admitted in lieu of his live testimony.13

15. Mr. Johnson saw the Respondent directing traffic out of the ramp, and Mr. 

Dahl moved forward before the Respondent's hand was fully down. Mr. Johnson heard 

the warning buzzer indicating that another car was exiting and heard Respondent shout 

at the bicyclist. Mr. Johnson stated that Mr. Dahl hit a bump and fell from his bike, 

landed on his hands and knees and stood up with his fists clenched to defend himself. 

At no time did he see Mr. Dahl act in a threatening way toward the Respondent. 

Respondent ordered Mr. Dahl to the ground, took the bike and placed it against the wall 

of the ramp, handcuffed Mr. Dahl and put him against the wall, took his ID, and went 

into the cashier's booth to check the ID. The call took approximately ten minutes. 

Respondent came back to Mr. Dahl, wrote out a citation and spent five or ten minutes 

talking to Mr. Dahl. At that point, he removed the handcuffs and Mr. Dahl walked his 

bicycle down the sidewalk. Mr. Johnson did not believe that Respondent was 

aggressive, that he had pushed Mr. Dahl off the bike, or that Respondent had scolded 

or yelled at Mr. Dahl.14

16. A second ramp employee, Vernon Erickson, was also on duty at the 

parking ramp at the time of the incident, but he did not see the incident. When he 

arrived near the cashier booth, Mr. Dahl was standing by the building with his bicycle; 

the Respondent was near him; Mr. Erickson did not hear any shouting or argument. th

17. The Respondent explained that he was directing traffic and had stopped 

the traffic and the bicyclist. He did not recall seeing any pedestrians. His hand was still 

up to stop traffic so that the last car could exit the ramp when the bicyclist moved 

forward. Because Mr. Dahl was crossing in front of the exit, the Respondent shouted at 

him and ran after him. After rolling past the exit lane, Mr. Dahl fell from his bicycle. The 

Respondent stated that he had reached out to stop the bicycle by grabbing for the bar 

below the seat and was within a foot or two of it, but denied that he had actually had 

contact with it. The Respondent believed that Mr. Dahl lost his balance and got tangled 

in the bike pedals when he turned to look at the Respondent.16

18. According to the Respondent, as Mr. Dahl attempted to crawl away and 

run, he came up with his fists clenched. In fear of being hit, the Respondent hand-

12 Ex. 9. 
13 Ex. 17 (recording); Ex. 16A at 150-157 (transcript). 
14 Ex. 16A at 116-126, 129-130, 135, 138, Ex. 12 at 6-7. 
15 Test. of V Erickson. 
16 Test. of Respondent. See also Ex. 12 at ¶ 31. 
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cuffed Mr. Dahl. He moved the bicycle against the wall of the building and asked Mr. 

Dahl for identification.17

19. The Respondent removed Mr. Dahl's Wisconsin driver's license from his 

backpack and went to the cashier's booth to check it. The Respondent believed that it 

was an invalid license because Mr. Dahl was living in Minnesota, and, although he does 

not recall clipping the corner of the license, he would ordinarily clip an invalid license.18

20. According to Respondent, Mr. Dahl walked away, then got on his bicycle 

and rode off. Respondent did not observe any injury to Mr. Dahl or damage to the 

bicycle.19

21. At the time, the Respondent did not check to see if Mr. Johnson or others 

had observed the incident. Respondent claimed that he filed a report of the incident on 

the police department's CAPRS report system, but there was no evidence that he did 

so. 

22. Scott R. Gerlicher has been a Deputy Police Chief for the Minneapolis 

Police Department for five years, and previously held positions as Inspector and 

Commander of the Third Precinct, lieutenant, sergeant, and officer. As Deputy Chief, 

Gerlicher oversees the Professional Standards Bureau, which includes training of 

officers and oversight of Internal Affairs. Deputy Chief Gerlicher participated on the 

disciplinary panel that provided the "Laudermill hearing" to the Respondent prior to his 

termination. 2°

23. Deputy Chief Gerlicher stated that Respondent had acted inappropriately 

and used poor judgment when he ran after Mr. Dahl, arrested him, held him while 

running the identification check, and clipped Mr. Dahl's license. Also, based on his 

review of the statements of the witness, Mr. Dahl and Respondent, Gerlicher concluded 

that Respondent had used excessive force. For these reasons, he concluded that 

Respondent, while working off-duty, had failed to act in a manner consist ent with 

Department policy, that his actions were inappropriate and illogical, that he committed 

malfeasance, and that he was not entitled to indemnification and defense.21

24. Deputy Chief Gerlicher stated that he considered Ms. Johansen's 

statements credible because she immediately called 911, she had no connection to Mr. 

Dahl, her later statement, made to a police officer as part of an investigation, was 

consistent, and she had no reason to misstate what she observed. Her statement and 

Mr. Dahl's were largely consistent. Although Deputy Chief Gerlicher acknowledged that 

Ms. Johansen had not signed the transcribed interview, he had confidence in the police 

staff to properly transcribe the recording, and it would be a serious breach of protocol to 

alter the statement. More often than not, the statements are not reviewed and signed. 

17 Test. of Respondent.
18 Test. of Respondent 
18 Test. of Respondent 
20 Test. of Gerlicher. 
21 Test. of Gerlicher. 
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In addition, Deputy Chief Gerlicher stated that the public is typically reluctant to report 

police misconduct for fear of retaliation or bringing their own actions under scrutiny.2

25. Deputy Chief Gerlicher stated that a bicyclist moving along the bike lane in 

front of the ramp is not in violation of any law. An officer who is aiding motorists as they 

exit from a parking ramp is not directing traffic. Chasing Mr. Dahl, placing him in 

handcuffs and then clipping his driver's license were entirely unjustified. In addition, 

Gerlicher believed the statements of Mr. Dahl and Ms. Johansen that the Respondent 

had used unnecessary force, shoving or pulling Mr. Dahl off his bicycle and to the 

ground. Gerlicher was also concerned about Respondent's failure to file a report and 

his insistence that Mr. Dahl "broke the rules."23

26. Deputy Chief Gerlicher acknowledged that his conclusion about the 

truthfulness of Ms. Johansen's and Mr. Dahl's statements was based on Respondent's 

insistence on "the rules," and was colored by prior experience with the Respondent, 

including a 20-day suspension for poor treatment of a cab driver.24

27. A hearing was held on behalf of the Minneapolis Civil Service Commission 

on May 12 and 18, 2011, to address the police department's proposed termination of 

the Respondent. The Civil Service Commissioner issued her report on June 24, 2011.25

28. A portion of the Respondent's statement during the police department's 

investigation was included in the Civil Service Commissioner's report. Respondent 

stated that Mr. Dahl started to cross in front of the parking ramp exit against 

Respondent's direction, that Respondent ran after Mr. Dahl and that Mr. Dahl fell when 

he turned to look at Respondent, just as Respondent was ready to grab the bicycle. 

Respondent asserted that Mr. Dahl got up with his fists clenched, and, because 

Respondent feared for his safety, he immediately handcuffed Mr. Dahl and removed his 

wallet from his pocket. Respondent denied using a take-down technique or force; he 

did not punch or strike Mr. Dahl. His usual practice is to grab the bicycle rather than the 

rider. Respondent asserted that he wrote a citation for failing to obey an officer 

directing traffic, uncuffed Mr. Dahl and released him.26

29. Respondent's testimony during the Civil Service hearing was largely 

consistent with his prior statement.27

30. At the Civil Service hearing, Respondent acknowledged that he would 

have yelled at Respondent until Respondent complied with his directions and hand-

cuffed him, and that in traffic, his voice would have been loud.28

22 Test. of Gerlicher. 
23 Test. of Gerlicher. 
24 Test. of Gerlicher; Ex 12 at'11117 and 8. 
25 Ex. 12. 
26 Ex. 12 at 10. 
27 Ex. 16B at 391-406.
28 Ex. 16B at 401. 
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