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CASE BACKGROUND 

On May 30, 2011 Minneapolis Police Officers were on patrol when they heard what they believed to be 

several gunshots coming from the area of Lowery and Dupont Avenue North. While in the area Officers 

began to pursue a suspect on foot. While pursing the suspect, one of the pursuing officers aired that the 

suspect was seen carrying a gun. The suspect, identified later as Kenya Louis Corday Montgomery 

(hereinafter referred to as Montgomery) continued to evade officers for several minutes until ultimately 

he was arrested and taken into custody. The officers involved in arresting Montgomery include, Officer 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

Officer John Trangsrud (Trangsrud), 13.43 - Personnel Data , and 13.43 

Segments of Montgomery being arrested by the aforementioned officers was 

captured by the Mobile Video Recorder (MVR) installed in marked squad 424. 

Hennepin County Attorney, Santo Cruz, after viewing the images of the arrest in preparation for trial, 

contacted the investigator assigned to the case, MPD Sergeant Greg Freeman. Mr. Cruz was concerned 

that the images would have a negative impact on the jury if the tape was to be admitted as evidence. 

Sergeant Freeman notified the Commander of Internal Affairs, 13.43 - Personnel Data and made him 

aware of the video. After viewing the video, 

case alleging that 

13.43 

13.43 Trangsrud, 13.43 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

and 13.43 

directed me to initiate an administrative 

violated MPD Policy 

CASE INVESTIGATION 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

Site Visit — I conducted a site visit at the location of arrest, 3111 Emerson Avenue North — So Low 

Grocery Outlet. I checked the surrounding area for any potential video cameras that may have captured 

images of the arrest. While doing so I made contact with the Chief Carryout Officer, Scott Godes, who 

works for So Low Grocery Outlet. Mr. Godes informed me that the only camera that he knew of in the 

area was the camera located on the northeast corner of the store. Mr. Godes informed me that this camera 

does not record the area in which the arrest of Montgomery took place in that the camera only covers the 

parking lot area. 
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I also noticed there to be a traffic camera affixed to one of the stop lights located at the intersection of 

Lowry and Emerson. I later sent a request to the commander of the 13.43 - Personnel Data 

Lieutenant Rugel in which I requested his assistance in recovering any images related to this incident that 

may have been captured by the camera at Lowry/Emerson. I was notified by Rugel that the images are 

only stored for 14 days and as such no such images were recoverable. 

Video Review — I reviewed a copy of the MVR tape and separated the individual officers by placing their 

actions into a linear timeline. This timeline is included in the case summary and is labeled as MVR 

Timeline. 

CAPRS Review — In researching this case I found that when the force used by officers during this 

incident was originally reviewed by Internal Affairs it was approved based on the officers reports. 

However, the Supervisors Force Review was found to be insufficient 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

In comparing the accused officer's reports to that of the aforementioned video I found all their statements 

to be accurate with the exception of one instance contained in the supplement of 13.43 This instance 

occurred on the video at 23:45:32 and involves 13.43 using his left foot to stomp in a downward motion 

towards Montgomery. This action is not listed in 

formal interview.1

13.43 

13.43 's report however it was addressed during his 

Statement — I conducted a formal interview with 13.43 on July 26, 2011. The 

following is a summary from his vantage point as to the incident and the force used during the arrest of 

Montgomery. 

13.43 
13.43 

was driving a marked squad when he observed Montgomery running from other officers. 
believed Montgomery was the suspect in a person with a gun call. He stated that CRT 

officers had seen him with a gun.2

13.43 believes that the voice heard on the squad MVR is him saying, "get down on the ground."3

When 13.43 was initially approaching Montgomery he remembers thinking that Montgomery was 
tired and that he was the only officer in the immediate area. 13.43 believed that Montgomery was 
deciding weather or not to fight or try and escape. Based on his previous experiences and his years of 

training, 13.43 closed the gap between himself and Montgomery as quickly as possible with 
the intent to gain control of Montgomery as quickly as possible .° 
13.43 

2 

3 

4 

13.43 

statement pg. 8 (24-30) 
statement pg. 3 (4-18) 
statement pg. 3 (29-39) 
statement pg. 4 (1-26) 

2 
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• This strikes delivered to Montgomery were done so as a means to gain compliance so that 
Montgomery could be handcuffed.' 

Throughout the entire incident 13.43 continued to believe that Montgomery was armed with a 
weapon and as such believed him to be a threat.6

The point in the video in which it appears as though 13.43 stomped on Montgomery was not 
accurate in that 13.43 actually missed Montgomery. 13.43 stated that his intention in trying to 
stomp on Montgomery was to gain control of his foot because Montgomery was still flailing around.' 

At one point in the video it looks as though officer 13.43 approached 
wrist. 13.43 believes that this is an optical illusion and asserts that 

13.43 
13.43 

and grabbed his riht 
never grabbed his wrist. 

Officer Tranesrud: Statement — I conducted a formal interview with Trangsrud on July 26, 2011. The 

following is a summary from his vantage point as to the incident and the force used during the arrest of 

Montgomery. 

At the point 13.43 was entering the parking lot, Trangsrud estimates that he was running behind the 
squad approximately 40 yards away. It was his belief that Montgomery was the suspect in a person 
with a gun call and that he had been seen by other officers to have been in possession of a gun.9

When he first arrives at the arrest location, Trangsrud observed 13.43 attempting to take the suspect 
into custody. Trangsrud felt that Montgomery was actively resisting in that Montgomery was not 
following verbal commands. Additionally, Trangsrud believed Montgomery to be armed.I°

The strikes delivered to Montgomery were done so as a means to gain control of Montgomery's arms 
so that he could be handcuffed. Trangsrud stated that he used the kick(s) as a motor 
distraction/dysfunction strike for the purpose of gaining control of Montgomery's hands. He went on 
to say that he was trained to perform this type of strike. Trangsrud delivered a "brachial stun" with the 
purpose of breaking the strength in Montgomery's arm. This strike was delivered in the area of the 
upper back." 

The last kick delivered to Montgomery was to his legs; this was an attempt by Trangsrud to get 
Montgomery's legs under him so that he could be pulled on to his stomach. Montgomery was in a 
half-seated/folded over position at this point. Montgomery was still struggling with officers at this 
point. I2

5 statement pg. 4 (34-40); pg. 5 (24-31); pg. 6 (5-14); pg. 8 (24-37) 
6 statement pg. 6 (20-27) 
7 statement pg. 8 (24-30) 
8 statement pg. 6 (36-40) 
9 Trangsrud statement pg. 2 (19-39) 

Trangsrud statement pg. 3 (10-24) 
Trangsrud statement pg. 3 (26-38); pg. 4 (10-31); pg. 5 (11-39); pg. 7 (1-13) 

12 Trangsrud statement pg. 7 (15-24) 

13.43 

3 
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13.43 

• As 13 43 and 13 43 arrive on scene, Trangsrud stated that his main focus is to gain control of 
Montgomery's arm because he did not want him reaching toward his (Montgomery's) waistband 
because that is where handguns are typically kept.I3

• According to Trangsrud the strikes which he used were done so as a distraction or motor dysfunction 
technique. This type of strike was used as a means to "break the muscle strength in Montgomery's 
arms14" which would allow him to gain control of a suspects hand. I5

• Trangsrud ultimately is the one who places handcuffs on Montgomery; picks him up and places him 
in the rear of the squad.I6

• Looking back on the incident in hindsight, Trangsrud does not believe he would have done anything 
differently. He had been trained by MPD to use the force that was captured in the video." 

13.43 Statement — I conducted a formal interview with 13.43 on July 26, 2011. The following 

is a summary from his vantage point as to the incident and the force used during the arrest of 

Montgomery. 

at one point did see Montgomery running and believed that Montgomery was in possession of 
a gun.18 
13.43 

When 13.43 arrived at the scene of the arrest he observed other officers trying to arrest Montgomery. 
He also believed that Montgomery was armed with a weapon.1°

13.43 positioned himself near Montgomery's feet so that he could help in gaining control of 
Montgomery. 13.43 remembers that Montgomery was kicking his legs around.2°

After seeing that Montgomery was still resisting other officers and their attempts at controlling 
Montgomery were not successful, 13.43 delivered a "light kick" to Montgomery's torso area as pain 
compliance.2I

13.43 applied strikes to Montgomery's right calf using his ASP Baton. The strikes were delivered for 
pain compliance with the intent for him to focus on the pain in his leg so the other officers could gain 
control of his arms.22

13.43 stopped striking Montgomery with the ASP Baton when he realized that the strikes were no 
longer effective.23

13 Trangsrud statement pg. 4 (33-38); pg. 5 (1-4) 
14 Trangsrud statement pg. 7 (3-13) 
" The terms used by Transgrud are defined in the PPCT Management System Inc "Defensive Tactics Instructors 

Manual." 
16 Trangsrud statement pg. 8 (3-21) 
17 Trangsrud statement pg. 8 (23-27) 
18 statement pg. 3 (19-31) 
19 statement pg. 4 (1-19) 
20 statement pg. 4 (28-33); pg. 5 (1-12) 
21 statement pg. 5 (17-34) 
22 statement pg. 6 (1-40) 
23 statement pg. 7 (7-23) 

4 
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13.43 Statement — I conducted a formal interview with 13.43 on July 26, 2011. The following is 

a summary from his vantage point as to the incident and the force used during the arrest of Montgomery. 

• believed that Montgomery was involved in a shots fired call and that someone had actually seen 
the Montgomery firing rounds. 4

13.43 

• When he initially approached the arrest location he heard officers giving loud verbal commands to, 
"stop resisting." He also remembered seeing the officers struggling to take Montgomery into 
custody.25

• Montgomery was initially sitting on the ground somewhat "hunched" over actively resisting 
officers.26

• was trying to gain control of Montgomery's hands to keep him from grabbing a weapon.2713.43 

• Although it is not clearly visible on the video, 13.43 stated that he did use an open hand slap to 
distract Montgomery. This was prior to Montgomery being in handcuffs.28

• Montgomery did not willingly go onto his stomach but rather he 
Montgomery over onto his stomach.29

13.43 used force to push 

• The point in the video marked as (23:45:32), is the moment in time during the incident in which 
Montgomery is trying to conceal his hands under his torso, as described in his CAPRS supplement. 
He 13.43 is still under the assumption that Montgomery is armed with a gun.3°

• got control of one of Montgomery's arms and maintained control until Trangsrud handcuffed 
Montgomery.31
13.43 

13.43 received training on the force used during the incident.32

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

13.43 

statement pg. 3 (11-18) 
statement pg. 3 (4-9) 
statement pg. 3 (20-36) 
statement pg. 4 (1-11) 
statement pg. 4 (13-28) 
statement pg. 4 (25-32) 
statement pg. 4 (34-40); pg. 5 (1-16) 
statement pg. 5 (23-33) 
statement pg. 6 (1-4) 

5 
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Investigative Facts: 

• Montgomery was fleeing from Officers on foot from the area of a shots fired call. Montgomery was 
observed by  13.43 - Personnel Data  to be holding a black handgun in his right hand.33

• Based on the video of the incident, 13.43 appears to be alone as he approached Montgomery. 

• Prior to striking Montgomery, 13.43 issued a verbal command instructing Montgomery to, "get on 
the ground" to which Montgomery did not react. According to the time counter imbedded within the 
video images, the time between when 13.43 issued the order and when 13.43 first made physical 
contact with Montgomery was 2-3 seconds. 

• The supervisor, Sergeant Pickhardt, completed a Supervisor Force Review in which he stated, "I 
completed an assessment of the overall incident and determined the force used was reasonable." 

13.43 - Personnel Data 
• According to the charging Hennepin County Attorney, Mr. Cruz, the existence of the video and the 

images of the force used by officers did affect the outcome of the case. Montgomery was offered a 
plea agreement to which he pled to a Gross Misdemeanor as opposed to being tried for a Felony. 

ALLEGATIONS 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

Officer John Tran2srud: MIeLtation 1 — 13.43 - Personnel Data 

13.43 - Personnel Data 

13.43 supplement 3, MPD CCN 11-153135 

6 
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13.43 - Personnel Data 

Respectfully submitted, 

/ ,4) 

Sergeant Jason Case 

7 
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