
• At Internal Affairs, Robert McCullough spoke with an unknown officer who looked up the police 
report and saw there was no mention of the money. There was nothing in the report indicating that 
money had been property inventoried. 

• McCullough filed a complaint which he signed on 5/8/14. 
• McCullough received a letter on 05/09/2014 from the Minneapolis Police Department property 

room. The envelope was post marked 05/08/2014. The letter stated that the property room had his 
money. Robert McCullough ultimately retrieved $97.00 cash from the Minneapolis Police 
Department property room on 05/19/2014. 

• Robert McCullough had no idea where the money had been between his arrest and its arrival at the 
property room on 4/15/2014. 

• Robert McCullough stated, "I've had plenty of arrests. What-, the whole thing that boggled my 
mind was, you know, why wasn't-, why wasn't my money property at, at the jail. Urn, why wasn't 
it-, you know, why did I have to wait till May 9th to get my money back. Like I said I, uh, there's no 
money in the ticket business anymore. It's all internet. We don't make much money. Urn, and, 
you know, like I said before I, I rent a bed at the Union Gospel Mission for 46 dollars a week in, in a 
barrack-style place. OK. So, I don't have a lot of money. And that put a little hardship on. So, I 
was-, I was a little upset. And, uh, you know, back in the day when I had-, I would've just blown it 
off. But it seemed to me that, you know, just it, you know, and I'm not saying that, that that's, you 
know, I'm saying that's a possibility why they, you know, played games with my money. You 
know what I mean. It just, uh, it boggles..." 

• Robert McCullough described the arresting officers as one Caucasian male and one Asian or 
Hispanic male. Because Officer Silva and Officer Kipke were the 'reporting and assisting officers 
on the arrest report, Robert McCullough was shown their pictures from Workforce Director. Robert 
McCullough believed that Officer Silva was one of the arresting officers, but he was not positive. 
When shown Officer Kipke's picture, he stated that it was a long time ago, and he thought that one 
of the officers was either Asian or Hispanic. (These two pictures initialed by Robert McCullough 
will be in the case file with this interview.) 

• Robert McCullough stated that he had not been drinking on 04/09/2014. 
• When asked if there was anything he'd like to add to his statement, Robert McCullough said, "Um, 

you know, like I said before it, it, you know, I, I, my financial position at the time of this, you know, 
if, if, I probably would probably never even brought it up, just them keep the 100 bucks. Cause I, 
I've, I've had, listen, I've had, I've dealt in New Orleans, I've traveled through San Diego to 
Boston. I've, I've never had a situation where I was robbed by the police in Minneapolis. OK. In 
other cities, if they rob you, they don't take you to jail. They just rob you. You know what I mean. 
But here at the time when I go to jail and all of a sudden my money is not around, I was a little upset 
and, uh, and, uh, like I said I've never had-, and I've taken corporal punishment, uh, but I probably 
deserved it at the time. I've might've-, I've might've, you know, uh, like I said I've had problem 
with alcohol and I've had plenty of arrests, and uh, but I've never filed a complaint with Internal 
Affairs. So, what-, my last statement is it boggles my mind is why once I, I started this process the 
day af-, or the day of release, and continued to follow the Monday, the 14th, and everything, and I 
didn't get a notice from Property Room until May 9th. Cause it was sent on May 8th and was 
delivered on May 9th. So, that's the whole deal there, sir." 
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Daniel Romig Statement 

Daniel Romig had provided a written statement regarding this case, dated 04/16/2014, prior to this 
investigation. He was also interviewed in person in city hall on 08/11/2014. These two statements were 
consistent with each other. See the case file for his written statement. Below is a summary of his Internal 
Affairs interview. 

During his Internal Affairs interview, Romig stated: 
• He was selling Twins tickets on the street corner. 
• He was working out a deal to sell Robert McCullough four tickets for $100. 
• As McCullough was in the process of paying Romig with cash, two plain clothes officers came up 

behind McCullough and placed McCullough under arrest. At this point, McCullough had only 
given $85 of the $100 purchase price to Romig. 

• Romig then asked these arresting officers if it would be OK for him to return the $85 dollars given 
to him by Mr. McCullough and get his tickets back. The officers agreed to it. 

• The money that Romig was returning ($85) was taken by the officer and the, the other monies that 
were on McCullough's person to try to balance out the $100 transaction were taken as well. The 
tickets were given back to Romig. 

• McCullough was then taken to a squad car and handcuffed. 
• Romig believed that the $85 Robert McCullough had handed him consisted of four $20 bills and 

one 5 dollar bill, but he was not 100% sure. 
• Of the remaining $15 that Robert McCullough was about to pay Romig prior to his arrest, Romig 

believes it consisted of possibly one $5 bill and six to eight $1 bills or possibly two $5 bills and 
many $1 bills. In total, Romig estimated that officers recovered just over $100 from Robert 
McCullough. 

• When shown photographs of the five arresting officers listed on the CAPRS report, Romig 
identified Officer Kipke and Officer Lee as the two arresting officers. 

First Precinct CRT Officer Interviews 

13.43 - Personnel Data 
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13.43 - Personnel Data 

Officer Jarrod Silva Statement 

Officer Jarrod Silva was interviewed at the Minneapolis Police Department Internal Affairs office on 
10/8/2014. Also present was Minneapolis Police Federation representative Lt. Robert Kroll. 

Officer Silva stated that he had arrested Robert McCullough on 04/09/2014. With him at the time of the 
arrest was Officer Lee. After the arrest, Officer Silva recovered an unknown amount of money from Robert 
McCullough. Officer Silva stated that Robert McCullough was then transported to the First Precinct Station 
by Officers Hamilton and Courtois. At the First Precinct Station, McCullough was run for warrants and 
booking forms were completed. Officer Silva stated that he had all of Robert McCullough's property. He 
put this property into an envelope, and Robert McCullough was then transported to jail. 

Officer Silva was asked about Robert McCullough's property and cash: 

Q: OK. You mentioned putting his property into a bag, Mr. McCullough's property. Um, was that 
you that put his property in the bag? 
A: Yes, I would've. I handled his property. 

Q: And, um, that property went with him to jail? 
A: Urn, yes, whatever, urn, I guess if we sent stuff with him, yeah, I would've given it to him if it's 
like his ID or whatever. 

Q: Could you please explain the circumstances around how Mr. McCullough's property ends up in 
a bag that accompanies him to jail, but yet his cash that we've talked about did not end up in that 
bag? 
A: I just-, I know-, I guess just had it. It was an oversight. I don't know if I just-, I put into the 
cash envelope for it and, um, realized I didn't put it in there or I had locked in my desk prior, so it 
was safekeeping and inventory. I... 

Q: OK. 
A: I don't know. 
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Officer Silva also stated that he never gave Robert McCullough's cash to any other officer. He stated that 
no one else was ever in possession of this money. When asked if Officer Lee ever had possession of this 
cash, he stated, "No, I don't recall that he ever touched it." 

Officer Silva stated that he wrote CAPRS report 14-113711. He stated that he probably put Officer Kipke's 
name as the assisting officer because he was with Officer Kipke when he first saw Robert McCullough. 
When asked why five officers were listed on the arrest screen, he stated that it has been common practice 
that everyone in the CRT Unit working that day is always put on the arrest screen. When asked why 
Officer Westlund wasn't listed on the arrest screen even though he was listed as working that day, he stated 
that he just hadn't seen Officer Westlund that day. He acknowledged that there was no mention of Robert 
McCullough's cash anywhere in the report and affirmed that he did not find the cash pertinent to the 
charges that he was applying to McCullough at that arrest. 

Officer Silva was asked about other circumstances surrounding this cash and how it was handled: 

Q: Were you keeping that money, uh, as evidence for any reason? 
A: I don't recall needing to keep for it evidence. It was just, uh, safekeeping, so when he gets out, 
you know, it's there. It's-, there's no... 

Q: So, when he gets out of jail? 
A: Yeah. He can just go and he picks up and... 

Q: Picks it up where? 
A: At the Property & Evidence Room. 

Q: But it didn't go to the Property & Evidence Room. You're talking about locking your-, the cash 
up in your desk for safekeeping, so-, but then in the next breath you say, so he can get it when he 
gets out of jail. There's a disconnect there. We're both seeing that, right? 
A: Yeah. I don't-, I don't know if how I missed putting it up if it was supposed to go with him or 
what it was that day. I mean it's been-, uh, it's been quite a long time. I can't remember exactly 
what it was, but either I noticed that it was on my desk and I forgot to bring it to him at jail-, with 
him to go jail when he went, so, um, it needed to be inventoried. So, urn, I would put it in a cash 
envelope, and, uh, if we got busy during that day, I don't remember exactly what we did. I'm sure I 
locked it in my desk and we have a secure locked door, so nobody-, urn, so it can't be tampered 
with, so I just put it in there and I-, you know, it was an oversight. I forgot to make sure it was in 
that day. 

Q: OK. I'm having trouble understanding why you would lock money in your desk and keep it 
separate from the rest of his belongings when you aren't keeping it for evidentiary value, but let's 
move on. Um, so, at what point-, you don't recall, you stated you don't recall, uh, what reminded 
you that hey this money belongs to Mr. McCullough it needs to be in the property room? Was it a 
phone call? Did somebody mention something? 
A: I don't exactly remember. I would assume it was probably a phone call. I could've just opened 
it up and thought oh, my gosh, here it is, I forgot. Um, you know, it could've been that, you know, 
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when he was taken to jail that, you know, we forgot-, it could've been a mishap that all of his 
property wasn't together and that's why it was missed... 

Q: OK. 
A: urn, to go down. I mean it wasn't kept intentionally. 

Q: Do you recall where you found it exactly, uh,... 
A: It's... 

Q: when you first realized? 
A: Uh, it was in my desk drawer. I have a certain drawer where, um, if I have anything needed to 
be safe keep that I know it's locked and secured that I have a spot on my desk that I can lock and 
secure things. 

Q: And that's where you found it? 
A: Yes. That's where it was. 

Q: OK. Do you recall specifically if there was any phone calls that you heard of, somebody relayed 
a message to you like, hey, I checked the voicemail for the CRT Team office? 
A: That, that very easily could've been. There was a message on my desk, and I thought of money, 
and I thought wait a minute, so that's where I would check if I had my safekeeping box or the spot 
and realized holy cow I forgot this and-,... 

Q: OK. 
A: so I would put it in right away. 

Q: Officer Silva, did you ever intentionally not property inventory that money? 
A: No. 

Q: You're saying it was an oversight on your part? 
A: It was very much oversight. 

Q: OK. And ultimately, you did property inventory that money, correct? 
A: I did. 

Q: And is it, uh, would this be correct if I showed you this property inventory form dated, um, April 
15, 2014, at 1700 hours, uh, it lists you as inventorying $97 cash in various bills; is that true and 
accurate? 
A: Yes. 

Q: OK. And was this the exact money that you had taken from Robert McCullough or $97 other 
dollars that added up to the same amount? 
A: I don't remember the exact denominations. 

Q: Right. 
A: of what it was, but... 
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Q: This is...? 
A: His money. Yes. 

Q: This is his money? 
A: Yes. 

Q: OK. Did it ever occur to you to maybe throw a supplement in CAPRS saying, uh, oversight I 
overlooked property inventorying this money? 
A: No. 

Q: Something that would've very much helped keep this investigation from starting or originating? 
A: Well, yeah, I-, no, I-, no, I, you know, I didn't. I should've, yeah. 

Q: And once again, no one else was in possession of this money ever? 
A: No, I had it. 

Q: OK. 
A: It's-, I don't know. I just wanted to make it clear that I mean it's-, if it was, I don't know why it 
was left and how it did, but there's-, it's a-, it's a fluid job. I don't know how can people's property 
and somebody else transported him-, it could've just-, it was forgotten or missed, but when I 
realized it I made sure that it was locked and secured, um, for it. So, urn, you know, it wasn't done 
intentionally. It wasn't-, it was just an oversight. I don't know maybe-, there's a lot of things. It's a 
fluid job, and so, when I realized it I just made sure that it was secured, so I could get property 
inventoried and maybe got really busy that day, urn. 

Q: OK. 
A: it was just an oversight. 

13.43 - Personnel Data 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE 

Based on a review of statements and evidence gathered during this investigation, the following occurred: 

1. Robert McCullough was arrested for Disorderly Conduct on 04/09/2014. 
2. Robert McCullough had approximately $100 cash in his possession after being arrested. 
3. Robert McCullough was booked into Hennepin County Jail. 
4. Robert McCullough was released from Hennepin County Jail on 04/10/2014, and he 

received a check in the amount of $3.37. 
5. Robert McCullough went to the Minneapolis Police Department Property and Evidence 

Unit to retrieve his cash and learned that no cash had been property inventoried. 
6. On 04/14/2014, Robert McCullough went back to the Minneapolis Police Department 

Property and Evidence Unit; still no cash had been property inventoried. 
7. $97.00 cash was property inventoried by Officer Jarrod Silva on 04/15/2014 at 1700 

hours. 
8. A notice was sent to Robert McCullough regarding this cash on 5/8/14. 
9. Robert McCullough retrieved this cash from the Property and Evidence Unit on 

05/19/2014. 

DISCUSSION 

Allegation #1: It is alleged that Officer Jarrod Silva of the First Precinct CRT Unit failed to property 
inventory Robert McCullough's $97.00 cash until six days after arresting him for Disorderly Conduct. If 
this allegation is found to be true, it would violate the following: 

10-401 RESPONSIBILITY FOR INVENTORY OF PROPERTY AND EVIDENCE (12/14/07) (A-D) 

Definitions: 

• Property — any material object of value, however slight, tangible or intangible to which an owner has a legal 
right. 

• Evidence — documentary or oral statements and material objects admissible as testimony in a court of law. 

All MPD employees taking possession of  property, whether evidentiary or non-evidentiary, shall  place such property
he custody of  the Property and Evidence Unit and complete the inventory prior to the end of their shift The 
inventory shall include all evidence seized regardless of whether an arrest has been made. This includes 
sworn employees working off-duty employment. (04101/93) (02/19/02) (12/14/07) 
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Exceptions to this requirement: 

• Property or evidence recovered by Crime Lab personnel, and 

• Sworn MPD employees taking custody of evidence requiring immediate review, which has been obtained in a 
search warrant. In these instances, all items shall be property inventoried as soon as practical. It is strongly 
advised that all suspected narcotics, cash and firearms be inventoried prior to the end of the sworn MPD 
employee's shift. Until items are property inventoried, the investigator is responsible for assuring that the 
items recovered are securely stored and the chain-of-custody is maintained. 

Investigative personnel shall property inventory evidence created during the course of an investigation (such as 
audio/video recordings of interviews) as soon as practical given the nature of the case. 

The clothing and all personal effects used to identify an arrested person shall be inventoried by the arresting or 
assisting, sworn employee(s). When a suspect is charged or released, the case investigator shall decide if the 
suspect's clothing and/or personal effects need to be held as evidence. If there is no legal basis to hold the items, the 
investigator shall immediately authorize release of the items via the CAPRS system. 

Due to facility and personal safety concerns, the Property and Evidence Unit will not accept items containing unknown 
contents unless a search warrant to open or examine the item is being obtained. This includes, but is not limited to: 
locked safes, briefcases and luggage. Officers and Investigators should contact the Property and Evidence Unit 
before bringing in these types of items. 

Cash, jewelry, narcotics and firearms are only accessible when a Property and Evidence supervisor is on site. 

Employees shall not retain any property or evidence that has come into their possession through the course of their 
official duties, for personal use. 

Property and Evidence (P&E) Unit personnel will set standards for receiving, documenting and securing all items 
inventoried. The Property and Evidence Unit Procedure Manual outlines procedures for handling evidence and 
carrying out property inventories in detail . 

• According to CAPRS CCN 14-113711, Robert McCullough was arrested on 04/09/2014. 

• In his formal Internal Affairs interview, Robert McCullough stated that he had left two voicemails 
regarding his cash while inquiring about this cash at the First Precinct Station on 04/14/2014. 

• Minneapolis Police Department Property Inventory Sheet under CAPRS CCN 14-113711 
documented that Officer Jarrod Silva property inventoried $97.00 cash on 04/15/2014 at 1700 
hours. 

• Workforce Director Records show that Officer Silva worked his regularly scheduled shift on April 
9th, 10th, 11th, 

1Z 
•-sth, and 15th of 2014. 

• In his formal Internal Affairs interview, Officer Jarrod Silva stated that he had handled Robert 
McCullough's property. While doing so, he separated McCullough's cash from the rest of his 
property, and he secured this cash in his desk as non-evidence. He stated that he forgot to 
property inventory this cash. He later realized that this cash was still in his desk, and he property 
inventoried it. He stated that this was just an oversight and was not done intentionally. He did not 
recall how he came to realize that he was still in possession of this cash six days after the arrest. 
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I confirm that the information I provided in this case is true to the best of my knowledge. 

Investigator Date 
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OPCR Case #14-10235 Robert James McCullough PANEL RECOMMENDATION 

Complaint Number 14-10235 

Complainant: 

Officer: 

Jurisdiction: 

Date of Incident: 

Date Filed: 

Date of Panel: 

Robert James McCullough 

Jarrod Silva, Badge #6551 

M.C. 0. §§ 172.20 

April 09, 2014 

May o8, 2014 

July 27, 2015 

Panelists in Attendance (Sign below) 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 2 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 4 

The Chair is 

Ngoc Nguyen 
Civilian 1 

Sarah McCann 
Civilian 2 

Arthur Knight 
Sworn 1 

Melissa Chiodo 
Sworn 2 

Melissa Chiodo 
Civilian/Sworn 

Incident Summary 

Allegation 1 
Violation of the P&P Manual 

Civilian 1 Vote Merit 
Civilian 2 Vote Merit 
Sworn 1 Vote Merit 
Sworn 2 Vote Merit 

Robert McCullough was arrested on 04/09/2014 at 1st Ave N and 6th St N in Minneapolis for 

misdemeanor Disorderly Conduct. He was booked into the Hennepin County Adult Detention 

Center. When he was released from custody the following day, he attempted to retrieve his cash 

from the Minneapolis Police Department Property and Evidence Unit but learned that no cash 

was inventoried. McCullough alleges that he went back to the Property and Evidence Unit four 

days later only to learn that his cash was still not inventoried. McCullough alleges that he then 

went to the First Precinct to inquire and make phone calls to find his cash. This cash, in the 

amount of $97.00, was inventoried as non-evidence by Officer Jarrod Silva on 04/15/2014, six 
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OPCR Case #14-10235 Robert James McCullough PANEL RECOMMENDATION 

days after Robert McCullough's arrest. McCullough filed a complaint with the Office of Police 

Conduct Review alleging theft; this complaint was signed by Robert McCullough on 

05/08/2014. Robert McCullough later received a notification letter form the Minneapolis 

Police Department Property and Evidence Unit dated 05/08/2014. Robert McCullough 

retrieved his cash from the Property and Evidence unit on 05/09/2014. 

Allegations 

1. Violation of the Policy and Procedure Manual: that Officer Silva of the First 

Precinct CRT Unit failed to property inventory Robert McCullough's $97.00 cash until 

six days after arresting him for Disorderly Conduct. 
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OPCR Case #14-10235 Robert James McCullough PANEL RECOMMENDATION 

Allegation #1: Violation of the Policy and Procedure Manual 

That Officer Silva of the First Precinct CRT Unit failed to property inventory Robert 

McCullough's $97.00 cash until six days after arresting him for Disorderly Conduct. 

Supportive Findings: 

Officer Silva admitted he did not inventory the cash before the end of his shift when he 
made the initial arrest. The CAPRS report supports that the cash did not get inventoried 
until 6 days after the arrest. 

MPD policy states that property and evidence shall be inventoried prior to the end of an 
officers shift and Officer Silva did failed to do this. 

These support the findings of merit by the panel. 

YES ■ NO ❑ REMAND ❑ SPLIT ❑ 

This allegation 

has merit. 

This allegation does 

not have merit. 

Remand to investigation for 

additional information. 

There is no 

majority vote. 
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POLICE CONDUCT COMPLAINT FORM 
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS 

OFFICE OF POLICE CONDUCT REVIEW 
350 S. 5TH ST. Room 239, MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55415 

612-673-5500 
Monday through Friday, 8:3o a.m. - 4:30 p.m. 

The completion of this form is the first step in the complaint process. This form needs to be filled out completely 
and accurately; attach additional pages if necessary. Sign and date the bottom, and return the form to the 
address at the top of this form. For more information, visit www.minneapolismn.govicivilrights/policereview.
Select Investigator Preference: You may indicate a preference as to whether a civilian or sworn officer 
investigates your complaint. This will be taken into consideration by managers but does not guarantee that 
your preference will be accommodated. 
o Civilian Investigator 0 Police Investigator tirNo Preference 
Name (Last, First, Middle) 

1\iCC (A L 0 LA Pub e-r 
Home Address Street 
k • -t ers 
Please indicate indicate your race(s): 

Date of Birth 

City/State Zip 
55 /.3o 

Phone 

3.5-- >,5 
Email Address 

CI Asian a African gi...._ White o Latino o Other 
El Pacific Islander o Black o Native American o Middle Eastern o Refused 
I AM ALLEGING: 
o Excessive Force o Inappropriate Language or Attitude 0 Discrimination kr Theft 
o Harassment o Failure to Provide Protection o Retaliation- a Other 
Officer Badge Number(s) 

a o b - 

. • • s r ler on ; ue ars 

Officer Name(s) 

3 - c-1.. tr- y- 4 _ 

13.43 - Personnel Data 
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Squad Number 

Incident Date & Time 

Witness Name(s) 
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Phone Number 
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Narrative - Please describe the incident in detail; use back page if necessary. 
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