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SERGEANT FI RST CLASS THOVAS G LBERT, PREVI QUSLY SWORN
MR. WEBER: Sergeant G lbert, | want to
wel come you back and again on behalf of the Commttee,
t hank you for meking yourself available to continue and
finish your deposition today. As you wll recall, we
nmet on Valentine' s Day, February 14th, for quite a
nunmber of hours for your deposition and we are hopef ul
that we can get you in and out of here in a relatively
short period of time today.
You were sworn in on the 14th. So long as

it’s okay with you, we'll just agree that that oath
applies to your testinony today and di spense with the
need to swear you in again. |Is that okay?

THE WTNESS: That’s fine.

MR. WEBER: All right. Terrific. Sergeant
Gl bert, we had had a good deal of discussion at the
| ast deposition about an exhibit that we marked as G
13. And you should have a copy of that in front of
you. | believe M. Wheeler had a couple of questions
that he wanted to ask you about G 13 before we get
under way.

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR, WEBER:. Oh, and actually, before we start
the question, let nme just have everyone identify
t hensel ves for the record.
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MR. WHEELER: Sure. Dougl as Weeler, I’'m
Assi stant Counsel with the Senate Denocratic Ofice.

MR. WEBER: Ms. dd adi ng.

M5. GLADING Jo Astrid dading, Staff
Counsel with the Senate Denocratic Ofice.

M5. ACCURSO Allison Accurso, Assistant
Attorney Ceneral, Division of Law, counsel to Sergeant
Gl bert.

THE WTNESS: Thonas G| bert, New Jersey
State Police, Sergeant First d ass.

MR. BOVEN. Ji m Bowen, Court Reporter.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Thank you. M. Weeler.

MR. WHEELER: |’ m not going to go through
each individual neeting and | know you went through it
at your previous deposition. But | understand that
there were a nunber of neetings chaired by Lieutenant
Col onel Littles.

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WHEELER. And that was -- | think they
began in March, end of March of ‘96 and then proceeded
t hrough 1996.

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WHEELER:. COkay. Did you ever discuss any
of the findings, whether they were prelimnary or
final, of the findings contained in G13 with -- at any

G | bert - Exam nation 5

of those neetings or if not at those neetings, with any
of the individuals in those neetings or at those
nmeeti ngs?

THE WTNESS: | don’t believe until such tinme
that I had put this information together, which again |
t hi nk we had pi npoi nted was sonewhere around February
of ‘97, there were prelimnary conversations about
there had been sone audits done by the Internal Affairs
Bureau as far as conpliance with F-3 or requirenents to
call in certain things with radi o procedures. And |
believe that there woul d have been conversations about
that. But | think with the information contained in
here, | hadn’t actually -- with the exception of the
nunbers listed at the end for the troopers in the
Moor est own case, this other information cane |ater
And | don’t think at the tine that the Commttee was
basically in effect and nmeeting, | don’t think that
this information specifically was addressed.

MR. WHEELER: Ckay. So you never updated the
Comm ttee nenbers with respect to consent search data?

THE WTNESS: No, because the consent search
data | hadn’t actually gotten ny hands on the consent
to search fornms thenselves. | believe that was right
around the turn of the year, once we had gotten
involved with the Justice Departnent. So really I
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didn’t have that information in hand until | guess
we’'re tal king January, February of 1997.
MR. VWHEELER: Ckay.
(Pause)

M5. GLADING Did you -- | will ask. Did you
have di scussions wth any nenbers of that Committee or
anyone el se over at Division Headquarter aside from
Col onel WIIlians about the consent to search data that
you had cone up with that’s reflected in G 13?

THE WTNESS: W' re basically talking

subsequent to when -- we’'re talking |ike 19977
M5. GLADING  Correct.
THE WTNESS: | believe that | probably do.

| don't recall specifically with who, but it wasn't a -
- | believe that the other people that were dealing
with the profiling issue and so forth in my chain of
command were aware of basically the information | had
come up with.

M5. GLADING And who would that have been?

THE WTNESS: Specifically, I'’mnot sure what
information | shared with who, but the chain of commuand
at that point | had a Sergeant First Class that was in
ny office, Janes Bruncati, a Sergeant Robert Manny.
Again there was -- Lieutenant Bl aker was the aid to the
Superi ntendent at that point, the Superintendent

G | bert - Exam nation 7

hi nsel f, Colonel WIllianms, and I’mnot sure in exactly
what context we discussed it, but it was part of ny
ongoing duties, so I'’msure at tinmes it had cone up.

M5. GLADING Ckay. And | have a question, a
chain of command question. \When Col onel Fedorko becane
Deputy Superintendent replacing Val Littles who had
retired --

THE WTNESS: | think what -- if | renenber
right, | don’t think that -- | think Colonel Littles
was replaced by Lieutenant Col onel Lanny Roberson and
then after that | believe is when Col onel Fedorko
repl aced Col onel Roberson.

M5. GLADING Ckay, |I'msorry. Wen Lanny
Roberson replaced Val Littles and becone Deputy
Superi nt endent, noved over from Executive Oficer --

THE W TNESS: Right.

M5. GLADING -- to Deputy Superintendent,
did you then report to Lanny Roberson?

THE WTNESS: No, we reported to Col onel
Wllianms. Qur unit -- the unit that I was in, the
Division Services Unit as well as then Lieutenant
Bl aker’ s position, were shifted over to report directly
to the Superintendent.

M5. GLADING Ckay. So you weren't shifted
over to report to the Executive Oficer?
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THE W TNESS: No.

M5. GLADING The change was you woul d go
right to the Superintendent?

THE W TNESS: Yes, na’am

M5. GLADING And previously it had been to
go through Littles?

THE W TNESS: The Deputy Superintendent.

M5. GLADING The Deputy, okay. Thank you.

MR. WEBER: Sergeant Gl bert, the |last ngjor
topi c we discussed on the 14th was a neeting that
occurred on May 20th, 1997 and attended -- the
attendance at that neeting were yourself, Colonel
WIllians, Attorney General Verniero, M. Al ex Waugh and
| believe M. George Rover, correct?

THE WTNESS: | also believe that M. Fahy
was there along with then either Sergeant First C ass
or Lieutenant Blaker, | forget what Frank was at that

poi nt .

MR. WEBER. (Ckay. Let nme show you a docunent
that we' |l mark for identification as G20. For the
record, it’s a May 27, 1997 interoffice conmmunication
from Col onel WIllians to Lieutenant Faranello. The
subject is Justice Departnent inquiry re profiling
all egations. And you are identified in this neno as
the informati on who -- as the person who will “extract

G | bert - Exam nation 9

avai lable information fromrecently assenbled 1994 to
1996 records.”

THE WTNESS: That's correct, sir.

MR. WEBER: Have you seen this | OC before?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | have.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. The IOC also states that
there will be basically an anal ysis done of the
Moor est own and the Cranbury Stations in order to
provi de data to the Departnent of Justice, is that
correct?

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Wis -- was there a
deci sion at the May 20th, 1997 neeting that the
information provided to the Departnent of Justice would
be rel egated specifically to the Morestown and
Cranbury stations?

THE WTNESS: | think that decision had
al ready been reached prior to that date in sone
previ ous policy decisions that were nade by the
Superi ntendent and the Attorney Ceneral.

MR. WEBER: Was that decision revisited or at
all discussed at the May 20th, 1997 neeting?

THE WTNESS: | don’t believe so because it
didn’t change. | nmean it had been -- that posture had
been set prior to the nmeeting and based on this which
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was drafted after the neeting it had stayed consistent.
Sol don't -- | don't recall it being addressed.

MR. WEBER: Were you given any task other
than collecting the docunents set forth in this | COC
t hat being copies of all sumobnses, front and back,
war ni ngs and patrol charts?

THE WTNESS: M assignnment was to try and be
as responsive as | could with DAG Rover. This was the
bul k of at that point what | was going to try and put
toget her, because this was a pretty extensive task to
get this paperwork generat ed.

MR. WEBER: Well you didn’'t do anything with
t he paperwork once you received it or were you sinply
to pass it on to DAG Rover?

THE WTNESS: M specific instructions were
to get the information and to pass that on to George
Rover.

MR. WEBER. Ckay. Were you supposed to any
type of analysis of the information or just physically
get copies of these docunents and pass themon to M.
Rover ?

THE WTNESS: | don’t think I was given
specific instructions as far as what analysis was to be
conducted of the records.

MR. WEBER: Mark for identification as G21 a

G | bert - Exam nation 11

docunent Bates stanped GC-002300 t hrough GC-002307.
Again it’'s G 21 for identification. Have you seen this
docunent before?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | have.

MR. WEBER:. What is this, Sergeant G| bert?

THE WTNESS: These are charts that had been
made up to try and make a easily readable format of the
statistical analysis that | had of notor vehicle stops
of the randomly sel ected dates that had been
cooperatively agreed to with the Justice Departnent.

MR. WEBER: When did you create this docunent
because it’s undated?

THE WTNESS: | believe that these docunents
were -- let me see all what’'s here.
(Pause)
THE WTNESS: | believe the majority of the
docunents were created during 1998, the latter part of
1998. | was trying to basically consolidate sone

information and again put it in an easily readable
format wth the issue that we were dealing wth.
There’s one report that’s entitled consent to search at
the top which is not in a table format, for consent to
search 1995, 1996 sanpl e dates.
MR. WEBER: Ckay. That’'s GC-002304, correct?
THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.
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MR. VWEBER:  (kay.

THE WTNESS: And | believe that was done at
a -- that and | guess the one page that follows, |
believe | had done them at an earlier point.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. That woul d be GC-0023057

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. So 2304 and 2305 you
created at an earlier date?

THE WTNESS: | believe so. | believe that
was after | had had an opportunity to |look at the
consents that were relevant to the dates, the sanple
dates, and | think once | had conpleted that, that |
had prepared that report to kind of consolidate what --
what those -- what that review had shown.

MR. WEBER: Do you renenber when you prepared
t hese two docunents 2304 and 23057

THE WTNESS: That woul d probably have been
in the late sumrer to fall of 1997.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Wy did you create the two
charts in the |ate sumer, early fall of *97?

THE WTNESS: The two page docunent we’'re
t al ki ng about now?

MR. VWEBER:  Yeah.

THE W TNESS: Basically because | had done an
anal ysis of the reports that we had gathered up for the

G | bert - Exam nation 13

sanple dates and | felt it was nmy responsibility to
pass that information on.

MR. WEBER: Who did you pass it on to?

THE WTNESS: | believe to Lieutenant Bl aker
as well as the Superintendent.

MR. WEBER: Col onel WIIians?

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Did you pass it on to M. Rover
or anyone at DAG s Ofice?

THE WTNESS: | didn't pass the specific
report itself on to M. Rover, just the contents of
sane.

MR. WEBER: So tel ephone conversation?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR WEBER: Is it nore to how you pass the
information on to M. Rover that’s contained in G 13?

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Any particul ar reason why you
passed this information on to M. Rover orally as
opposed to just providing himwith a copy of these two
docunent s?

THE WTNESS: | felt it was information that
was related to the ongoing activities that both he and
| were involved in, that basically it was prudent for
me to pass that information on since | had generated
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it.

MR. VWEBER:. Ckay. But | guess ny question
is, why didn’t you just send him copies of the
docunents as opposed to notifying himover the phone?

THE WTNESS: Probably for the sake of
expediency and it was -- you know, | felt that we had a
good line of comrunication and | was able to pass that
information on to him W were geographically in
di fferent places, so the phone conversations were
actually the easiest way for ne to transmt the
i nformation.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Let’'s take a |look -- take
a |l ook at 2304 and just for the record, there are
different categories up at the top of the docunent,
2B1A and 1B. 2B denotes bl ack not of Hispanic origin,
correct?

THE WTNESS: That's correct, sir.

MR. WEBER: And 1A denotes white with
Hi spanic origin, correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: And 1B denotes white not of
Hi spanic origin, correct?

THE W TNESS: That woul d be correct.

MR. WEBER:. Ckay. So under the 2B category
which is black not of Hi spanic origin, the consent to

G | bert - Exam nation 15

search sanmple dates revealed that in the MIItown
Station for ‘95 and ‘96, 37 percent of the --

M5. GLADING M IItown?

THE W TNESS: Moor est own.

MR. WEBER: Mborestown, |’msorry.

THE W TNESS: Moor est own.

MS. GLADI NG  Mboor est own.

MR. WEBER. Moorestown. |It’s already been a
| ong day. For the Moorestown Station there were 37
percent of the consent to searches were for bl ack
notorists not of Hi spanic origin, correct?

THE WTNESS: That's correct, sir.

MR. WEBER. (Okay. And 52 percent of the
consent to search were for notorists of white with
Hi spanic origin?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: And 11 percent were just white
notorists, not Hi spanic origin?

THE W TNESS: Correct.

MR. WEBER:. And then for Cranbury for ‘95 and
‘96 sanple dates, 67 percent of the notorists subjected
to consent searches were bl ack not of H spanic origin?

THE W TNESS: Correct.

MR. WEBER: Zero of Hi spanic origin and 33
percent of white not of H spanic origin?
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THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, that's correct.

MR, WEBER:. Ckay. How did you pick the
sanpl e dates?

THE WTNESS: | didn't pick the sanpl e dates.
| believe that the Department of Justice had -- |’ m not
exactly sure what process they used to pick the dates.
| believe that they picked the dates and that they were
subsequent |y agreed upon.

MR. WEBER: How did you find out about which
dates the Justice Departnent picked?

THE WTNESS: From M. Rover.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. So M. Rover contacts you,
| et’ s you know whi ch dates you need to conduct consent
to search analyses for. You conduct that -- those
anal yses --

THE WTNESS: | think -- | think what he had
contacted ne with was what days we were to gather up
the information on and that once | had that information
together, the raw reports what | had done is initiate
an analysis to try and get a handl e on what those
reports indicated.

MR. WEBER: Do you renenber approximtely
when M. Rover contacted you to informyou of the dates
that you were to be concerned w th?

THE WTNESS: | think it was sonewhere around
G | bert - Exam nation 17
the -- actually I don’t. | think sometinme in the
spring of 1997 after he had received, | guess,

correspondence transmtted to himfromthe Justice
Depart ment once the dates had been settled upon and |
bel i eve he passed that information on to ne.

MR. WEBER:. Ckay. So approximately the
spring of “97 the date information is passed on to you
and then late summer to early fall of 97 is when you
finalized your analysis and passed the information on
to M. Rover?

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. Now the rest of the -- of
t he docunents that are a part of G 21 you said were
created in the latter part of ‘98 and that would be GC
002300 t hrough 2303 and 2306 and 2307, correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Wy did you create those
docunent s?

THE WTNESS: As we were proceedi ng post the
shooting on the Turnpi ke, what | tried to do with this
information, | was dealing with Colonel WIlians, also
dealing with then Col onel Dunlop, the Executive
Oficer, and basically trying to get a handl e on what
our statistics were. | tried to basically take this
information, put it in an, you know, easy to read
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format so that -- both to refresh Col onel WIIians’
menory and to nmake sure that he was up to speed on what
all the nunbers that had been generated up to that
point reflected and also with Col onel Dunlop to put
this information into their hands.

MR. WEBER: The Hogan and Kenna shooting was
April 23rd, 1998.

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: How soon thereafter did you then
begin the anal yses that are set forth in G 21?

THE WTNESS: | -- the analysis -- | think
sone of the analysis |I had done already, but |I think in
putting the reports together -- give ne a second, |et

me take a | ook.
(Pause)

THE WTNESS: Basically what the reports are
that are here was to try to incorporate all the
information into basically, you know, a |esser nunber
of source docunents. So that for sonebody | ooking at,
for exanple, the very last one there gives an overvi ew
of different years and the two different stations to
try and give a, you know, conprehensive breakdown of
the information that | had in hand at that point. So |
think it was basically taking things and putting them
as | said, into an easy to understand kind of overall

G | bert - Exam nation 19

deal of analysis of what | had in hand at that point.

MR. WEBER: Well the pages other than the
ones that we previously discussed, which is 2304 and
2305, the rest of the pages don’t concern consent to
search data, correct?

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WEBER. (Ckay. There -- it’'s either --
it’s either stop data or arrest data?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. Did anyone explain to you
what woul d be done with the information once you
provided it to Col onel Dunlop and Superi ntendent
WIlians?

THE WTNESS: |'mnot real clear on what --
MR. VWEBER:  (kay.
M5. GLADING I|I'msorry, can | clarify first

VMR. WEBER: Sur e.
M5. GLADI NG 2306 concerns consent data,

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WEBER: My m st ake.

M5. GLADING That’s okay.

MR. WEBER: But 2306 was -- when did you --
when did you put together 23067
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THE WTNESS: | think that overall report |
woul d have done after -- | believe | would have done
that in 1998, because this takes sone of the
information that was in G 13 and expands upon it.

MR. VWEBER:  (kay.

THE WTNESS: And | think that | had -- just
to put it all in one -- you know, in one report, |
think I had incorporated information because we were
taking a hard | ook at our nunbers in ‘98 and trying to
put together what, you know, | had al ready devel oped up
to that point. And | think that’'s why | consoli dated
this information into the singular report that's here.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Was this information
shared with the Attorney General’s Ofice?

THE WTNESS: This information is basically
the information that -- in G 13 that was shared
previously and then it al so incorporates the sanple
data information. So the sanple data information | had
shared with M. Rover and the earlier information about
the |l arger nunbers at the stations of Moorestown and
Cranbury, that had al so been shared with M. Rover

MR. WEBER. Ckay. So -- so the one page that
we’ve got in front of us now, the 2306 is sort of a
summary of information that had al ready been provided
to M. Rover?

G | bert - Exam nation 21

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WEBER: Part of that information was
provided to M. Rover in approximtely February of 1997
when you authored G 13, correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes, |'msorry, ‘97.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. And then -- and then the
ot her informati on was passed on to M. Rover also

orally late -- late summer, early fall of ‘97, correct?
THE WTNESS: That’'s correct, sir.
(Pause)

M5. GLADING At the tine you passed this
information on to M. Rover on those various occasi ons,
di d he express concern about the nunbers?

THE WTNESS: |In what respect?

M5. GLADING The -- the level of consent
search rate, mnority consent searches?

THE WTNESS: | don’t believe there was any
specific concern about that. | think that there was
al ready realization that our search rates froma purely
statistical perception appeared to be of high nunbers.
But | think that there had been a | ot of discussion
about what led to the dynam cs of consent search
nunbers up to that point.

M5. GLADING VWhat exactly did he say about
t he consent search nunbers that you recall?
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THE WTNESS: Wat did he say? | don't
recall specifically what he said about the consent
sear ches.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Do you recall anything
he said characterizing what he -- how he viewed the
nunmber s?

THE WTNESS: No, | don't.

MS. GLADI NG  No.

MR. WEBER: Sergeant G lbert, | just put in
front of you G 22 for identification. [It’s DQJ-005651
t hrough 5657. Do you recogni ze this docunent?

THE WTNESS: Actually | don’t renenber it,
but in | ooking at the cover page, it’s a docunent that
indicates that M. Rover faxed it over to nme |ooks I|ike
on May 23rd of 1997.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Wat -- what is the --

well let’s ook down in the nmessage part. |t says,
“Tom could you review see what that word, “and al so
fill inthe mssing info where you see open bracket

add, close bracket, thanks, CGeorge.” D d | read that
correctly?

THE W TNESS: Yeah, | think you do.

MR. WEBER: \What -- what was the purpose of
you reviewng and filling in the mssing information
into the attached docunent?

G | bert - Exam nation 23

THE W TNESS: Looking over what’s here, |I'm
trying to renmenber, | think what this was, is this was
a breakdown of radio log entries for a radio | og at
Moorestown Station. And | think -- | guess in M.
Rover going through it, looking at the -- our radio
| ogs are handwitten by the troopers and sonetines
they’re hard to read and if | can recollect this now, |
think what it was is that sone of the things were not
readabl e, | guess, from George’s perspective and he was
asking me to figure out what the | anguage was on the
report.

MR. WEBER: Do you know why M. Rover was
requesting you to performsuch an activity?

THE WTNESS: |'msure it was in conjunction
with the Justice Departnment inquiry, but I don’t recal
specifically at that point what -- where this fit into

t he picture.

M5. GLADING Do you recall if this was
before or after the 30 random days were sel ected?

THE WTNESS: Let ne see, the date of this is

the 23rd of May. | think this was probably -- | think
this would fall into a period after the random days
wer e sel ect ed.

MR. WEBER: | show you what |’ ve marked for

identification as G 23, DQJ-005644 through 5650, ask
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you to identify that for the record, please?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir. It bears a cover
sheet which the witing was authored by ne to DAG
Rover. It’s dated May 23rd of 1997 and it appears this
again is a -- |looks like a breakdown analysis of a
radio log that was done and it |ooks |ike |I was asked,
simlar to the other docunent, to add in the | anguage |
guess that DAG Rover had not been able to deci pher as
far as how things were witten up.

MR, WEBER:. Ckay. |Is this basically your
response to his earlier request?

THE WTNESS: It appears to be so, yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Where did you get the information
to fill in the blanks, so to speak?

THE WTNESS: Must have been invol ved | ooki ng
a copy of the radio log for that date.

MR. WEBER: Do you know what, if anything,

M. Rover did with the information you provided to him
in response to his request that is set forth in G 22
and G 237

THE WTNESS: | don’t actually recall. Again
|’massumng -- | don't recall specifically with this,
but 1"’msure it had to do with the inquiry. |’ m not

sure exactly what was done with it though.
M5. GLADING \What were you -- what process
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woul d you do to fill in the blanks here? How would you
do it?

THE WTNESS: To |ook at the actual report
and try and basically | think because of ny experience
and the way we -- the way we all wite, | think | was
nore attuned to try and read and know what sone of the
terms would be. So | think --

M5. GLADING You didn't --

THE WTNESS: -- you know, as far as
abbreviations and so forth, and I think just basically
| ooki ng at and doing ny best to try and deci pher what
the witing said.

M5. GLADING You wouldn’t go to the actua
radi o tapes?

THE WTNESS: No, because the radio | og would

be a reflection -- this, by what | renenber, is -- I'm
just trying to see what’s on there, | would have gone
to the actual |og that was handwitten out. | think

that that’ s probably where George had the difficulty in
deci phering what was witten on the sheets.

M5. GLADI NG Thanks.

MR. WEBER: Mark G 24 for the record. 1It’s
GC- 002206, May 2nd, 1997 letter from Col onel Carl A
WIllians to Captain Kenneth Ward of the Maryland State
Pol i ce.
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THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Have you seen this docunent
bef ore?

THE WTNESS: Yes, | have.

MR. WEBER: Were you involved at all in the
preparation of this docunent?

THE WTNESS: The letter itself?

MR. WEBER: Yeah.

THE WTNESS: | probably either typed the
| etter or had sonebody, you know, had a secretary type
it at the office.

MR. WEBER: \What was the purpose of sharing
information prepared by the New Jersey State Police’s
Record and Identification Section concerning crimnal
activity on New Jersey’s interstate highway systemwth
the Maryland State Police?

THE WTNESS: The Maryland State Police had
come up with a concept -- | had gone down to a neeting.
| don’t renmenber the exact date. But what they were
| ooking to do, the states down bel ow us had ki nd of put
their heads together and they were figuring out was
there a better way for there to be information sharing.
Because | had gone down to a neeting, and again
forget what -- | could | ook back through the notes and
figure out when it was.
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But what they were | ooking to do, they were
concerned about the fact that if you had sonebody
commt a crine say in Maryland and, you know, basically
because of the ease of transportation on the interstate
roadways that that person all of a sudden decided to
drive north and went into Del aware, that they wanted to
come up with kind of an information sharing systemt hat
we just had a rape, we had a robbery at |ike a service
area or whatever and they were |l ooking for -- to put
together a systemof |ike quick notification that they
-- like Maryland could notify Del aware, they could
notify New Jersey.

Because | renenber one of the presenters at
the neeting I went to | think was fromthe Virginia
State Police and they had had a nunber of | believe
sexual assaults and robberies in their service areas on
the interstates and they were trying to come up with a
concept of how they could develop an information
sharing systemthat woul d be responsive to those
i ncidents and get the information out very quickly so
that patrol units either, you know, north or south of
the 1-95 corridor could get that information in hand
and basically they put out a bolo for certain car or
individuals. The information would get out there |ike
i mredi ately, feeling that that would be a productive
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way of reducing the crime on the interstates.

MR. WEBER: Could we go off the record for a
second?

(O f the record)

MR. WEBER: Sergeant, showi ng you a docunent
mar ked for identification as G 25, two pages, GC 002172
and 2173, and ask that you identify themfor the
record, please?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir. This is a report
dated July 10th of *97. It went to Colonel WIIlians
via Lieutenant David Bl aker fromnyself. It was
reference the Departnent of Justice inquiry.

MR. WEBER: Wy did you provide this
information to Colonel WIIlians and Lieutenant Bl aker?

THE WTNESS: 1In collecting the various
reports that had to be collected in response to the
Justice Departnment, what | tried to dois to try and
best | could at that tine with the resources | had was
totry and get a feel for what those reports reflected.
This indicates the results of sone analysis that | did
of the sanple dates from 1995 and 1996 with respect to
consent searches, probabl e cause search, operations
reports which were done to docunent those searches as
wel |l as the investigation reports and arrests which had
taken place on the sanpl e dates.
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MR. WEBER. (kay. So the sanple dates were
‘95 and ‘96, and ultimately your analysis reveal s that
on the consent to search statistics, the rate of
mnorities being subjected to consent searches was
actually higher than that for the sane tine periods for
the Maryland State Police, correct?

THE WTNESS: 8.3, based on the information I
had down at the bottom of the page, yes, it’s severa
per cent ages hi gher.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. Let’'s take a |look at the
second page of this docunent. This is an analysis of,
anong ot her things, consent to search data for Apri
and May of 1997, is that correct?

THE WTNESS: That's correct, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. On the consent -- under
the section entitled consents --

(Pause)
MR. WEBER: On the second page where it
states consents for Cranbury, | will represent to you
t hat al t hough the percentages are not shown, | did a

little rough math before our session today. You have
one bl ack notorist, seven white notorists for eight, a
total of eight consent searches in April of 1997, which
is roughly 12 percent of the searches were bl ack
drivers. On May -- in May of 1997, out of the 14
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consent searches, six were black, four were Hi spanic
for a total of 71 percent mnority. For Morestown for
April of *97, out of the 19 consent searches, 14 were
for mnorities which was 74 percent and approxi mately

t he sane percentage applies for May of ‘97. Do you
remenber why you didn’'t set forth the percentage under
this consent to search category and just detailed the
nunber s?

THE WTNESS: No. The only thing |I can say
is that what | did at the bottomis | guess | had -- at
that point with the consents and the probabl e cause
searches, obviously what | did is |unped them al
t oget her down at the bottomwhen | tal k about total
searches and | had crunched out percentages at that
poi nt .

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Well when you conbine the
consent searches were the probabl e cause searches, that
drives down the percentages for mnority notorists,
does it not?

THE WTNESS: Yeah, | guess it would, yeah.

MR. WEBER: |f you accept my percentages.

THE WTNESS: | can understand your point and
| understand what you’'re asking and the answer is
basically not because |I'’mjust trying to portray what

t he nunbers are. | nean obviously you could -- | could
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have crunched it out the other way. | don’t know why I
didn't.

MR. VWEBER:  (kay.

THE WTNESS: But it was not for that intent.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. This information was
shared with Colonel WIIlianms and Lieutenant Bl aker.
Did you also share it with DAG Rover?

THE W TNESS: Yes, | did.

MR. WEBER: Simlar fashion, over the phone?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Didn’t provide copies of these
two docunents?

THE WTNESS: No, | didn't.

M5. GLADING Do you recall what his reaction
was, if any, to these nunbers?

THE WTNESS: No. | believe that anong al
parties involved that at that point that there was a
realization there that our consent nunbers were --
coul d be perceived as higher percentages. | don’'t
thi nk that he expressed any surprise at those nunbers.

M5. GLADING Did he say anything indicating
to you that he intended to |l et his superiors know about
t hat ?

THE WTNESS: | don’t recall if he said that
or not.
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M5. GLADING Did you discuss these nunbers
and these findings with anyone el se in your chain of
comand?

THE W TNESS: Just the usual people | was
having contact with within the Ofice of the
Superintendent |’m sure. Again, obviously I had
di scussed it with Lieutenant Bl aker ane with the
Col onel .

M5. GLADING Right. GCkay. Anyone else
out side of your chain of command that you tal ked about
t hese nunbers with?

THE WTNESS: No. | know | discussed them
with M. Rover. | don’t recall who else | mght have
di scussed them wi th.

M5. GLADING Scott, | wonder if I could mark
one docunent very quickly here. What’'s the nunber?

MR. WEBER. Wy don’'t we mark it as G 26.

(Pause)

M5. GLADING You could take -- 1’ve handed
the witness --

MR. WEBER. G 26.

M5. GLADING -- a docunent marked G 26.
Coul d you take a look at it and tell me if you
recogni ze it?

MR. WEBER: For the record, it’s OAG 002123
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t hrough 2130.

M5. GLADING And for the record, the
handwritten remarks in the margins that cal cul ate
percentages are ny notes, not --

THE WTNESS: Good. | was just going to ask

you t hat.
(Pause)

THE WTNESS: Okay. Yes, nma’am

M5. GLADING Do you recognize this?

THE WTNESS: | recognize the maps and, as
you said, apparently your notes that were on there
because | hadn’t -- | didn't remenber that witing

being there. These were reports that were prepared by
the Field Operations Section in regards to | believe
bot h Cranbury and Moorestown Stations.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Did you know about these
reports as they were being prepared?

THE W TNESS: These reports, yes, | did.

M5. GLADING At the tinme that these reports
wer e being prepared, you had know edge that they were
wor ki ng on this?

THE W TNESS:. Yes.

M5. GLADING Ckay. How did you have that
know edge?

THE WTNESS: Basically the inpetus for these
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reports being started was ny being sent down to the
Field Operations Section and directing themto start
collecting information of this fashion for the two
stations out on the Turnpi ke, Cranbury and Morestown.

M5. GLADING Ckay. And you sent down there
by whonf

THE W TNESS: The Superint endent.

M5. GLADING And this is June “97. Wat was
the context in your being sent down there?

THE W TNESS: Basically that we had
ascertai ned that we had sonme shortconi ngs in ongoing
nonitoring as far as keeping track of what was going on
and it was felt at that tinme that it would be prudent
for us to get an ongoing flow of information to cone in
for the purpose of nmanagenment to ascertai n what notor
vehicle stop rates were and what our search activity
was out at the two stations.

M5. GLADING And did that process continue?

THE WTNESS: This process | believe
conti nued ongoing until the inplenentation of the CAD
system for the stations on the Turnpike. And | believe
at that tine it was able to shift froma manua
conpilation which is what’s reflected here to the
conputeri zed fashion of doing it through the CAD
system
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M5. GLADING And did you -- at the tine did
you have any view on whet her these nunbers were
conparable to what you were coming up with or whether
they were contradictory?

THE WTNESS: They didn't appear to be
contradictory. The stop rates appeared to be in the
sane ball park as the nunbers had been generated
t hrough vari ous endeavors over years prior. And |

didn't see any -- again, | don’t -- | probably would
have to rely on the nunbers that you put here. But |
don’t think that the -- the search nunbers, | believe,

were again in the sane ball park as prior analysis that
had been done.

M5. GLADING Relying on ny math coul d be
dangerous. Did you continue to see these reports on a
nont hly basi s?

THE WTNESS: No, | didn’t. What had
happened is the Field Operations Section was tracking
this information and it had gotten to a point where |
believe the Field Operations Section had been asked to
prepare a six nonth report which encapsul ated the
report basically the information for the prior six
nonths. And subsequently there was another six nonth
report that was done | ater.

M5. GLADING Did you ever indicate to anyone
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outside the State Police, anyone at the Ofice of the
Attorney Ceneral or the Departnent of Law and Public
Safety that these nunbers were being kept and were
avai | abl e?

THE W TNESS: Yes.

M5. GLADING Who did you tell that to?

THE WTNESS: M. Rover.

M5. GLADING Did he ask to see thenf

THE WTNESS: | believe that | had related to
hi m t hat our nunbers were on par with what they had
been in the past. | don’t believe he specifically
asked for copies of the reports. | had comruni cat ed
the information tel ephonically.

M5. GLADING Ckay. And did you discuss
t hese nunbers with anyone else within the State Police?

THE WTNESS: |I'msure that | did in the
context of getting themfromthe Field Operations
Section, the fact that | went down there to ask for the
six nmonth report, the origination of doing this. So
t here probably woul d have been a nunber of people
within the Field Operations Section as well as ny
normal chain of command that | would have talked to
about this.

M5. GLADING Do you recall talking with
Li eut enant Col onel Roberson about these nunbers?
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THE W TNESS: About these specific nunbers?
| don’t think I did.

M5. GLADING Well, about -- no, about the
nunbers that were being generated as a result of this
Field Operations process?

THE WTNESS: No. | believe that he knew
that the, you know, nunbers were being generated
because | think that they flowed up through the chain
of command.

M5. GLADING Ckay. D d you have any
conversations with Colonel WIIlianms about these nunbers
during this process? Ws this part of your discussions
wi th hinf

THE WTNESS: |'msure that | did, but I
don’t renenber specifically what the context of the
conversation woul d have been.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Thanks.

MR. WEBER: Sergeant Gl bert, | show you a
new docunent, for the record G 27, OAG 000975 t hrough
998. Have you ever seen this docunent before?

(Pause)

THE WTNESS: The first page, which is
000975, that |1’'ve never seen before.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Please take a | ook at
what’s attached to it.
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(Pause)

THE W TNESS: Ckay, sir.

MR. WEBER: Have you ever seen the docunents
that are attached to that?

THE W TNESS: Yes, | have.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. And that’'s -- the
docunents that are attached to OAG 975 are the results
of anal ysis conducted by Lieutenant Hi nkle, correct?

THE W TNESS: That’s correct, sir.

MR. WEBER: Did you have any involvenent in
Li eutenant Hinkle' s activities in connection with his
anal ysi s?

THE WTNESS: No, | did not.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. The cover neno, which is
OAG 975 is dated July 29, ‘97 and it’s to Peter

Verniero fromAl ex Waugh. In the first paragraph the
meno states, “The existence of this docunent was
recently disclosed by State Police. It appears to be

within the anmbit of the docunents requested by USDQJ
and may have to be produced for them DAG Rover is
| ooking further into that issue.” Do you know who
produced the Hinkle analysis and reports in or around
July 1997 to the Attorney Ceneral’s Ofice?

THE WTNESS: | don’t recall.

MR. VWEBER:  (kay.
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THE WTNESS: |'mnot sure if it was ne or if
it was sonebody el se within the Division.
MR, WEBER:. Ckay. Is it likely -- let nme

rephrase that question. Do you have any recollection
of providing informati on about Lieutenant H nkle' s
analysis to the Attorney General’s Ofice at any point
in tinme?

THE WTNESS: Yeah, | did. There was
di scussions on that and I know that the information was
over there because it also tied into sone other ongoing
matters that were active at that point.

MR. VWEBER:. Ckay. You say you know t he
i nformati on was over there. You re talking about the
H nkl e reports that are attached to this docunent?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. And you knew t he
i nformati on was over there when?

THE WTNESS: | believe it would have been
around that tine because | believe that this
information here also tied into sone ongoing civil
litigation. | don’t renenber the exact tine franme, but
| know it was part of the itens that were involved in
that matter al so.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Lieutenant H nkle s report
is dated Septenber 24th, ‘96, correct?
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THE WTNESS: That's correct, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. So is it your recollection
that Lieutenant Hinkle s report and the rel ated
docunents that are behind Lieutenant Hi nkle's report
were not provided to the Attorney General’'s Ofice
until sonme time around July of 1997?

THE WTNESS: | don’t have any independent
recol l ection, but |I wouldn't doubt what M. Waugh had
witten in the nenb. [|’massunng that the dates are

accur ate.

MR. WHEELER: Were you aware -- just to
backtrack a second. Wre you aware that Lieutenant
Hi nkl e was conducting those audits?

THE W TNESS:. Yes.

MR. WHEELER: Did you have any conversati ons
with either Lieutenant H nkle or Captain Touw about
t hose audits?

THE WTNESS: | had conversations with
Capt ai n Touw because this was kind of the genesis of
Capt ai n Touw had conme up with the concept of doing
i nspection audits and the audit process, and he and |
had had | engt hy conversations on the devel opnent of
that process. And this was one of the precursors to
denonstrating the ability to do that.

MR. WHEELER Wbul d this have been di scussed
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at any of those neetings in 1996 that were chaired by
Li eutenant Col onel Littles?

THE WTNESS: 1'd have to -- I’mnot sure if
they were or not. | don't -- I'd have to | ook at the
notes that | nade as far as the 10Cs and what was
di scussed at the neeting. | don't knowif -- |I’d have
to go back and | ook at the dates of our neetings
conpared to when this was authored by Lieutenant
Hi nkle. This m ght have cone afterwards. |’ m not
sure.

MR. WHEELER: And | just have one quick
guestion about those neetings that | forgot to ask
before and | apologize and I'll be very, very qui ck.
The first nmeeting after the Soto decision, | believe it
was G 1, the docunent that was -- it’s G1 and it’s the
meno it’s dated 3/28/96 and it sunmarizes the 3/25/96
Col onel Littles -- Lieutenant Colonel Littles neeting.
Do you recall what the response or reaction by the
menbers of the State Police that were at that neeting
to the Soto decision? Ws it a positive response --
positive reaction?

THE WTNESS: Well not to give you a hard
time, | nean like positive in what way?

MR. WHEELER: That the judge nade the right
deci si on?
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THE WTNESS: No. | think that the reason
that we had the neeting was that in reading the
decision that | had read and others had read, is that
there were sone issues that were rai sed by Judge
Francis that we didn’t agree with. There were issues
that were raised that we felt, you know, to be prudent
and to be good | aw enforcenent officers we had to take
a look at. And that’s why in fact we put the Commttee
together. Because there were such things as records
retention, nonitoring, training, they re issues that
you al ways want to inprove upon. And obviously, you
know, he had | evel ed sone pretty heavy criticismat the
Division for their capabilities and behavior. Now
whet her we agreed with himor not, the prudent thing
was for us to get together and start to take a | ook at
the i ssues because we’'re al ways | ooking to inprove
our sel ves.

So was there an overall favorable response to
the decision? | would say no because we had concerns
about the conpl eteness of the data that had been
utilized. The -- although we didn’t fully understand
that, the way that it had been explained to us, the way
that the legal burden in the case had been shifted, the
traffic study issue, we had concerns about whether, you
know, the traffic study that had been done was a
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conprehensive traffic study and whether that reflected
t he actual denographics of the Turnpike. And that if
we were going to hold our personnel accountable for a
nunber out there from an enforcenent perspective, both
traffic and crimnal, there were concerns about whether
t hose nunbers were in fact the best nunbers avail able
and whet her they were accurate.

So | think what we did is we took a |evel -
headed approach to the decision. And it wasn't, you
know, that we were saying well this decision is |ike
totally bad and, you know, we’'re going to say that the
judge is totally wong and that we’re not going to
address the issues that he raised. That woul d have
been foolish on the Division’s part and that’'s why we
put the Commttee together. W wanted to nove forward.
|f there were inprovenents that needed to be nade and
we could identify what they were, we were going to
attenpt to do that.

MR. WEBER: Sergeant Gl bert, we' ve placed in
front of you for identification G28. The docunent is
Bat es stanped GC-002375 and 2376. The date is May 27,
1998. It appears to be a neno fromyou to Col onel
WIllians. Do you recognize this docunent?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | do.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Just a question about one
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aspect of it. Under paragraph two, there is a big

bl ock quote in all bold that states, “W can easily
format this training to include enforcenent issues
arising fromthe racial profiling angle (constitutional
basis, case law policy and attitudes). W would then
be satisfying representations made by the AGin the
press rel ease.”

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Do you renenber what
representations you were referring to there?

THE WTNESS: | believe that the Attorney
CGeneral had nmade sone representations as far as us
enhancing our training capabilities and | believe with
the focus on the racial profiling issue and search and
seizure and so forth, and | felt that that was -- since
those representations had been nmade, | felt it was
i nportant to enphasize that there had to be the
appropriate follow through to those representations.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. So the representations
that had already been made in the press rel ease prior
to May 27, ‘98, correct?

THE WTNESS: | believe so. 1’'d have to | ook
at the date of what the press rel ease was, but | know
there was a press release in that general tinme frane.

MR. WEBER. WAs it your view that the -- that
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the State Police needed to format training courses to

i ncl ude enforcenent issues arising fromthe raci al
profile angle in order to, well your words, satisfy the
representations nade by the AGin the press rel ease?

THE WTNESS: Well actually it was two fold.
One is | thought training was inportant. | always
have. And | think that there’s never any danage done
by having nore training, especially on issues such --
such as these that are very sensitive and obviously at
acritical tinme. Secondly, | felt that if the Attorney
General was putting out a press rel ease saying that we
were doing sonething, it was also critical to ensure
that were in fact doing it.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. But prior to the Attorney
General putting out the press release, the State Police
wasn't reformatting its training to deal with the issue
of racial profiling, correct?

THE WTNESS: | think that we had in fact
addressed the issue of racial profiling through the
annual in-services and so forth. But again, going back
to what | said, with the instance of this issue, any
additional training that we could put into our training
curriculumwas going to be beneficial to the Division.
And | felt that that was sonething that we had to
continue nmoving forward with to, you know, the nore
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training the availability of current ongoing training
was an inportant issue for us.

MR. WEBER: | show you a new docunent, G 29.

(Pause)

MR. WEBER: For the record GC-002389 t hrough
2391. Wuld you identify this, Sergeant G| bert,
pl ease?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir. This is a report
that | did to Deputy Attorney General CGeorge Rover from
nyself. It’s regards to the DQJ inquiry, responses to
Pozner’s recent questions. | believe M. Rover had
gotten sonme inquiries from Mark Pozner who was one of
the attorneys on the staff down at the Departnent of
Justice and these were answers | was trying to provide
to M. Rover.

MR WEBER: It’s dated July 23rd, ‘98,
correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Here we’ve got an exanple
of a witten comunication fromyou directly to DAG
Rover ?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: WAs it unusual for you to have
witten communi cations directly to DAG Rover?

THE WTNESS: | don’t think | did it on that
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many occasions, but | guess in this instance | took the
time to lay this out for him | don’'t know if you
woul d characterize it as unusual. It’s just in this
case | chose to wite the information out and get it
into his hands.

MR. WEBER: Do you renenber why you wote the
information out and provided it to himin witten form
as opposed to doi ng what appears the usual course that
you and M. Rover had established, which is you pick up
t he tel ephone and you call himand you brief himover
t he phone?

THE WTNESS: No. |It’'s kind of Iike
basically the sane. |It’s all information that falls
into the sane paraneters of what we were dealing wth.
It’s not that it’s any different. Qher than probably
the fact that | had sone tinme to sit down and type the
thing out, there probably is no difference in the
process. | nmean ny goal was to get the information to
hi m whi ch whether | did it over the phone or | did it
in witing, as long as the information got there and |
was confident that he understood what the information
was, that was my main concern.

M5. GLADING Did you recall prior to this
period -- this point intime, this is July 23rd, ‘98,
did you recall that George Rover had -- had been
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sending information to the Departnment of Justice?

THE WTNESS: | believe that he was.
M5. GLADING Do you know where he was
getting that -- that -- let nme be specific. Do you

recall that he was sending radio |ogs to the Departnent
of Justice?

THE WTNESS: | believe that he did, yes,
ma’ am

M5. GLADING Do you know where he got them
fronf

THE WTNESS: He would have gotten them from
us over at the State Poli ce.

M5. GLADING Do you know who in particul ar
he got them fronf

THE WTNESS: Probably woul d have gotten them
fromme. |1'msure | would have been the --

M5. GLADING Ckay. This is pretty
vol um nous, the information Departnent of Justice asked
for, wasn't it?

THE W TNESS: Yes, it was.

M5. GLADING Ckay. So do you recall whether
he did get it fromyou?

THE WTNESS: |’ m assuming that he got it
from me because the informati on would have -- basically
t hat woul d have been ny responsibility to get the
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paperwork over to him So --

MS. GLADING Ckay.

THE WTNESS: -- that would have conme from
me, yes.

M5. GLADING Do you recall how you got it
over to hin? Was it boxes of information?

THE WTNESS:. Yeah, and organized up into |
guess, what do you call them brown |egal folders.

When sonebody went over that way, one of the guys that

| had in ny office, because George worked off site. He
worked at ABC. So | tried to have those -- you know,
that information ferried over to him | think on sone
occasi ons he stopped by and he picked stuff up. |

don’t renenber, you know, which was which

M5. GLADING Ckay. And I'masking this
question out of sequence, but | can tell you that there
was a June 17th, 1997 letter from Rover to Mark Pozner.
It’s DQJ-5599. | don’t know that we need to mark it
into evidence. But it appears to be when he begins
sendi ng Mark Pozner radio logs for the 30 sanpl e days.

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

M5. GLADING It appears to be the first tinme
he’s sending himinformation specific to the 30 sanple
days.

THE WTNESS: All right.
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M5. GLADING Does that sound about right to
you, June 17th, ‘97?
THE WTNESS: It may well be. That nakes

sense with what you're saying to ne. |’d have to | ook
at the letter, but I’msure -- he basically had the
control of the stuff, you know, going to the Departnent
of Justice. So if that’s what his letter reflects, I'm
sure that’'s -- that’'s probably accurate.

M5. GLADING Al right. Here's ny question
to you. As best as you can recall, in gathering up

this information for him what process did you go
t hrough and how long did it take?

THE WTNESS: It took a long tinme because
basically it was a |lot of paper itself. Sone of the
t hi ngs such as SOPs and policies, they were easy to get
ny hands on and | had gotten to them-- gotten those
things to him--

M5. GLADING Yeah. |’m asking specifically
about radio |logs --

THE WTNESS: But |like that stuff --

M5. GLADING -- consent to search forns --

THE WTNESS: -- yeah, that took a while.
The consent to search forms | was able to | ocate them
because they were actually on site at Division
Headquarters because they got funneled in fromthe
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various troops into the Field Operations Section. They
had a storage area where they kept them However, the
ot her information --

M5. GLADING Let ne back up for one second.
On the consent to search forns, because they were nore
easily located and were on site, were they the first
t hings you sent of to M. Rover?

THE WTNESS: | don't recall if they were the
first thing. | know that they were the things that |
had the first chance really to do an anal ysis on
because they were the first things I think that | had
basically kind of a conplete set of things in nmy hands
so that | go about doing that.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Wen -- when the 30
sanpl e days were selected at some point in the spring
of ‘97, is that correct? Yeah.

THE W TNESS: Yes, na’ am

M5. GLADING Did M. Rover call you up and
say this is what we’re going to need for the 30 days or
how did -- how did you start the process?

THE WTNESS: | think there was di scussion
back and forth about what, you know, State Police
reports would be there and |ike, you know, what would
be included in that. | don't renenber if George, you
know, tal ked to them and they cane to an agreenent as
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to what specific itenms there would be. But | know we
ended wi th sumonses, warnings, radio | ogs, you know,
basically the things that would incorporate the
activity of the troopers on those given days. So the
consent to searches, the investigation reports and so
forth.

M5. GLADING And were the probabl e cause
searches also in that?

THE WTNESS: | believe so, yes.

M5. GLADING Ckay. And were the patrol
charts part of that al so?

THE W TNESS:. Yes.

M5. GLADING Okay. Now what process then
did you go through after you knew what they needed?

THE WTNESS: | put an inquiry out through
paperwork to the stations on the Turnpi ke and told them
what -- what was going to be needed.

M5. GLADING And then when do you think that
was ?

THE WTNESS: That | put that -- 1'd have to
go back and check. | think there’s IOCs that show t hat

request goi ng out through the chain of command to start
gathering that information up at the stations on the
Tur npi ke, the two stations.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Do you have any
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recollection of howlong it took to get it back?

THE WTNESS: It took a while because we were
very strapped for manpower at that point and they
didn’t want to take troopers off the road at that point
to gather -- basically it was a | ot of photocopying
that was involved. First gathering -- identifying and
gathering the reports and then actually, you know,
putting them together and photocopying them So they
used individual -- we had sonme individuals that were on
| ight duty and on power days, which are days that -- we
call them power days because there’s nore people
wor ki ng and they were able to free sone of our
personnel up to basically do the photocopying and put
the stuff together. So it took a nunber of nonths, |
believe, before the stuff started to flowin with any
regul arity.

M5. GLADING Started to flowinto you?

THE W TNESS:. Yes.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Wen it got to you, what
woul d you do with it?

THE WTNESS: Try and get it organi zed the
best | could as far as the sanple dates, when |I had an
opportunity to do that and once |I had had, you know,
things together, I felt in a fairly reliable and
under st andabl e manner, then get in touch with George
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and get that stuff over to him

M5. GLADING As you got stuff in, you'd
organi ze it and then ship it over to Ceorge?

THE WTNESS: Tried to, yeah.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Did you keep copies of
it?

THE W TNESS: Yes.

M5. GLADING Did you keep a record of when
you sent these things over?

THE WTNESS: No. | would call George up and
say |’'ve got sone of the stuff that you need.
Basically either he would conme over and get it or -- |
don’t think I ever actually took any of the stuff over
to him but one of -- | would have one of the two --
they’ re now Sergeants but they were troopers at that
point in nmy unit would ferry that stuff over to his
of fice.

M5. GLADING Now if there’'s a June 17th,
1997 letter from Rover to Pozner attaching radio |ogs
from Moorestown for three dates, January 14th, ‘95,
February 1st, *95 and February 13th, ‘95, and it’s got
redacted information, you know, the nanmes of the State
Pol ice personnel are redacted, if he’s sending that to
Pozner, can you surm se fromthat what you had given
himin terns of radio | ogs from Mborestown at that
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poi nt ?

THE WTNESS: Well at |least that information.
|"mnot sure if -- can | look at the letter?

M5. GLADI NG Yeah, sure.

THE WTNESS: Maybe that’ Il help.

MR. WEBER: Could you just identify again the
Bat es number ?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir. |It’s DQJ-005599.
It’s a letter on State of New Jersey | etterhead dated
June 17th, 1997 going to Mark Pozner of the G vil
Ri ghts Division, Departnent of Justice from M. Rover.
And it says, “l attach copies of radio |ogs fromthe
Moorestown Station for the dates of January 14th, 1995,
February 1st, 1995 and February 13th, 1995. The only
portions redacted refer to the names of State Police
personnel .”

| think at that point what had happened is
that they wanted sanples of how we captured our
information, if I remenber right. | don’'t know if at
that point that we had had the ability -- that -- well
it was in June, so I'mnot really sure. But | don't
know if we had all the radio | ogs basically collected
at that point and organi zed. Cbviously these three had
been extracted and | guess sent to the Departnent of
Justi ce.
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M5. GLADING Al right. 1 -- 1 did not
bring all of George Rover’s letters. But I'mtrying to
under stand the process through which he got
information. Do you renenber when you finished getting
himthe information that you had to collect for hinf

THE W TNESS: Actually it was ongoi ng because
even when we got to G 29 which was dated, what, July
23rd of ‘98, we were still in the process of
interacting with Justice. And so |I’mnot sure which
information we’re tal king about.

M5. GLADING |'mtalking about the
information you had to get fromthe various Barracks,
from Moorestown and Cranbury for warnings, radio |ogs,
consent to search forns, investigation reports,
probabl e cause forns and --

THE WTNESS: | think in the area -- probably
in the area of July, August of ‘97 | think that we were
wel | underway. | can’t say, you know, specifically
that 1| was done on a specific date. | don't -- because
this was --

M5. GLADING  Ckay.

THE WTNESS: -- being done in anong a | ot of
other things that I had to do. But | would say that |
think by the early fall of “97 | think we were in
pretty good shape as far as getting nost of the
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docunents in.

M5. GLADING Ckay, early fall of ‘97 and
that’s a June ‘97 letter.

THE W TNESS:. Yes.

M5. GLADING So you're tal king about a
process of about four nonths or so?

THE WTNESS: It took a while because --

MS. GLADING Ckay.

THE WTNESS: -- again, we were very strapped
for manpower.

M5. GLADING To your know edge, did he ever
send the consent to search forns to Justice?

THE WTNESS: |I'mnot sure if he did or not.

M5. GLADING Okay. Did he keep you apprized
of what he was sendi ng Justice and when?

THE WTNESS: Not specifically. | nean |
woul d get stuff to him | know he had ongoi ng cont act
with M. Pozner. But |I’mnot sure exactly what went
and exactly at what point it went.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Thanks. That's very
hel pful .

MR. WEBER: O f the record.

(O f the record discussion)

MR. WEBER: Back on the record. Sergeant

G |l bert, we have placed before you two new docunents
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and for the record the first docunent is G 30, OAG
006221 to OAG 006223. And the second docunent which
we’'ve marked as G 31 is OAG 001345 to 1348. G30 a is
February 23rd, 1999 neno fromyou to Lieutenant Col onel
Dunl op, correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. VWEBER: Wy did you prepare this nenpo at
that tinme?

THE WTNESS: After the shooting had taken
pl ace on the Turnpike, | believe that there -- from
Col onel Dunl op’s perspective, he had cone in as the
Executive Oficer, a Lieutenant Colonel’s position,
from havi ng been over in the Investigations Section.
Subsequent to the shooting, Colonel Dunlop had
commtted quite a ot of resources to try and -- as
you're well aware of with the audit process that was
undertaken out there, and also to take a | ook at our
policies and procedures again. That incident having
taken place, | think, you know, obviously would cast an
even nore critical eye on processes and procedures.

And ny recollection is he wanted ne to
prepared this for himto kind of give himan overview
as far as subsequent to G oucester -- the d oucester
County deci sion being rendered, we had taken a nunber
of steps to try and enhance the collection of
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information by way of the radio transm ssion. And |
think that he was trying to get a feel for that. As
you wel |l know, sone of the issues that cane up during
the -- his inquiries after the shooting, there were
i ssues that tied to radio procedures and the
information being collected. So | think he wanted to
get a good grasp fromme as far as what events had
taken place with regards to the radio | og issue, the
calling in of stops and so forth up to the point that
he asked ne for it, which would have been, you know,
somewhere in this area, md to |late February of 1999.

MR WEBER. Ckay. So G 30 then is a synopsis
or atime line of inportant dates that rel ate
specifically to the radio procedures issue, correct?

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. G 31, the subject of which
is a profiling issue, did you prepare that docunent
al so?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | did.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. This -- this docunent, G
31, is a docunent that sets forth the chronol ogi cal on
nore generally key dates to the profiling issue,
correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, that’s correct.

MR. WEBER: So it includes both -- it
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i ncludes the dates that are set forth in G 30 which are
the dates that relate to radi o procedures plus
addi ti onal dates?

THE WTNESS: Yeah, |1'd have to cross it
over, but I’massumng that | probably had nost of this
information incorporated into G 31.

MR. WEBER. (Ckay. Let’s -- and that -- and
G 31 was prepared March 26th, ‘99?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER:. Ckay. And again you are the
aut hor of this docunent?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | am

MR WEBER: All right. Let’'s take a | ook at
the third page, QAG 001347.

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: There is a delineation for
February of *97. There’'s a few of them correct? It
says 2/97?

THE W TNESS:  Yes.

MR. WEBER: The first entry for 2/97 states,
“DQJ | earning we are not conputerized decides to anmend
request, advising they will pick sanple dates for
analysis. They ultimately specify 15 sanple dates in
‘95, 15 in *96. Data provided as gathered to DAG Rover
for forwarding to DQJ.” Wat data are you referring to
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here at the February ‘97 entry?

THE WTNESS: The data being the patrol
charts, radio logs, the -- the ongoing -- basically
that’s when it started about, you know, getting the
information fromthe Turnpi ke Stations, getting it
together and getting it over to him The things we
wer e tal king about before |ike the patrol charts, the
radi o | ogs, the summobnses, warnings --

MR. WEBER. Is G 13 included in the -- the
description of data, that would be the --

THE WTNESS: You nean G 13 being the -- the
contents of G 13?

MR WEBER  Yes. Yes. Correct.

THE WTNESS: Yeah. | don’t think | actually
wote it with that thought in mnd, but | nean that was
around the tinme period that | had provided that
information to him

MR. WEBER: (Okay. February of ‘97 then, as
best as you can recall and now taking a | ook at G 31,
is when you started to provide data to DAG Rover and
then it was an ongoi ng process thereafter, correct?

THE W TNESS: Yeah. Again, as we di scussed
before, with the information of the consent to search
information that | had passed on to himearlier,
bel i eve that we had kind of cone to a conclusion that
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that was sonmewhere in the range of February *97. And |
think this is -- what | wote here is nore applicable
to like the hard copy, the photocopy of all the
docunents delineating the activity out at the stations
and the policy and procedures and so forth that |
beli eve were, you know, forwarded to himfor himin
turn to forward to the Justice Departnent.

(Pause)

M5. GLADING Did you -- at the tinme you
wote this nmeno, did you have any discussions with
Li eut enant Col onel Fedorko about the content of the
meno?

THE WTNESS: | don’t think that | did. You
know, hopefully the purpose of this was to give him
bull ets so that he had a good overview, you know, soup
to nuts start -- you know, fromthe start point of the
G oucester County deci sion what had been going on.
don’t renenber him having any foll ow up questions for
me on this. |’mhoping that’s because it kind of nade
sense in the tine line the way it was constructed.

M5. GLADING Did you -- you said he didn't
have any foll ow up questions?

THE WTNESS: | don’t recall us having
specific conversation on the contents of the nmeno or
anyt hi ng.
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M5. GLADING It would -- just to clarify
what Scott asked you about earlier, and | found the
reference in ny own records. The -- George Rover on
April 2nd, 1997, got the Fax from DQJ that indicated
the 30 sanple -- 30 random days.

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

M5. GLADING So the -- if you accept ny
representation as accurate, is that the date then that
you and he began tal king or at sonme tinme shortly
thereafter, that you and he began tal ki ng about
gathering the information?

THE WTNESS: No. | think what had happened,
| think there was -- again, | don't think | was privy
to all the back and forth, but | think the resolution
of getting to the 30 sanples dates, | nean | think
there was sonme back and forth between Justice and the
Attorney Ceneral’s Ofice on that. | don’t think it
was |i ke a one-day discussion and --

M5. GLADING  Ckay.

THE WTNESS: You know, | think there was
sonme, as | said, back and forth on that. So I think
that that took a period of tinme. But | think that as
far as the gathering of data, | think originally is the
request was constructed, it was tal king about the great
enconpassing -- the one report | had witten about the
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| ogi stical concerns, | wote that on the basis that I
think at the start point it was going to be information
for 1994 to 1996 for basically the way the thing was
wor ded because it was vague was for the entire
Division. So there had been conversations about, you
know, collecting information because of basically how
extensive an operation that was going to be.

M5. GLADING Ckay. So that took sone tinme?

THE WTNESS: Yeah. | think -- | mean that
was -- | think fromthe tine that we actually received
the information request, | think there were

conver sati ons ongoi ng about, you know, the aspects of
col | ection because it was going to be a nassive
undert aki ng.

M5. GLADING COkay. Actually I found anot her
reference that an agreenent was reached with DQJ on the
15 days in May -- on the 30 -- the 30 days in May of
‘ 97.

THE W TNESS: That --

M5. GLADI NG Does that sound about right to
you?

THE WTNESS: |I'msure if that's what he's
got inthe letter, that’s going to be accurate.

MS. GLADING Ckay.

MR. WEBER: Sergeant G | bert, put a new
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docunent in front of you for identification, G32, is a
docunment | wll represent that | have stapl ed together.

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: The Bates nunbers are QAG 003450
and GC-002348. The first docunment is a neno to the
file fromPeter Verniero dated March 16, 1999 re State
Police data and information. Have you ever seen that
docunent before?

THE WTNESS: No, first tine.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Turning your attention to
t he second page G 32 which is GC-002348, a nenp to the
file from Paul Zoubek dated March 16, 1999, subject
State Police review. Have you ever seen this docunent
bef ore?

THE WTNESS: No, | have not.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Let ne read the docunent
into the record. “On March 15, 1999, | received for
the first time a packet of docunents fromthe State
Pol i ce regardi ng anal yses and conpil ati ons of
statistics regarding racial profiling. | received
t hose docunents from Li eutenant Thormas G | bert of the
New Jersey State Police. Al so present at that neeting
wi th AAG Ronal d Susswein, Deputy Director Wayne Fi sher
AAG George Rover, Christine Boyle, Chief Research and
Eval uati on Section and DAG M ke LoGal bo. These
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materials were received in response to the request |
made during a neeting with Lieutenant Col onel s Robert
Dunl op and M chael Fedorko on March 11, 1999 to ensure
that we had received all relevant docunents concerning
racial profiling.”

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Did you in fact provide a packet
of docunments to Director Zoubek on March 15th, 19997

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | did.

MR. WEBER: Wy did you provide those
docunents to hinf

THE WTNESS: | don’t recall the exact date,
but | had received a phone call from Deputy Attorney
Ceneral CGeorge Rover. (CGeorge had indicated to ne that
he was passing on a request from M. Zoubek, that M.
Zoubek would like to get a |l ook at the statistical

information that | had conpiled. In speaking with
CGeorge, | don’t -- | believe that George actually gave
me the date upon which | was going to get together with
the individuals. | didn't know exactly who was goi ng

to be at the neeting, but that | was to conme over. |
remenber it was in the point conference roomover at
Justi ce.

Upon getting that phone call from Ceorge,
because it involved, you know, releasing information
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out of the Division, | went to Col onel Dunlop who had
basically been dealing with dowmntown wth the flow of
information regarding the profiling issues, told him]l
had gotten a call from Deputy Attorney General Rover
and at that point he basically endorsed the fact to go
down there to give themthe information and al so |

| earned at that point he was going to acconpany nme to
t hat neeting.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Wat statistical
information in particular were you asked to bring with
you to that neeting?

THE WTNESS: It wasn't a specific request.
What CGeorge asked ne is the statistics that you ve had
that you’ ve conpiled, he’d like to get a | ook at them
and woul d you pl ease bring them down.

MR. WEBER: The statistics that you have that
you conpiled, are those the statistics that you had
previously shared wwth M. Rover orally?

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Let’'s --

M5. GLADING You -- just to back up. Can
you tell nme the date that -- how many days prior to
this meeting on March 15th you had this conversation
w th CGeorge Rover?

THE WTNESS: | think it was about -- | don’t




NNNNDNNNNRFRPRPRERPRPRRPRRRE
OORWONPFPOOONOUIAWNRFRPOOONOOOUIRWNE

NNNNNNNRFRPRPRRPRPRRPRRRE
ORWONPFPOOONOUIAWNRFRPOOONOOOUIRWNE

G | bert - Exam nation 68

think it was any |longer than a week. | nmean | think it
was about a week |ater that they had schedul ed the
neeting to take pl ace.

MR. WEBER: | want to nake sure that we're
cl ear on what exactly you provided to M. Rover

M5. GLADING Before you do that, can -- did
M. Dunl op acconpany you to the neeting?

THE W TNESS: Yes, he did.

M5. GLADING Was there anyone else in the
neeting who’'s not |isted on that docunent?

THE WTNESS: To be honest with you, if | had
-- other than the fact that | knew M. Zoubek was there
and Col onel Dunlop, if I didn’t have this one report
fromyou, | probably couldn’t have been able to tel
you who was there. But that’s -- |I'’msure basically
M . Zoubek prepared an accurate report here and this is
who was there.

M5. GLADING He didn't list M. Dunlop
t hough, did he?

THE W TNESS: Excuse ne?

M5. GLADING He didn't list M. Dunlop, did
he?

THE WTNESS: No, | believe he did. On,
okay. No, his nane’s in the -- | see his nane, but
it’s not reference to being at the neeting. No, it
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doesn’ t.

M5. GLADING Okay. Do you -- are you done
with this meno or are you continuing with it?

MR, WEBER:. No. Well |’ve got a bunch of
guestions about the subject matter of the nmeno. | want
to make sure that we’ve got in the record what
i nformation you provided in witten formto Director
Zoubek as a result of DAG Rover’s telephone call to
you. As | understand it, correct ne if I’mwong, but
the first statistical information you provided to M.
Rover on the issue of racial profiling was in the form
of G 13, but you reported it to himorally, correct?

THE WTNESS: That's correct, sir.

MR. WEBER: And that occurred |atter part of
February 1997, correct?

THE WTNESS: | believe the way we | ooked at
t he docunents and put things together, yeah, | would
say that’s accurate.

MR. WEBER:. (Ckay. Did you at the March 15th,
1999 neeting provide a copy of what’s been marked G 13?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | did.

MR, WEBER:. Ckay. W also narked today G 21,
a packet of docunments setting forth further statistical
anal yses you did for the 15 randomy sel ected dates.
Did you provide a copy of the docunents that are --
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that conprise G21 to M. Zoubek on the March 15th
dat e?

THE WTNESS: | believe | did. But if you
don’t m nd, because the blue binder is basically what I
provided, if you' re going to ask ne that, | basically--

MR. WEBER: (Ckay.

THE WTNESS: -- | photocopied the -- what

was in this blue binder, so --

MR. WEBER: You phot ocopi ed the bl ue binder.

THE WTNESS: | don’'t want to tell you yes
until | look in here and see that that’s, you know,
part of what’s in here.

MR WEBER. All right. So just so we’'re
clear on the record, is it your recollection that
everything that was in the blue binder you provided a
copy to Director Zoubek?

THE WTNESS: Yeah, | photocopied it there
t hat day.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Oh you photocopied the
entire blue binder there?

THE W TNESS:  Yes.

M5. GLADING Wiy don’t you mark that in?

MR. WEBER: Yeah. 1’mgoing to do that. So
Sergeant G lbert, what 1'd like you to do is we're
going -- we'll mark this, but before we mark it, take a
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| ook through and I want you to take your tinme, take a
| ook through the blue binder. Actually why don’'t we
mark it now, G 33.

(Pause)
MR. VWEBER. And do ne a favor, instead of
| ooki ng at your blue binder, I'd |ike you to take a

| ook at the copy that we have of your blue binder --

THE W TNESS: Sure.

MR. WEBER: -- because that’s the copy
that’ Il be in the record.

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Because we’'re going to return
that original binder to you. Take a |ook at G 33 and |
want you to take your tine, and |l et ne know whet her
everything that’s in G 33, whether a copy of everything
in G33 was provided on March 16th, 1999.

(Pause)

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Have you had an
opportunity to | ook through what we’ ve marked as G 32?

THE W TNESS: G 33?

MR. WEBER: G 33.

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER:. (Ckay. And G 33, is that a copy
of the original blue binder that you brought to today’s
deposi tion?
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THE WTNESS: Best | can in conparing back
and forth, it appears to be a conplete set, yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Did you provide a copy of
everything that is in G33 to the Attorney Ceneral’s
O fice on March 16th, 1999?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER:. Ckay. Now |l want -- | want to
break this dowmn a little bit. You previously testified
that there was other statistical -- well that there was

statistical information that you provided to M. Rover,
but you provided it to himin the formof oral reports,
correct?

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. So we have G 13, the
information that’s contained in G13 is -- a copy of
this meno is in G33, correct?

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. But your testinony is that
you gave an oral report of the information contained in
G 13 to M. Rover sonetinme in |late February ‘97,
correct?

THE WTNESS: That's correct, sir.

MR. WEBER. (Ckay. W also marked today G 21
whi ch you have in front of you.

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.
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MR, WEBER: It was your testinony today that
you provided the information contained in G21 to M.
Rover upon its conpletion, correct?

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WEBER: And there are two different dates
that concern G21. Sone of the information in G 21 you
provided orally to M. Rover | believe you testified in
the late summer to early fall of 1997, correct?

THE WTNESS: Correct, sir.

MR. WEBER: And the rest of the information
you provided -- that in G 21 you provided to M. Rover
orally in the latter part of 1998, correct?

THE WTNESS: | believe so, yes.

MR. WEBER: And that information that is in
G 21, a copy of that is also in the blue binder that
we’ ve marked as G 33, correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. W also marked today G 25
which is further statistical analyses that you
conducted in July of ‘97, correct?

THE WTNESS: If you can hold on one second.

MR. VWEBER. G 25.

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Okay. And | believe you
testified that you provided an oral report of that
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information to M. Rover around that sane tine,
correct?

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. And that information
that’s in G25, a copy of that is also in G 33,
correct?

THE WTNESS: Correct, sir.

MR. WEBER:. W al so marked today G 27 which
was a neno from Al ex Waugh to Peter Verniero, but
attached to it was the anal ysis that Lieutenant Hi nkle
did, correct?

THE WTNESS: That's correct, sir.

MR. WEBER: And that G 27, the witten
i nformation, copies of Lieutenant H nkle's report and
t he supporting docunents behind it, copies of those
were actually provided to the Attorney General’s Ofice
in or about July of ‘97, correct?

THE W TNESS: That woul d be correct, yes,
sir.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. That was not an oral
report, unlike the other exhibits that we’ ve discussed,
correct?

THE WTNESS: No, it wasn't.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. |Is Lieutenant Hinkle's
anal ysis from Septenber of ‘96 and earlier, copies of
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t hose docunents in the binder that we’ ve marked G 337

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, it is.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. So in actuality the
Attorney General’s Ofice had received a copy of the
Hi nkl e materials prior to March 16th, 1999, correct?

THE WTNESS: Well again, I'’monly going off,
you know, there’s -- | don’t recall specifically giving
that to anybody. But I’mgoing -- you had asked ne
about the July 29th --

MR. WEBER: R ght. But based on the July
29t h, 1997 meno which is part of G27, it would seemto
indicate that the Attorney General’s Ofice had
actually been provided with copies of M. Hnkle' s
report --

THE W TNESS: That woul d be accurate.

MR. WEBER. -- as opposed to a verbal report
fromyou to M. Rover, correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR WEBER. All right. Let ne ask you this--

M5. GLADING | wonder if you can --

MR. WEBER: -- Sergeant Glbert. And we're
still on this. You go to this neeting on March 15th,
do you actually copy your binder at the Attorney
General’s Ofice?

THE WTNESS: Yes, | did.
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MR. WEBER. (Ckay. And who do you hand the
copy of the binder to?

THE WTNESS: | brought it back into the room
where we all sitting at the point conference. | don’t
remenber if | handed it to M. Zoubek or sonebody el se
that was there. But |, you know, basically gave them a
copy. | had gotten a duplicate -- | asked one of the
secretaries there for, you know, a blue cover, | think
hol e punched all the pages and gave hima copy of it.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. D d M. Zoubek or anyone
else in the Attorney General’s Ofice flip through the
bi nder at that tinme to determ ne what was in there?

THE WTNESS: | don’t renenber if they did.
| don’t think that the neeting was for a real |ong
time. | think he basically wanted an opportunity to,
you know, digest the -- take a ook at the information

and digest it. So | don't think we were like flipping
t hrough and saying what’'s this, what’'s that or anything
like that. | think the primary need for the neeting
were -- you know, the reason for the neeting was for
himto get his hands on that statistical information so
he could take a look at it.

MR. WEBER: Did anyone ask you in substance
whet her any of this information had previously been
provided to the Attorney CGeneral’s Ofice?
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THE WTNESS: No, they did not.

MR, WEBER:. COkay. Did you offer up at the
neeting the fact that you had shared a | ot of the
statistical information verbally wth M. Rover in the
past ?

THE WTNESS: | didn't realize that that was
a point of contention at that tine.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Was M. Rover -- well,
yeah, according to this nmeno M. Rover was present at
the March 15th neeting, correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes. According to the neno,
yes.

MR. WEBER: M. Zoubek states in his March
16th nmeno that on March 15th, “I received for the first
time a packet of docunments fromthe State Police
regardi ng anal yses and conpil ations of statistics
regarding racial profiling.” Have you ever provide --
provi ded statistical information or anal yses or
conpilations to M. Zoubek personally prior to March
15t h, 1999?

THE WTNESS: | had never net nor had | ever
talked to M. Zoubek prior to that date. That was our
first personal encounter.

MR WEBER. So as far as you -- as far as you
know, that’s an accurate statenent?
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THE WTNESS: | really can’t -- | can’'t
really answer that.

MR. WEBER Wl --

THE WTNESS: Al | can tell you is the
contact that | had with himthat day and that we had
had no prior contact prior to that date.

MR. WEBER:. Cearly you had never, prior to
March 15th, 1999, provided M. Zoubek personally --

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR WEBER. -- with either an anal yses,
conpilations or statistics regarding racial profiling?

THE WTNESS: No. W had had not contact
prior to that date.

MR, VWEBER:. Ckay. But clearly fromyour
testimony on the 14th and today, you had, as you
conducted your various anal yses, provided that
information in the formof oral reports to M. Rover
starting in February of 1997 going up to as late as the
|l atter part of 1998, correct?

THE WTNESS: That is correct.

MR. WEBER: You had al so, had you not, had
di scussions with M. Fahy and M. Susswein in 1996 in
connection with the Commttee that was fornmed after the
Sot o decision, correct?

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.
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MR. WEBER: And during those conversations, |
believe there was testinony that you shared verbally
wi th everyone who was at -- who was part of that
Committee your findings in regards to the analysis you
conducted of the 19 cases and the troopers involved in
the 19 cases in the Soto matter, correct?

M5. ACCURSO | would caution the counsel
about characterizing the testinony. |f you ve got
notes, that’s not ny recollection. But you can put the
guestion to the witness again and ask.

MR. WEBER: Well we previously nmarked on the
14th G 6.

M5. GLADING \What was your statenent before
regardi ng the troopers?

MR. WEBER. W’ ve got the -- we’ve got the
transcript, so --

M5. ACCURSO G 6.

MR. WEBER: Yeah. Do you have G 6?7 W
marked as G 6 --

M5. GLADING We have this transcript?

MR. WEBER:. W got it today. Here.

M5. GLADI NG  Appreciate that.

MR WEBER:. Didn't | give you a copy -- yeah
| gave you a copy.

(Pause)
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MR, WEBER. W narked as G 6 an 10OC that you
aut hored dated May 21, 1996.

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Do you renenber this docunment?
Let me direct your attention to the |ast page, GC
002855, | ast paragraph. Correct ne if I'’mwong, but I
t hought we had had -- we had discussed this |ast
paragraph in which you state, “The d oucester County
appeal is proceeding as planned. The Records and
| dentification Section has prepared an anal ysis of the
arrest statistics for those troopers whose cases are
subj ect of the appeal. A prelimnary analysis of
enforcenment activity for 1-78/Perryville Station for
the period 10/94 to 10/95 has al so been conpleted.”
Correct nme if I’mwong, but | thought you had
testified on the 14th that you had shared the
percentages that related to each of the troopers with
the group at that neeting?

THE WTNESS: No, | don't think that that's
what | said. | think what | had said is that -- ny
recollection in the context of dealing with the
A oucester County case, that | had conversations with
M. Fahy and that it’s ny recollection that in the
context of those discussions that | had briefed himon
the fact that our statistics for the troopers whose
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basically cases were still involved in the -- the
Moor est own troopers whose cases were involved in the
G oucester County case, that | had basically crunched
out the nunbers and that basically passed on to him
that the nunbers were high for their arrest rates.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. And the nunbers that we’'re
tal king about are found ultimately in G 13 on the
second page, correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. And that’'s the 63 percent,
80 percent, 79 percent, 84 percent, 100 percent, 90
percent, 84 percent and 92 percent referenced on OCAG
006226, correct?

M5. ACCURSO Hold on a minute, w'll take a
| ook.

MR. WEBER:  Sure.

THE WTNESS: Yeah, let nme just nake sure and
take a look at it.

MR. WEBER: Sure. No, | want us to all be
clear on this.

(Pause)

THE WTNESS: That's correct, sir.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. And you had previously
shared those nunbers with M. Fahy orally before
authoring G 13, correct?
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THE WTNESS: Well, | think in the
di scussions that we had about the d oucester County
case, going back to the 14th, is that in sharing
information back and forth as far as our nunbers with
t hose troopers basically being high and everything, |
don’t renenber if | specifically said to him you know,
the nunbers are, as you just recited them 63, 80
percent, 79 or whatever. But as far as the fact that
t he nunbers were high --

MR. WEBER: See, | thought, and again, |I'm
going fromnenory, but | thought you had testified that
you shared the percentages with M. Fahy sonetine
either in the summer or the fall of 1996 --

THE WTNESS: -- | think | did say that, that
t he
-- and what I'’msaying is that the percentage -- you
know, that basically the -- our arrest rates for those

peopl e the percentages were high. That's --

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. And then ultimately, when
you then had to do the analysis of the consent to
search date, | thought your testinony was you basically
put everything together that you had up to that point--

THE WTNESS: Yeah, | tried to, for the
Col onel ’ s benefit --

MR. VWEBER: Right.
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THE WTNESS: -- to say what, you know -- and
| think at that point | had them and since |I was
putting it in witing | put down the specific
percentages that are here in this report, on G 13.

MR, WEBER. At any tinme after the March 15th,
1999 neeting did anyone contact you, either fromthe
State Police or fromthe Attorney CGeneral’s Ofice, to
express the sentinent that the informati on you provi ded
on March 15th was provided to the Attorney Ceneral’s
Ofice for the first tinme?

THE WTNESS: There were sonme discussions to
that effect, yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Who was involved in those
di scussi ons?

THE WTNESS: | had discussions wth Col onel
Dunl op and Col onel Fedorko, | believe, the day
following | had turned that information over.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Tell ne what transpired
during the discussion.

THE WTNESS: In talking with Col onel Dunl op
and Col onel Fedorko I -- ny recollection is that they -
- | believe Colonel Dunlop had conversation with M.
Zoubek. And M. Zoubek had tal ked to Col onel Dunl op
and was not real happy with the fact that we had --
there were nunbers in ny files that related a
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conparison to the Maryland State Police dating back to
early 19977

MR. VEBER:  Um hmm

THE WTNESS: And that that information had
in fact never been shared with the Attorney General’s
O fice, and al so raised concerns about the ongoing
nonitoring that was being done at the two Stations,
Moor est own and Cranbury, with regards to the stop data
and the search data that conmenced in early 1997.

MR. WEBER: Did you advise M. Dunlop that
you had previously shared a |ot of the statistical
information with M. Rover in 19977

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | did.

MR. VWEBER:. And what was M. Dunlop’s
response?

THE WTNESS: M recollection is that he
believe nme, and I went on to detail the neeting that we
had had in May of 1997, as well -- additional contacts
|"d had with M. Rover.

MR WEBER. D d -- what did Col onel Dunlop do
with that information, if you know?

THE WTNESS: | believe that he had
subsequent tel ephonic contact with M. Zoubek on that
i ssue.

MR. WEBER: And what did he tell M. Zoubek?
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THE WTNESS: | believe that he took the
position that this information had in fact been shared
with the Attorney Ceneral’s Ofice.

MR VWEBER:. Did he specifically identify that
you had shared it with M. Rover?

THE WTNESS: That |I'’mnot sure of, because |
wasn’'t party to the tel ephonic conversation. | was
only briefed on the conversation by the Col onel.

MR. WEBER: What el se did Col onel Dunlop tel
you about the conversation during his briefing?

THE WTNESS: He'd indicated to nme that he
had related to M. Zoubek that it was his believe that
in fact the information had fl owed back and forth

related -- | explained about the neeting in May, the
contact, ongoing contact, I'd had with M. Rover --

MR. WEBER: I n May of 1997 neeting?

THE WTNESS: -- ongoing -- yeah --

MR. WEBER:  (Ckay.

THE WTNESS: -- and fromthat point forward.

And al so Col onel Dunlop had al so been at a neeting in
| ate 1998 which he had attended and acconpanied M.
Rover regarding statistical information, specifically
t he ongoing nonitoring at the two stations on the
‘Pike. So he was aware of the fact that that neeting
had taken place with M. Rover about statistical
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information. So | believe --

M5. GLADING Can you just explain further?
The neeting was -- M. Dunlop had been at a neeting in
May of ‘98 w th whon?

THE WTNESS: No, |ate 1998.

MR. WEBER: Late ‘98.

M5. GLADING Late ‘98. GCkay. Wth whon?

THE W TNESS: The neeting was attended by the
three colonels at that time, Colonel WIIlians, Colonel
Dunl op, Col onel Fedorko, nyself and M. Rover.

M5. GLADI NG  Ckay.

MR. WEBER: What -- did Col onel Dunl op detai
for you during his briefing of the conversation he had
with M. Zoubek what M. Zoubek’ s response was to the
information M. Dunlop provided to himabout M. Rover
receiving the statistical anal yses going back to
February, 19977

THE WTNESS: | believe his -- and again, |I'm
only getting this from Col onel Dunlop --

MR. WEBER: Fi ne.

THE WTNESS: -- so, | mean, | got it
secondhand, but that M. Zoubek took the information
and indicated he woul d get back to Col onel Dunl op.

MR. WEBER: Did he ever get back to Col onel
Dunl op?
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THE WTNESS: Far as | know he did, yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: And what transpired during that
conversation?

THE WTNESS: Basically what | was told was
that when M. Zoubek had recontacted Col onel Dunl op,
that he had had occasion, | guess in whatever format,
to reach out for the then former Attorney Ceneral
regardi ng specifically what |I renmenber is about the
nmeeting of May, 1997, and that what Col onel Dunl op
passed on to ne, | don’t renenber, it was either that
the former Attorney Ceneral didn’t renenber the neeting
havi ng ever taken place or didn't renenber the content
of the neeting.

MR. VWEBER:. \Wen you say --

M5. GLADING Can --

MR. WEBER. -- the fornmer Attorney Ceneral,
you're referring to Attorney General Verniero?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | am sir.

MR WEBER: All right. Now, let’'s -- let ne
j ust
-- let me just get this straight here. Onh, okay. He
wasn't the former Attorney Ceneral at the tine.

THE WTNESS: Oh, I'msorry. GCkay. At that
point, no, he wasn't.

MR WEBER. Right. So let’s just nmake --
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THE WTNESS: -- ny dates w ong.

MR. WEBER: -- let’s just make sure the
record’s clear. Colonel Dunlop related to you the
foll ow ng, that he spoke with M. Zoubek in a follow up
conversation; M. Zoubek had indicated to himthat he
spoke with then Attorney General Peter Verniero --

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: -- about the issue; and that then
Attorney Ceneral Peter Verniero had stated what?

THE WTNESS: Basically -- the way | renenber

it, and I don’t want to -- the basic thenme of what
Col onel Dunlop had told nme was that by what he was
getting -- again, this is -- now becones, like, fourth

hand, but what he told nme, he was told by Director
Zoubek was that Attorney General Verniero didn't have,

| guess you woul d say, a clear recollection of what had
taken place at that neeting in May of 1997.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Wat about on the issue of
you providing information to M. Rover starting in
February of 1997, was there any response to that from
M. Zoubek?

THE WTNESS: | don’t know. Wat, you know,
is etched in my mnd is the issue about the May 20t h,
1997 neeting, because | got kind of confused about the
chain of events as they were transpiring at that point.
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That’s kind of what is very clear in ny mnd.

MR. WEBER: Did you -- did you, you know,
ever pick up the phone and call George Rover and in
subst ance say, CGeorge, what’'s going on here, | gave you
this informati on and now, you know, there’'s an
accusation that the State Police hadn’'t provided this
information previously to the Attorney CGeneral’s
Ofice?

THE W TNESS: Yeah, we had conversati ons.

MR. WEBER: \What were the conversations?

THE WTNESS: That basically that | wasn't
very happy with the way that the situation had
unf ol ded.

MR. VEBER: And why were you unhappy w th how
it unfol ded?

THE WTNESS: Because | felt that | was
somewhat confused because | didn’t understand why when
i nformati on had been passed over and, you know, | was
very clear in my owmn mind that that in fact had
happened and | felt I had done a good job of
acconplishing that, but now there was a perception that
that in fact had not taken pl ace.

MR. WEBER: \What was M. Rover’s response?

THE WTNESS: | think M. Rover was concerned
about the whole issue also. | -- basically, a lot had
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been going on at that point. The Superintendent had
just been fired. This was a very volatile issue, so |
think we were -- he was concerned and | was concer ned.

MR, WEBER: Well, did M. Rover say in
substance, hey, I'’msorry, you know, | know you gave ne
the information, I'Il let everybody know?

THE WTNESS: | don’t -- no, | don't believe
that he said that.

MR. WEBER: Did he dispute that you had
previously given himthe information in February of
‘977

THE WTNESS: | think that woul d have been
kind of a bad position for himto have taken, based on
the records that we’ve already tal ked about. No, he
di d not.

MR. WEBER. kay. So --

M5. GLADING Wwell --

MR. WEBER: -- so he -- did he at al
acknow edge that you had provided himwth statistical
information in February of ‘97 and in |ate sumrer to
end of the fall of *97, and then again in the latter
part of ‘987

THE WTNESS: | don’t think he, like, really
had to do that, because we both knew that | had and,
you know, it was pretty clear that that happened on an
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ongoi ng basi s.

MR. WEBER: Well, Sergeant, let nme -- and,
you know, this is not -- this is not directed at you,
but, you know, if I were in your shoes and | had done
what you said that you did, and I have no doubt that
you haven’t been conpletely candid with us, but if I
had provided information to the Attorney CGeneral’s
Ofice in February of ‘97, and again in |ate sumrer to
the fall of ‘97, and then again in lat ‘98, and then a
hi gh-ranki ng individual at the Attorney Ceneral’s
Ofice in March of 1999 made a big stink about never
having seen this stuff before, I'd be a little ticked,
you know, pardon the colloquialismhere. | -- are you
on the sane page with ne on that?

THE WTNESS: And you woul d have had ne do
what as a sergeant in the State Police?

MR. WEBER:. Well, | would have at |east
called M. Rover and tried to get the air cleared and
said, M. Rover, please, you know, | did everything I

was supposed to do, you know I provided the information
to you, could you please | et your superiors know that |
had gi ven you the information when | gave it to you?
THE WTNESS: One thing I’mnot clear on,
goi ng back again -- the perception that that may have
taken place. Maybe you can clarify for ne. 1 was
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never interviewed with regard to those issues. And as
far as M. Rover is concerned, again, |I'’ma sergeant in
the State Police, and as |I’ve already told you,
reported what | believe to be the factual content of
our interchanges to my chain of conmand, which at that
poi nt was Col onel Fedorko and Col onel Dunlop. So |
feel that, you know, | voiced ny concerns in ny chain
of command as to what had happened, and what the
reality of the situation was, and they were aware of
that. And that was ny responsibility, and that’s where
| report that.

MR. WEBER: But you're -- and again, |’ m not
-- I"’mnot trying to assess any bl ane on you, because |
don’t think there’s any blame to assess -- | assune
that you devel oped a decent relationship with M. Rover
over this tine. You d been working with himfor
several years now, right?

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WEBER. And in fact, you know, |’ve got -
- | didn’t mark it into the record today, but -- or
maybe | did. Just bear with nme. | apologize. The
meno we marked G 29 to Rover fromyou, dated July 23rd,
‘98, you sign off by saying, see yeah, T.G

THE W TNESS: Correct.

MR. WEBER: So, you know, | -- just fromthat
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alone it woul d appear that you had nore than just, you
know, a strict working relationship.

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WEBER: You devel oped a rapport.

THE W TNESS: R ght.

MR. WEBER: Did you consider M. Rover even
to be a friend?

THE WTNESS: Very close friend.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. You know, did you say in
sum or substance, CGeorge, you know, friend to friend, |
gave you this stuff, go to bat for me and let the
people at the AGs Ofice know that | gave it to you?

THE WTNESS: | don’t think that he had to do
t hat .

MR. WEBER: Do you think that the AGs -- why
don’t you think he had to do that?

THE W TNESS: Because there had already -- as

we’ ve already denonstrated here today, where -- when |
testified on the prior date, | think it was clear to
you there was a nenorandumstill in -- by M. Rover

which clearly denonstrate the passage of infornmation
fromme to him Those files were contained within the
Ofice of the Attorney CGeneral. | don’t think that
there is, to nme, there is not any doubt that the

i nformati on was passed, and that the docunents and the
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testinmony that’s been provi ded denonstrate that.

MR. WEBER: To you there’'s no doubt, and
frankly, to me there’s no doubt. But fromthis March
16th nmeno it appears that there is a doubt, at least in
M. Zoubek’s mnd and M. Verniero’'s mnd, as to
whet her - -

THE WTNESS: Well, potentially I guess, |I'm
not there, I’'mat State Police. There's obviously a
comuni cation issue, which is not -- I"mnot party to,
nor aml really in a position to comment on because |'m
not famliar with the, you know, inner workings at that
| evel of the O fice of the Attorney General.

MR. WEBER: \What -- was there ever,
subsequent to March 16th, as far as you re aware, an
acknow edgnent by the Attorney CGeneral’s Ofice that,
yes, you had provided nmuch of the statistica
information that’s contained in the blue binder
previously to M. Rover in February of ‘97, in late
sumer to early fall of *97, and then in late *98?

THE WTNESS: No, there has not been.

M5. GLADING Are you in --

MR. WEBER: You're still good friends with
M. Rover?
' THE WTNESS: | would consider to be so, yes,
sir.
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M5. GLADING Did you have any di scussions or
any

-- did M. Dunlop or Fedorko or anyone else indicate to
you whet her or not Al ex Waugh was asked about his
know edge of the numbers that Rover was provided with
over the years by you?

THE WTNESS: No, they did not.

M5. GLADI NG Beg your pardon?

THE WTNESS: No, they did not.

M5. GLADING They did not indicate that?

THE WTNESS: | don’t know how much cont act
they had with Al ex Waugh, because | believe that he
had, | believe, noved on to a judgeship --

M5. GLADI NG  Yeah.

THE WTNESS: -- at a certain point? And |

think that m ght have been prior to any contact that --
you know, Col onel Dunlop was a major before that, and |
don’t think he would have had any --

M5. GLADING No, yeah, here’s ny question,
t hough. When you were recounting how Paul Zoubek
reached out to -- fourth-hand, you were recounting Pau
Zoubek said he had spoken with Peter Verniero, who did
not remenber being at the May 20th neeting or didn't
remenber the content of that neeting, right?

THE W TNESS: Correct.
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M5. GLADING Did anyone indicate to you that
there was an effort, a simlar effort to reach out to
Al ex Waugh at that point to --

THE WTNESS: No, | just can recall that
Col onel Dunlop -- he kind of encapsul ated contact he
had and passed that on to ne.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Was there ever any
suggestion or any reason for you to believe that in the
course of your work fromthe Soto decision onward that
you had behaved in an inproper way?

THE WTNESS: Nobody's ever said that to ne
up until this day.

M5. GLADING Ckay. And --

MR. WEBER:. And we’re not saying that to you
today, just so the record’ s clear

THE WTNESS: | know that. No, |I’m aware of
t hat .

M5. GLADING Was there ever any suggestion
made to you or any reason to believe that there were
individuals within the State Police who felt you
i gnored the chain of command that was required of you?

THE W TNESS: No.

M5. GLADING  Ckay.

MR, WEBER: | want to go back to the
conversation that you had with M. Rover shortly after
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the May -- March 15th neeting of 1999 when you provided
the copy of your blue binder, which was marked as G 33.
Did M. Rover indicate in that conversation or in any
ot her conversation, for that matter, that he had, when
he got the statistical information fromyou in February
of ‘97, in the sumrer to fall of ‘97 and in late ‘98
that he passed that information on to anyone el se at
the Attorney Ceneral’s Ofice?

THE WTNESS: | know at one point when we had
a neeting in the latter part of 1998, the neeting with
the three Colonels that were there and nyself and
CGeorge, that I know that the discussions that took
pl ace that day about statistical information and what
was going to be done with it, that George had indicated
that he was in fact going to discuss the issues with
his superiors at the tine. | can't testify as to what
t hen happened. 1’monly going by George saying that he
woul d take that information back that he did in fact do
So.

MR WEBER. Did M. Rover indicate to you
that he had shared the statistical information you
provided to himwith M. Waugh?

THE WTNESS: At one point, with the
information that | had provided about the statistical
anal ysis of the sanple dates, | believe in the one
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report | didin July of ‘97, as far as where we stood
statistically with the sanple dates, he did in fact

i ndi cate that he had discussed that information with
M. Vaugh.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Did he indicate what M.
Waugh’ s reaction was to that information?

THE WTNESS: No, he did not.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. And this is -- that
information that you're -- that you re referring to is
what’'s been marked as G 21, correct?

THE WTNESS: Actually, | think, if I can go
back to the paperwork here --

M5. GLADING Is it G 25?

THE W TNESS:. Yes.

MR, VEBER  Yes.

THE W TNESS: Thank you.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. So M. Rover had indicated
to you that the information provided in G 25 which you
shared with M. Rover orally in July of ‘97, he passed
that information on to M. Waugh?

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER:. Did he indicate whether he passed
that information on to M. Waugh about the tinme that he
| earned it?

THE WTNESS: | don’t know. Al | knowis
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that he indicated to ne that he had passed it on. |
don’t know what the tinme franme was.

MR. WEBER: Sergeant G | bert, then Attorney
CGeneral Verniero on February 10th of 1999 issued a
press rel ease announcing that he was starting an
unprecedented review of the State Police and their
policies, practices and procedures. You renenber that?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir, | do.

MR. WEBER:. (Ckay. And that’'s -- that press
rel ease, or that announcenent, resulted in the
formation of the State Police review team correct?

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Also on or about February
10, do you renenber being at a neeting that was call ed
by Li eutenant Col onel Dunlop in which he put together
what he referred to as the anal ytical group?

THE WTNESS: | was a nenber of that group,
sir. Yes, sir, | do.

MR. VEBER: You were a nenber of that group.
And | believe that Detective Sergeant Serrao was also a
menber of that group?

THE WTNESS: Yes, he was.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. Tell us what you renenber
about that neeting.

THE WTNESS: Basically it’s going to be in
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t heme and probably not in, like, individual -- but I
t hi nk what Col onel Dunlop wanted to do, | nean, we had
-- Colonel Dunlop and |I’d had di scussi ons about the
nunbers that | had generated, and | was forthright with
hi m and say, had I had nore staff, had I had nore tine,
had | -- you know, that there was obviously better ways
we could take a |l ook at the nunbers and get into thema
| ot deeper. And | think Colonel Dunlop at that point
felt that that was a prudent path to take. | think
gi ven, you know, what had happened up to that point,
obviously we were all under a lot of scrutiny, there
were a |lot of issues out there. And basically | think
from a bal ance perspective, to do the very best in
depth anal ysis of the nunbers that we could do was
inmportant at that tinme, that what | had done was, you
know, a starting point, but by no neans was, you know -
- basically, the way | viewed what | had done was,
i ke, an in house project to identify issues, if we had
renedi ation to deal with, you know, to ook at it from
that way, to get kind of a initial feel for things.
But as we were progressing, obviously, it becane
evi dence, the issues that had cone up with nunbers, the
significance of nunbers, the verification of nunbers.
You know, a lot, as you well know w thout ne
going into all this, a lot of issues had cone up, and
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especi ally subsequent to the shooting when it took
place. And | think what Col onel Dunlop felt was,
again, to get a group of people together that had a | ot
of collective know edge in where to go with these
steps. And | think that he felt it was very inportant
to get the very best overview of the activity,
specifically out on the Turnpi ke, that we could

physi cal |y do.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Now, it’s ny understanding
that ultimately the analysis that was conducted was
conducted of arrests, searches and stops for cal endar
years ‘97 and ‘98, correct?

THE WTNESS: W had already agreed that in
order to do a real conprehensive | ook at things, that
you had to |l ook at those things in toto and be able to
cross reference themat the same tine.

M5. GLADING Just to keep the record clear
on this, ny understandi ng of Sergeant Serrao’s
testimony was that the analysis of stops only covered
the last three nonths of 1998 for the Turnpi ke --

THE WTNESS: | think that --
M5. GLADING -- because of the CAD system
THE WTNESS: -- | think that was one part of

the analysis, but | know that there was further
anal ysis done as far as -- because we had sat down on a
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basis of what | had done in a kind of a rudinentary
process, as far as sitting down and figuring out, I|ike,
froma conputerization standpoi nt, because, as you
probably know fromlistening -- that’'s what he does. |
nmean, he does that every day, and he’s an expert in
that, was to sit down and say, what -- if we’re going
to go and take a very intensive effort to |l ook at these
reports, what do we want to pull off there reports and
| oad down into a database so that when we want to pul

t hings out, you know, don’t have to go back to these
reports like two or three tinmes, just like, be able to
go to the report once, extract the information off, put
it into a database and then, you know, depending on
what you want to | ook at, you could extract variabl es
out. And I had sat dowmn with Steve and we cane up -- |
had hel ped himas far as all the different variables we
could think of and cone up with a tenplate that woul d
then be used to extract the information off the
reports.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. But the decision was nmade
that you were going to focus on cal endar years ‘97 and
‘98, correct?

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. G 13, the initial analysis
that you did in February of 1997, focused on 1994 and
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1996.

THE WTNESS: Right, ‘94 to ‘96.

MR WEBER. ‘94 to ‘96. And portions of ‘94
to ‘96, correct?

THE W TNESS:  Yes.

MR. WEBER: Certainly didn't touch upon ‘97
or touch upon ‘98, correct?

THE WTNESS: No. That's why when we sat
down, al though not saying that, you know, you could go
back and do that for those years, but what we were
doing was trying to get a handle on things and create a
dat abase that we could basically use for that purpose -
- ‘97 and 98, but then also if we found it to be, as |
explained it before with the CAD system the CAD system
really wasn’t up and running to where it should have
been at that point, so we felt that if we designed this
database it would give us the ability to not only, you
know, take a | ook at what had happened in the past but
al so give us like a kind of proactive neasure we could
basically continue to load information into that, you'd
be able to get current information out of it also as we
went al ong.

MR. WEBER: And the analysis that the
anal ytical group conducted of ‘96 -- of cal endar years
‘97 and ‘98 did not incorporate any of the anal yses or
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statistics you canme up with that were set forth in G
13, correct?

THE WTNESS: Not in -- no, not in G 13.

Some of the later things that | did where | was | ooking
at | gave information | think about sonme | ater dates.
So a few of that -- few of those things would have
crossed over into it, but not G 13 specifically.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. Was it your understanding
that the reason why the anal ytical group was fornmed and
then went off to conduct this analysis was it was being
done at the request of the Attorney General’s Ofice,
or this information was sought by the Attorney
General’s Ofice, in connection with the State Police
revi ew teanf

THE WTNESS: Yeah. | thought what we were
trying to do was cone up -- again, you know, |’ m not
going to say, you know, |I'mthe best analyst in the

worl d or whatever, and | tried to do the best | could
with what | had at that point in tinme, but I think the
realization was al so there when we all sat down that,
hey, you know, you can inprove on anything. And
obviously you heard Steve’s testinony yesterday.

mean, that’s what he does, that’s what we pay himto
do. And, you know, he had some nore, you know,
progressive concepts. W sat down, and | think we cane
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up with a real viable way to really get a, you know,
good overall picture on, you know, what was goi ng at
t hat point, because it had becone, you know, an
awesone, gigantic issue.

MR. WEBER: Do you know who at the Attorney
Ceneral’s Ofice made this request of the State Police,
and to whom t hey made the request to?

THE WTNESS: No, | don’t. | -- probably
Col onel Dunl op woul d be better, sir, to answer that
questi on.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. Were you involved in what
ultimately became a 32-slide Powerpoint presentation
that Sergeant Serrao presented to the Attorney
General’s Ofice on either April 13th or April 14th in
19997

THE WTNESS: Basically ny involvenment with
getting the information together was sitting down with
Steve at the beginning, because | -- the unit that |
run now, very busy, and Col onel Dunl op appreci ated
that, so | think he kind of tapped into ne for
hi storical information. But the marching orders

basically -- what he did, he allocated a | ot of
resources. He said basically, figure out how we're
going to -- you know, where we’'re going to -- what’s

the path we’re going to go dowmn with this thing, and
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that was to do the best conprehensive overview of the
information that we could, and then it was figuring
out, okay, howre we going to do that? And ended up
comng up with a tenplate, figuring out what reports,
you know, we were going to tie into to pull the

i nformation out.

And then what Col onel Dunlop also did is he
made a decision to, | forget the exact nunber, but
think it was about eight or ten troopers. He said, you
know, we’re going to do this, we’'re going to do it the
best way we can. W’re going to use troopers to do it
because they' Il be able to read through the content of
the report and pull the right information out,
understand what’'s there. And basically by using that
tenplate was to get all that information, fill out, you
know, like a tenplate for each of those cases, get it
into the conputer. So Steve basically carried the bal
with getting that done. That was | think -- that was
his main project that he was assigned to do for Col onel
Dunl op.

And then ultimately | saw the results of

that. | sawthe slides. | wasn’t involved in, you
know, putting the conparison together. | saw the
presentation. | know, you know, basically what it was,
but that -- at that point -- in being charge of
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Division Services Unit, where | am wth being the
Enmpl oyee Rel ati ons Coordi nator, running the physi cal
fitness program and everything, | nean, Colonel Dunl op
was basically giving ne a break and not tying nme up
full-time with that. He had, you know -- basically he
pulled in a bunch of resources and he had the thing
going on a pretty good path, and I don’t think -- |
didn’t need to be a driving force in that. You know, |
was there for his reference.

MR. WEBER: Wuld you hold on one second?

M5. GLADING Scott, can we take a break?

MR. WEBER: Yeah. But let’s -- why don’t we
take a three-m nute break --

(O f the record)

MR. WEBER: Just a couple of nore questions
about this analytical group. The results of the
anal ytical group’s efforts were shared with the
Attorney Ceneral’s Ofice on April 13th or April 14th,
1999. Did you ever talk to Detective Sergeant Serrao
or anyone else to find out about what transpired at
that nmeeting and how well received the anal ysis was by
the AGs Ofice?

THE W TNESS: Yeah, |1’ve had conversations
W th Sergeant Serrao about that.

MR. WEBER: And what did he tell you?
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THE WTNESS: Basically | think -- ny
understanding -- again, |I’mparaphrasing -- is that |
think it was crunch tine and that the nunbers
basically, for whatever reason, were a little too |ate,
and they, you know, basically |I guess it was, thanks
for bringing them down but, whatever. | nean, | know
that’s the inpression | get fromtalking to Steve. |
know he had put an awful lot of work into it, and we as
a division had committed a ot of resources in putting
that information together, and, you know, felt it was -
- as | said, felt it was inportant to get the nost
accurate statistics we could get together, whichever --
what ever they showed basically at that point intinme it
was inportant if we were going to hold trooper --
troopers accountable for nunmbers that we had to
basically get the best possible nunbers that we coul d,
whet her they were going to be held agai nst troopers or
they were going to work in favor of the troopers. Wth
the |l evel of scrutiny that had been created by that
point it was absolutely critical that, you know, we
ki nd of punped out the best possible work product that
we could. And I know -- | guess the general nood woul d
be that we would have liked to have seen that
information incorporated nore into the final product
than it was.
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MR. WEBER. Were you aware that the Attorney
Ceneral’s Ofice requested or told the New Jersey State
Police that they should not share the results of the
anal ytical group’s analysis with either the press or
t he public?

THE WTNESS: Yes, | was.

MR. WEBER: How did you beconme aware of that?

THE WTNESS: From being -- working in the
Superintendent’s Ofice as | did, that was common
know edge.

MR. WEBER: Who at the Attorney Ceneral’s
O fice nmade such a request to the State Police?

THE WTNESS: That | don’t know. | just --
in the chain of command that | operate in | had found
it out fromthe chain of conmand that that was -- you

know, a decision had been nade that that information
was not going to be shared.

MR. WEBER: Was it expl ai ned why that
i nformati on wasn’t going to be shared?

THE WTNESS: They expl ai ned why? Because we
had been told not to.

MR. WEBER: Well, did, in other words, the
Attorney Ceneral’s Ofice provide to the State Police
t he reason behind the --

THE WTNESS: | didn't have any direct
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conversations with the Attorney CGeneral’s Ofice, so
however that directive flowed over I'mnot really, |

don’t think, the person to answer that. | think it
woul d have to be whoever issued the directive and
whoever received it. | got it, you know, second, third

hand down t hrough our chain of conmmand that that was
basically the conditions under which that information
was goi ng to be maintai ned.

MR. WEBER:. Well, did you have any
under st andi ng what soever as to the reasoni ng behind the
Attorney Ceneral O fice’ s assistance -- insistence that
the information not be shared with the public, any
reason what soever ?

THE WTNESS: That was their decision to
make, and they nade it, and we’'re in the chain of
command bel ow the O fice of Attorney General, and for -
- again, | don't feel confortable being -- you know,
obvi ously you’ ve asked ne for opinions on sone things.
On this, | don’t know why that decision was nade. And
obvi ously sonebody had a reason to make it, and |’ m not
in a position to sit here and render an opinion on
t hat .

MR. WEBER: That’'s fair. You want to --

M5. GLADING Wiy don’t you go first, Doug,
with that?
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MR. WHEELER: | just want to draw your
attention to the last page of G27. It’'s QAG 998.
That’ s the Al ex Waugh to Peter Verniero nmeno dated July
29t h, 1997.

THE W TNESS: kay.

MR. WHEELER: Okay. Turn to the |ast page,
whi ch is OAG 998.

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WHEELER: And this was an audit done by
Lieutenant B. M Gl bert, who | understand is not
related to you.

THE W TNESS: No, he’s not.

MR. VWHEELER:  Ckay.

THE W TNESS: He was ny boss at one point.

No, we’re not rel ated.

MR. WHEELER: COkay. And he had | ooked at
sonme consent search and probabl e cause search nunbers
at the Moorestown Station in 1995 Wuld you take a
| ook at those nunbers, and then also take a | ook at the
nunbers that you provided in G13 with respect to
consent search nunbers at Mborest own?

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

MR. WHEELER: And woul d you just | ook at both
those sets of nunbers with respect to consent searches
and tell me what you think?
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THE WTNESS: There’s a variance between the
nunbers. There is a variance in the sanpling he did
conpared to what | did. | did partial sanplings, he
did a larger group, for, like, 1995 he did, what 1447
And the nunbers are different.

MR. VWHEELER: I n what way?

THE WTNESS: Looks like the way | did ny
anal ysis the nunbers cane out higher.

MR. WHEELER: But would you say that if |
| ook at OQAG 998 of the 144 consent searches that he had
| ooked at, 62 percent were of mnority drivers?

THE WTNESS: That’'s correct.

MR. WHEELER: Do you consider that a high
nunber ?

THE WTNESS: | don’t nean to be snmart, but
the issue of consent searches, | nean, the stop rate is
one issue. Consent search is a really conplicated
issue and it’s -- and we could talk for hours on this,
but fromny perspective |I don’t knowif it’s a high
nunber or not. | know that from a perception
standpoint it appears to be a high nunber. But with
regard to consent searches, the only way for ne to tel
you whet her, you know, | think these nunbers are out of
whack or that there’s a problemthere is, one, to be
out there riding with the individual trooper and seeing
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how t hey’ re conducti ng thensel ves; and secondly is to
| ook at the conditions under which the consent was
asked for, you know, the particular facts, because to
just take a pure statistical nunber and to say whet her
it’s high, mediumor low, to ne is one of the
probl ematic i ssues that we've dealt with with all these
things. As far as pegging the nunber as bei ng good,
bad, | ooking good or |ooking bad, it’s just very, very
difficult and it’s a very conpl ex issue.

Going back to the point, and | said it, from
a perception standpoint do these nunbers | ook |ike
they’'re problematic? Yes, they do. Does the
percentage of find rate, you know, froma |ay person’s
perspective, look like it may be a problenf Yes, it
does. But the problemis is for the trooper out on the
road the inportant thing that we have himdoing is
reacting to indicators in crimnal behavior and
deception. And if for sone reason this is a result of
that, I don’t have an explanation for that, but it’s
really problematic and hard for us to hold a trooper,
you know, accountable for a search rate nunber or a
stop rate nunber and so forth. So |I don't knowif --
what these nunbers nean, and | don't think we still
know what the nunbers nean.

M5. GLADING Do you know, in your
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conversations with M. Rover, did he share your
anbi val ence about the val ue of consent nunbers?

THE WTNESS: Yeah, because | think even
| ooking at what we’'re involved in with interdiction, |
think if we have our troopers docunmenting well their
activity, | think that was a shared belief that the --
to l ook at things purely on a statistical nunber,
whet her it be the d oucester County case, whether it be
this information, is not the way to go about it. You
have to get in, difficult as it sounds, you have to get
into the individual trooper’s head. You have to | ook
at the particulars of the encounter that he had with
the individuals. Did he act reasonable or not? And
|’ mnot saying in every case that they do. But that’s
the avenue to figuring this issue out, not taking a
straight statistical nunber saying, you know, if you're
bel ow this nunber you' re good, if you' re above the
nunber you' re bad. | nean, that’s dangerous.

MR. WHEELER: Well, just -- in |ooking at
OAG 6225, which is G 13, and where you indicated the
consent search nunbers which were, | admt, higher than
t he consent search nunbers contained in QAG 998, but
they are -- | mean, that -- in that case, in the G 13
case, you indicated that that was a problemthat those
consent searches --
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THE WTNESS: Yeah, it’s a litigation problem

MR WHEELER  Ri ght.

THE W TNESS: -- because of how they’ re going
to be perceived. And that’s the reality of what we’ ve
gotten to. | nean, the problemis is that they' re

going to be perceived as a problem and if you | ook at
purely on a statistical basis it’s going to be
probl ematic. And our position was that you al so have
to |l ook at the individual circunstances of each
encount er.

MS. GLADING Okay?

MR. WHEELER  Thanks.

M5. GLADING Did you, during the period of
February and March into April and up until the date of
the interimreport, did you have any interaction with
Chri stine Boyl e?

THE WTNESS: Not at all.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Did you knowif -- who
she -- who in the D vision she was dealing wth?

THE WTNESS: Who in the --

M5. GLADING Do you know who she is?

THE WTNESS: | know she’s an anal yst.

MS. GLADING Ckay.

THE WTNESS: | don’t know exactly what title
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anal yst, but | assune she was dealing with Steve.

MS. GLADING  Steve?

THE W TNESS: Serr ao.

MS. GLADING Ckay.

THE WTNESS: | mght be wong with that, but
| -- since he was basically our nunbers cruncher on the
State Police side.

M5. GLADING Okay. In the course of this

anal ytical unit -- analytical unit --

THE WTNESS: Committee or -- | think it was
called a conmmittee.

M5. GLADING -- this analytical conmttee’s

work, did it ever cone to your attention fromM. --
from Li eut enant Col onel Dunl op or anyone el se that the
Attorney Ceneral’s Ofice had been apprized of the work
that the State Police was doing, the analytical task it
had undert aken?

THE WTNESS: |’'msure that -- yeah, | know
there was, because there were tine constraints.
don’t know exactly what drove the tine constraints, but
| know that that was one of the reasons that Col onel
Dunl op all ocated anple resources to get this done. |
think there were tine constraints which were inposed on
us to get the information together and get the, you
know, get the product generated.

G | bert - Exam nation 117
M5. GLADING Did anybody say anything in any
of these neetings indicating that -- or in your

presence at any tine, indicating that the Attorney
Ceneral’s Ofice was apprized of this analytical task
that the State Police was undertaki ng?

THE W TNESS: That they were --

M5. GLADING Did Col onel Dunlop or anyone
el se ever say, in your presence, or did you ever hear
secondhand, that the AGs Ofice was informed that
Sergeant Serrao and this commttee’s work was under
way ?

THE WTNESS: | -- that’s just an assunption
everybody knew that they knew, | mean, because we
al l ocated an awful |lot of resources with -- everything
going on at that point, I'"mactually surprised at the

question, because | don’t know why there would be --
M5. GLADI NG Yeah.

THE WTNESS: -- a lack of know edge about
t hat .

M5. GLADING | am too.

MR. WEBER: You're not the only one.

M5. GLADING On the -- | have a question.

You -- on the -- G31, the time line that you prepared
for Lieutenant Col onel Fedorko?
THE W TNESS: Yes, na’ am
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M5. GLADING Do you have that in front of
you?

THE WTNESS: 1’1l get it out. Yes, nma’ am
have it here.

M5. GLADING The last page of it, there’'s an
entry for Novenber 13th, 1998 representing that Dunl op
and you attended a | ACP hosted professional traffic
stops neeting, and that various high-level -- high-
ranki ng | aw enforcenment officials and representatives
fromAttorney General Reno’s office were there, as well
as Department of Justice, G vil Rights Division, and
that there was a frank discussion on racial profiling
i ssues and conflicting nessages that were being sent to
| aw enf or cenent .

THE WTNESS: Yes, nmm’ am

M5. GLADING Can you tell nme how you
happened to get to that neeting and what you recal
about it, aside fromwhat’'s in the tinme |ine?

THE WTNESS: Yeah. | believe that the --
that this was hosted by I ACP, which is the
I nternational Association of Chiefs of Police. This

i ssue -- you know, obviously had, you know, becom ng
nore and nore of a volatile issue for | aw enforcenent.
Col onel WIllians was i nvolved with | ACP. | believe

t hrough hinsel f and a nunber of other high-ranking | aw
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enforcenment officials around the country that basically
kind of the sanme -- one of the points that | had made
bef ore about there are conflicting nessages that were
bei ng recei ved where you had within the Departnent of
Justice, DEA was punping out a lot of intelligence
i nformati on and encouragenent to conduct hi ghway
interdiction, identifying through intelligence
i nformation, you know, certain groups or whatever that
were involved in that. And then on the flip side you
had the Cvil R ghts D vision of the Departnent of
Justice take -- casting a critical eye upon the --
basically the outconmes of highway interdiction. And |
think I ACP recogni zed the need to try and put a group
of people together to basically address this issue.

M5. GLADING Okay. And the -- so you're
recounting the frank discussion in what you just said?

THE WTNESS: Well, there were people there
fromlaw enforcenent, there were people there from
NAACP, the National Urban League, NOBLE, which is the
Nat i onal Organi zation of Black Law Enforcenent
Executives. There was a full spectrumof -- you know,
of viewpoints represented at the neeting to try and,
you know, kind of get a starting point on, you know,
where to go with the issue.

M5. GLADING Was -- it indicates here that
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there was -- was there anyone -- was this a New Jersey
and federal authorities neeting?
THE WTNESS: No, it was a national neeting.
M5. GLADING Ckay. Was there any --
THE WTNESS: There was peopl e from numerous

states, nunerous jurisdictions, big and small, and
Justice Departnment, state agencies, | nmean --

M5. GLADING  Umt hnm

THE WTNESS: -- | was kind of like a real

little fish, and there was a | ot of very high-ranking
officials at that neeting.
M5. GLADING WAs there any discussion of the

ongoi ng New Jersey -- the ongoing Departnent of Justice
inquiry into New Jersey?
THE WTNESS: | don’'t there was. | don’t

think it came up specifically. This is nore, you know,
a roundt abl e discussion, not really to point fingers at
anybody or anything like that. It was to try and get
sone central thenmes that they wanted to nove forward on
the issues. | nean, |’msure everybody there knew t hat
was ongoing at the time, it had received a | ot of
press, but | don’t think that -- that that wasn’'t a
topi c of conversation in the roundtabl e discussions.

M5. GLADING It indicates that there was
di scussi on about supervision, training and nonitoring
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bei ng key areas. Was there any di scussi on about what
New Jersey was doing in the area of supervision,
trai ning and nonitoring?

THE WTNESS: | believe that -- | don’t know
whet her Col onel Dunlop did it in the general forum or
at lunchtinme, because we’'d eat lunch with M. Rosenbaum
fromthe Civil R ghts Division. But | believe Col onel
Dunl op had given an indication that we had enhanced our
nonitoring, and in fact we had ongoi ng nonitoring going
on of our personnel.

M5. GLADING \What was he tal ki ng about ?

THE WTNESS: The nonitoring we had going --
|’ massum ng the nonitoring we had going on at the
stations out on the Turnpike.

M5. GLADING Umhmm \Where’s the exhibits

fromtoday? | want to nmake sure we’'re tal king about
the sane nonitoring. The exhibit we discussed before
about the -- bear with ne one second -- it is G26. |If

you could just pull that out to ook at it.

THE W TNESS: Yes, nma’ am

M5. GLADING Is that the nonitoring that you
wer e di scussi ng?

THE W TNESS: Yes.

M5. GLADING Ckay. And what did -- what was
M . Rosenbaumnmis reaction to hearing about that
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nonitoring activity?
THE WTNESS: | don’t renenber himhaving a
reaction about that. | don’t renmenber any specific
di scussion. But | believe that he in turn through his
subordi nates made i nquiry back up here to New Jersey.
M5. GLADING Do you know to whonf
THE WTNESS: Not exactly. | know that
ultimately | had conversations with M. Rover about it.
M5. GLADING Do you know what the inquiry
was that was nmade back up to New Jersey from M.
Rosenbaumi s of fice was?

THE WTNESS: | think basically to find out
what -- in what context we were doi ng ongoi ng
nonitoring, what -- in which fashion it was bei ng done.

M5. GLADING Umhmm Did they want to see
the results of the nunbers?

THE WTNESS: | don’t know exactly how t hey
couched their inquiry because | didn't deal directly
with them

M5. GLADING Umhmm Did | ask you this?
To who -- who received the inquiry from Departnent of
Justice at this point?

THE WTNESS: It wasn't the State Police.
|’massumng it was sonewhere within the Ofice of the
Attorney Ceneral.
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M5. GLADING Oh, M. Rosenbaunis office
reached out to the Attorney General’s Ofice, is that
correct?

THE WTNESS: Yeah. | got -- | had gotten a
call fromM. Rover with respect to this issue. That
was the first | had |learned that there was an inquiry
from--

M5. GLADING  Ckay.

THE WTNESS: -- Justice on that.

M5. GLADING And what did M. Rover tell you
that they had asked?

THE WTNESS: He basically said that they had
asked about the ongoing nonitoring, and he at that
poi nt requested the opportunity to cone over and
di scuss the issue with the Superintendent.

M5. GLADING Did that take place?

THE WTNESS: Yes, it did.

M5. GLADING Were you present for it?

THE W TNESS: Yes, | was.

M5. GLADING \What happened at that -- well,
give ne a tine frame. Wen did you get the call from
M. Rover in the context of -- this is -- Novenber 13th
i s when everyone’s in Washi ngton, when you and
Li eut enant Col onel Dunl op --

THE WTNESS: It was within -- | think it was
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in the area of like a week, within a week --

MS. GLADING Ckay.

THE WTNESS: -- of us going down for that
conf erence.

M5. GLADING And what happened at the
nmeeting wwth M. -- well, who el se was at the neeting?

THE WTNESS: Colonel WIIlians was there,

Col onel Fedorko, Col onel Dunlop and nyself.

M5. GLADING And M. Rover?

THE W TNESS:. Yes.

M5. GLADING (Ckay. And what happened at
that neeting? WIlIl, oops, sorry, back up. So he calls
you a week after this Novenber 13th, 1998 WAshi ngt on
trip? You set up
-- and a neeting gets set up. How soon after did that
neeting occur?

THE WTNESS: Actually I think by the time --
because | got stuck with having to coordinate getting
everybody together, | think -- in order to get the
three colonels together and hinself, | think it was
somewhere in the area of Iike a week and a half to two
weeks.

M5. GLADING Ckay. So now we’re |ooking at
the end of Novenber, |ate Novenber?

THE W TNESS: Probably.
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M5. GLADI NG  Ckay.
THE W TNESS: | knowit took a little bit of

time to coordinate everybody’s schedul es.

M5. GLADING Ckay. And at that neeting
between M. Rover and M. WIlianms and M. Fedorko and
M. Dunlop and yourself, what took place?

THE WTNESS: There was specifically
di scussi on about the ongoing reports that -- as you
know, there were two six-nonth anal yses done --
conpr ehensi ve analysis of the activity at the two
stations. And also the package of information had been
generated by Lieutenant Glbert, the -- basically the
Moorestown i nformation fromthe ‘96 year

M5. GLADING And anything else? Ws there
any di scussion of your data?

THE WTNESS: No, there was discussion of --
there was specific itenms that day.

M5. GLADING And what was that discussion?

THE WTNESS: Basically there was di scussion
as to the release of that information to the Justice
Department. In discussions with M. Rover Col onel
i ndi cated that absent a Court order or a subpoena that
he did not want to rel ease the ongoing nonitoring
information. However, he told M. Rover that he did
not have a problemw th the earlier Morestown -- the
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‘96 information going dowmn to them He asked M. Rover
if there was any, you know, |egal conplications with
that position, that CGeorge nmade sure that he would | et
t he Col onel know that. George in turn indicated that
he woul d take the Col onel’ s position back to his
superiors and run it by them

M5. GLADING Ckay. Just back up. Wien this
di scussion of the release of the information was
rai sed, who raised it? Was that M. Rover?

THE WTNESS: Yes, it was.

M5. GLADING And in context did he raise it?

THE WTNESS: Basically he wanted to get the
-- | think he wanted to cone over -- being that he had
received the inquiry fromthe Justice Departnent |
believe he wanted to cone over and find out what the
Col onel’s position was on releasing that information --

M5. GLADING Ckay. That’s my question,
then. Let nme ask it directly.

THE WTNESS: -- and discuss that face to
face.

M5. GLADING Did Justice ask for the
information of M. Rover?

THE WTNESS: | don’t know who -- | don’t
know if they talked to himor they talked to sonebody
el se, but through whatever neans he becane aware that
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the inquiry had cone in.

M5. GLADING Okay. DQJ asked New Jersey to
provi de the actual data, is that correct?

THE W TNESS: Yeah, | don’t know what they
asked for, because | don’'t know -- | don’t know exactly
what Col onel Dunl op said when we were down there, so
don’t know what -- | don’t know what specifically they
asked for. | think they were inquiring what -- in what
formwas ongoing nonitoring going on, and if it was,
you know, what was the results of it.

M5. GLADING Ckay. And so George indicated
he woul d take it up his chain of command?

THE W TNESS:  Yes.

M5. GLADING And do you know if he did that?

THE WTNESS: |I’mnot really sure if he did
or not. |I’massumng that, he said he was going to,
that he -- that he did in fact do that.

M5. GLADING Did you hear back from hinf?

THE WTNESS: | don’t think I heard back from
himon that specific issue because | think the way that
it was left was that if, you know, there was a problem
or he needed to follow up on the issues that he would
get back, and I don’t renmenber himand | talking
specifically after that as far as, you know, if there
was any change in direction or anything |ike that.
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M5. GLADING Ckay. | was a little confused
earlier when you said that you knew t hat they had
i nformation about the ongoing statistical information
you were keeping, they being the AGs Ofice, because
you' d had the nmeeting with the three colonels back in
Novenber, and Ceorge had been sitting in the room at
that point. |Is this what you were referring to?

THE W TNESS: No, because | -- CGeorge knew
about that ongoing activity prior to that --

M5. GLADING Umhmm  Ckay.

THE WTNESS: -- about the ongoing collection
of the information.

M5. GLADING Ckay. And it was your
under st andi ng based on that neeting that George was
going to take the Col onel’s position back to his
superiors and expl ain?

THE W TNESS:  Yes.

M5. GLADING Ckay. Was it your understanding
at that neeting that George had tal ked with anyone el se
in the Ofice over the Attorney CGeneral about what
Department of Justice wanted?

THE WTNESS: Again, | don’t know how -- |’ m
not sure of the inquiry cane to George or if it came to
sonebody up above him | nean, I'mnot really in a

position to answer that. And | don’t think he
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specifically told me that, you know, he had tal ked on
the issue with anybody el se.

MR. WHEELER: One quick question and I -- a
second -- a second, but G 31, which is the -- your neno
to Li eutenant Fedorko dated 3/26/997

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. WHEELER: | don’t believe this was asked,
when were you asked -- when were you asked to prepare
this meno, if you can recall?

THE WTNESS: Wen -- when was | asked?

MR. VWHEELER  Yes.

THE WTNESS: | believe Col onel Fedorko was
going to be appearing for, | assume, budget hearings
for the Division, and | know one of the concerns was
budget allocations as far as conputerization and things
like that. | think that he anticipated, obviously,
there were going to be questions on the profiling
i ssues, and | think, you know, | guess because he
figured I was the one that could best fill himin on
that, that he asked for a tine line as far as what had
gone on up to date so that he could get up to speed on
t hi ngs.

MR, WHEELER. So | take it he was Acting
Superintendent at the tine?

THE WTNESS: | believe that he was at that
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poi nt .

MR. WHEELER: Do you know if it was before or
after March 15t h?

THE WTNESS: -- what was --

MR. WHEELER: He asked you to prepare this
meno.

THE WTNESS: | probably did it right around
the date that’s on there, 3/267

MR. VWHEELER:  Ckay.

THE WTNESS: Probably, you know, |I’m sure he

wanted it and I'msure | didn't, like, take a long tine
todoit. I'msure | was, you know, told to do it and
| got it done quick

MR. WHEELER: Well, if history is and

i ndi cator, you probably did it on the sane day, because
| think you did pretty much all your work on the sane
day that you got the assignnent.

MR. WEBER:  Sergeant --

M5. GLADING Did we ask about this?

MR. WEBER: -- yeah, we’ve put a docket in
front of you, I’'mnot going to mark it at this point,
but it’s GC-003065. Do you -- do you recognize this
docunent ?

THE W TNESS: Yes, | do.

MR. WEBER:. Ckay. Did you author the
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docunent ?
THE WTNESS: Yes, | did.
MR. WEBER:. Ckay. |Is the T.G vyour initials?
' THE W TNESS: That and ny badge nunber, yes,
Sir

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. And who is J.B.?

THE WTNESS: James Bruncati, who at that
point was the aide to Acting Superintendent Fedorko.

MR. WEBER: (Ckay. Wen did you author this
docunent ?

THE WTNESS: After the shooting had taken
pl ace, and | forget his first name, but M. Rose, who

was the attorney that represented the -- we had the
ongoing litigation with a nunber of our mnority
personnel maki ng a nunber of issues. | know that he
had submtted a demand to the, | guess to the State, |

don’t know if it was directly to the Division, that
subsequent to the shooting, and he had taken a
position, | guess it was Sergeant Smith’s speci al
report that pronpted the inquiry down in Morestown
Station back in 96, basically he had taken the
position nothing at all had been done with that, and
because of that, tying that up in conjunction w th what
had happened with the shooting, that a very |l arge

nonet ary denmand had been made upon the State at that
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point to settle the case out.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. And who is the major that
you are referring to in this nmeno? You say, “l don’'t
think that the Major should neet with these
i ndi vi dual s.”

THE WTNESS: | believe Major Mattos.

MR. WEBER. Ckay. And who are, these
i ndi vi dual s?

THE WTNESS: | believe the people that had
been captioned in the report that Sergeant Smth had
done at Mborestown back in ‘96.

MR. WEBER: (Okay. So these are the troopers
that had been interviewed in the Morestown Station
about conplaints by mnority troopers that there were
sone racial tensions and that sone of the -- sone of
the white troopers may have been engaging in racial
profiling?

THE WTNESS: Yes, sir.

MR, WEBER:. Ckay. |I’mnot going to mark it
as an exhibit, | just wanted to find out who the J.B.
was and who the T.G was. Couple of |ast questions. |
just want to go back to the conversation that you had
with M. Rover after you provided a copy -- bless you -
- of the blue binder on March 15th, 1999. D d M.
Rover ever indicate to you in that conversation or in -
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- well, why don’t we say in that conversation, that he
had shared the information that you provided to him
with then Attorney General Peter Verniero?

THE WTNESS: | don’t know how -- again,
you' re asking ne to specul ate, because | don’t know
what ki nd of contact George had on his side of the
shop, but as far as sharing information directly with
Attorney Ceneral Verniero, no, not -- he never nade
specific comments that I, you know, spoke to Peter
Verniero and | passed that information on.

MR VWEBER: Did he indicate to you that he
had shared the information that you provided to him
and again, it’s the information in February of ‘97, the
information in late summer, early fall of ‘97, and the
information in the late 1998, did he indicate to you
that he had shared that information with his superiors?

THE W TNESS: Yeah, he did.

MR. WEBER: Ckay. But he identify by name who
the superiors were?

THE WTNESS: No, | -- one thing -- as | told
you, | renmenber specifically that wwth the information
like, in July of ‘97, that | know -- | just, for

what ever reason, renenber himtelling nme that, you
know, he had di scussed that, you know, w th Al ex Waugh,
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and | guess even going back to the neeting of My of
‘97, | nean, given all what transpired, | don’t think
there is a question in ny mnd that he had shared that
i nformation.

MR. VWEBER: You had some conversations with
Col onel Dunlop in which he relayed to you information
about conversations he had with M. Zoubek, after the
March 15th neeting. And if nmenory serves correct, you
had testified that M. Zoubek got back to M. -- to
Col onel Dunlop and told himthat he spoke with then
Attorney Ceneral Peter Verniero, and then Attorney
General Peter Verniero had stated sonething to the
effect that he didn't have any recollection of getting
this information. You renenber -- you renenber that --

THE WTNESS: -- you're on -- yeah, you're
basically in the right area.

MR. WEBER. (Ckay. D d you -- did you share -

M5. GLADING Can we clarify that his
testinmony was that he didn’t recollect the May 20th
neeting or the substance of the May 20th neeti ng?

THE WTNESS: Yeah. And again, that got
passed on to me from Col onel Dunlop, so I'mnot really
-- you know, that was just, you know, nmy interpretation
of what Col onel Dunlop said --
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MR. VWEBER:  Under st and.

M5. GLADING Was there --

THE WTNESS: -- but that, you know, | m ght
be paraphrasing, but that’s how it was passed on to ne.
M5. GLADING Was there any ot her
representation Col onel made to you about what M.

Zoubek told himM Verniero had said?

THE WTNESS: That was basically it. |
t hought that was kind of, |ike, enough.

MR. WEBER: Did you -- did you share that
with M. Rover?

THE WTNESS: | don’t know if we tal ked about
that specifically or not. | don’t think that we did.
| wasn’t in a real good franme of mnd at that point.

MR. WEBER: Lieutenant -- Sergeant G| bert,
agai n- -

M5. ACCURSO  Everybody keeps pronoting him

MR. WEBER: -- we keep pronoting you.

THE W TNESS: Yeah.

MR. WEBER: And for good reason.

M5. GLADING Col onel.

MR. WEBER: Sergeant, again, on behalf of the
Commttee | just want to thank you for com ng down here
now for a second tinme, for your patience, for your
candor. W greatly appreciate it, and | think that
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we’'re all concluded for the day. Thank you so much.
THE W TNESS: Thank you.
M5. ACCURSO  Thank you.
(Heari ng adj our ned)

* % * %

CERTI FI CATI ON

|, BEATRICE A. CREAMER, the assigned
transcri ber, do hereby certify the foregoing transcript
of proceedi ngs on tape nunber 1, index nunber 0001 to
end and tape nunber 2, index 0001 to end, is prepared
in full conpliance with the current Transcript Format
for Judicial Proceedings and is a true and accurate
conpressed transcript of the proceedi ngs as recorded,
and to the best of ny ability.

Dat e: February 25, 2001
BEATRI CE A. CREAMER ACC #182
J&J COURT TRANSCRI BERS, | NC.




