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and put them in my truck and-that’s-where they’ ve remained sifice thiefi: Uh, and that’s the bottom line. I
wouldn’t steal anything for personal gain. Absolutely not. And I'm offended by the uh, I, [, Tunderstand that

I should have documented them, and I understand I went outside of procedure-ir-documenting what it was ‘we
took from a scene and I'll take whatever punishment as a result of that. But [ will not accept the fact that I

stole them for my personal gain as it is alleged because they were not, it was, if anything it was at the end of

a long day, they got thrown in my truck and that’s where they stayed.

R.C: Okay. All right. You know, I'm not going to dwell on this one for a very long time. Um, I think ’'m
going to shut the tape off at this time.You, you’ve told me what happened. I'm going to ask you to give me
the goggles obviously.

D.F .. Uh huh, surely.

R.C.:  Which uh, and figure out how to document them at this point uh to put them away, but um, uh, we’ll
just close it at this point, and uh, there’s a good likelihood we may have to talk to you again about these, this
matter as well as the other.

DF.: Sure.
R.C.: Okay?
DF.: Okay.

R.C.: Allright. I'm gonna shut the tape off at this time. It is 1651 and uh, shut the tape off.

End of tape.
6/9/05 ss
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INVESTIGATIV_E INTERVIEW BY CAPTAIN RON CAMERON

- CONFDET,

RC.: Okay, the date js June 10® of 2005 The time is 1140, Um, I, this ig Captain Cameron of the
investigative division of the Sheriff’s Department. I'm here wit e This is
concerning A36 Investigation number 740. Uh, § 0u are aware that the tape is on?

W ! Yes.

RC.:. Andits okay to make this recording?

MW vesitis.

‘RC.: Okay. Um, the first of two complaints centers around 2 search warrant that was served in January of
this year. Do you re, recall that? '

g . CAPTAIN (CN CAMERON

Y

R YesIdo,

RC; Okay. Can you tell me the basis of your complaint and how ijt stemmed out of that execution of that
search warrant?

* Um, well, uh, Sergeant Fontenot and I, as well as Detective Ellefson were being assisted by the
Sequim Police Department for this, um, execution of this search warrant at the 'Mini-Storages in
Sequim. Unm, it was during the 4l 43¢, concerning the construction site thefts, um, of tools and

he put them on and he says, “Well I'm taking these things,” and he sajd something about having, wearing
them having sex and all that stuff, normal type of stuff. Um, so, um, I just kind of laughed it off and we uh,

that operation included the, er was um, about the arrest of a wanteq fclonm It didn’t work out, um,
and uh, we had some, some words abopt itum, nothing really harsh, but uh, Dave’s opinion was that, that
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about, you know, WMikhiding from Dave and everything so I wanted to pet. | got a picture of ¢ .
————— booking photo, Fput it up on the board and I needed to get a picture of Dave. So, in his office, he’s got thi s

picture of himself, standing out in front of a storage unit that they were searching, when he was working for

.. patrol, and he was wearing this horned helmet. And [ started looking at that and all of a sudden I

remembered the goggles. Because I thought, oh I wonder where this, I'm thinking to myself, I wonder where

this helmet’s at now, if it’s, you know, in his truck with the goggles essentially because obviously it was

something else he liked too. And then [ started thinking, well, I wonder what happened to those goggles.

Um, so I get into Aegisand I go through4@iibroperty and the“casc, th&,et al. Um, they ain’t in

because I was frankly wanted to be prepared for the fact that, “No I didn’¢t do it, I don’t know what you’re
talking about.” And for it to be a he-said, he-said thing from, from now to eternity and nothing ever is

Tesolved. So, I askedgiiiii um, SR about it. L I asked her about it. I said, have you ever seen Dave
in possession of any gogeles in the past few months? And she says, she wasn’t really clear on what was
talking about then I explained to him, well, I said, they're like, you know, antique-looking pilots goggles. I
think they’re, have some leather stuff. And she says, “Oh yeah. Tknow what you’re talking about.” She

‘says, “Yeah. He did have those. He was wearing them at McDonalds one day,” or something like that.
¥ as there and he was joking around wearing them,” whatever. And [ said, “Oh, okay. So,
well thanks.” Um, I said, “You know, I have to say something about this, so, you know, be prepared to be
talked to.” You know, when I did actually write the memo about it, including the other things, um, I let S,

. know, what was in it. | said, “You know, I, I said I talked to Yyou and this is what it is and this is what it
) says,” and so she was aware. Um, and uh, that’s about it.

R.C: Um, now you mentioned the second search warrant.
WM Mmhuh, Positive)

" R.C.. There, the one you had more recently, um, on another storage facility. Now you mentioned that,
Does that have any bearing on this other then it served to help remind you um,

48 Right.
R.C.: about the one that happened in January.

4 Right.

RC. Is that why you mention this?

” Yes.

RC.: Okay. I just wanted to clarify that. You said it was the operational plan and

N I certify under penalty of pesjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct.” Written and signed in Clallam
: County.
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T the; the'heliet, hiffi in front of the storage unit and everything, it all came full circle and I said, “Oh! That’s
right! The goggles.” And uh, it, it all, it all just came together, right, right there.

R.C.: So that kind of, that kind of answers my question, uh, as to why You waited so long
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“: Yeah. It was just the whole thing it, the way it went down and ﬂ"lﬂ‘l'nccdigg_merpieﬁu-e—of-ﬁaveﬂgﬁfd— e

to report this to
me.

’ Mmhuh. (Positive)

R.C.:  Because, and, and I'd mentioned this to you prcviouslj', L, I was there at the search warrant on
January, I think it was the 28%

* Mmhuh. (Posiﬁve)

RC.. andIdon’t remember the goggles thing, but is there a possibility that it happened before | got there ? |
hope. '

. Yeah, I think we were about half way, half way into the unit when it happened. Um, so it, I, it
probably was before you got there, I mean.

and I just want to make sure that you weren’t thinking of something else or
ﬂ: No. LI, maybel, maybe I mis-spoke at that point, or, um,

R.C.: Imay have heard it incorrectly.

’ The

R.C:  Butl, it sounded like you might have meant something else.

* No.

R.C.:  Besides the goggles.

‘ ﬁ No. The goggles is the only thing that I am aware of that were taken outside of the scope of the
n

t and then not placed into evidence.
R.C.: Okay. Were there other things that may have been taken outside of the scope of the warrant that

‘ Well, you know, we took that, we took a large screen TV, um, and uh, and we, we still have it in
evidence. I mean, it was taken as evidence, put in evidence, putin a trailer, taken, taken. I I wasn’t really

- concerned with the scope at that point. It was a TV that we felt was stolen out of a house. We wanted to

| / /) 3
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rescarch it further. We didn’t have all the information so I don’t think I could have even put together an

_adequate addendum.

R.C.: Iunderstand. 7

‘ to um, include it, so I was prepared to, to take it, get it returned to the owner and not have anything
become of it, because there, frankly it was outside of the scope and I would pursue it that way, um. So we
treated it the way we did.

RC: Okay.

v ’ And actually it was uh, that was Dave’s calling, in any event.

R.C: So the long and the short of it, there are no other incidences, at least that you are personally aware of,
besides the goggles, um, that Dave may have been involved with, as far as, that, Dave may have been
involved with, as far as removing items without recording them. Because I understand that, through your
staternent, there was no recording, not on your evidence sheet, that you, that goggles were taken.

* No. There was none, and.
R.C.:  As far as you know, the goggles were the only thing.

” Yes.

R.C.: Allright. Ithink that’sit. 1 think that’s really all we needed to know. You have submitted a written
complaint, which basically says the same thing, maybe a little more detailed on the event itself in this tape. Is
there anything else that you want to add to that? Concerning that event?

Q: Uh, no.

R.C.: Okay. The time is 1250, or I'm sorry, 1150. It’s still the same date. I'm gonna shut the tape off at
the time. Uh, thank you.

End of tape

SS 061005
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CONVERSATION WITH 1

, (Addendum)

It was difficutt fof“g ptoﬁ&éinformaﬁo&temebasedm'a‘ former
relationship with Def. Sgt. Fontenot outside the Sheriffs Department. This -

relationship ended in March of this year, andgheieatedany nhegative st‘at‘eméht’s' o

~against Fonteriot would ba interpreted as retribution,

She did tell me that she was seeing Fontenot during the time the goggles
incident occurred. It was also during time that she foted Fontenot was

exlb



| 11623502005 03343,

Date:  5/3/05

Port Angeles, Wa,, 98362

NOTICE OF SEIZURE AND INTENDED FORFEITURE
e e L AN INIENDED FORFEITURE

Xx] Delivered by Personal Service
[ 1 Certified/Registered Mail

RE:  Case Number 2005 (i Seizure Date: 4/29/05

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that the vehicle, aircraft, vessel, equipment, drug
paraphernalia, money, negotiable instruments, securities, proceeds or other property, identified
below, is being or has been seized by the Olympic Peninsula Narcotics Enforcement Team under
authority of RCW 69.50.505 (a) and (b), and is intended to be forfeited in accordance with
procedures set forth in RCW 69.50.505.

You have a right to a hearing before the Chicf Law Enforcement Officer of the Port Angeles
Police Department, or his designee, or, if the property seized is valued in excess of $500.00,
before a court of competent jurisdiction. In order to obtain a hearing , you must notify the
Olympic Peninsula Narcotics Enforcement Team, Attention: Undersheriff Fred W DeFrang in
writing (certified mail preferable) of your claim of ownership or right to possession of the seized

the property to the Clallam County Sheriff's Department.

o | xll o)



Tag , Item
9823L Cash % (.00
SLIR Caslhh & (3%0.00 _ B
Sincerely,
UNDERSHERIFF FRED DEFRANG

%14'90";]’”@9

( Detective Sergeant David J. Fontenot)

Zxll ‘oa'L

DTF-15



. CASE NUMBER M\

STATE OF WASHINGTON e

777777 ‘ Jss
COUNTY OF CLALLAM )y

The undersigned, being first duly swomn on oath states:

That on this day, Affiant, (¢, of Fonfenct- of the Clallarm County

Sheriff’s Department, mailed certified or personally served this notice to the person named
above, containing a copy of the document of which this affidavit is attached.

Dated this_{ & day of _may , 2005 at_ /g% ime.
21;_; ,\/w

Q QBALN A
"/

Notaryblic in and for Washinon
Residing at; -~

uwrv
Clallam County

Zxl lp>

DTF-15



Employee Notification of Investigation

" Det Ser. Deoio foutenoT FROM:OAPT /B @;6/&4/ |

This is to advise you that a complaint has beeq issued agains¢ you and that you are the subject of an
investigation: Specifically, the allegations ate: ' -

1 24 3-16-05, Ypu Hao A SE1ZURE pMprice gommwo, &gg&owg As
o o THE v,
< T L .

WAS SERVED (.tciy AEER. 5/3 fa< .

2

COMMENTS:

OPNET Cps€ Fps S m

against you.

INVESTIGATOR'S SIGNATURE DATE

o7 e C/5fos”

/

xld-

J:\SDATA\publcms\Fomu\ADM INIST\Employee Notification of Investigation.doc 1171012004



-~ On or aboijt 517205, fillias

A36.741

PN P came to me with 4 concem
about a notice of intende iture ' - Sgt. Fontenot. She indicated

that the item had been elected to be Sefved by Det. Sgt. Fontenot outside the
fifteen days required by law and that she questioned the service. Thijs has

happened in the past, and | advised her that should the Party contest the Seizure,
the Property will be returned.

Later, | did not record the date, | talked withiSEES

"SRRI/ ho mentioned this
event to me as well. | advised him what | tolq SR 1o seemed to
understand.

On 6-3-05, Xl informeq me that through their attorney, the party haq |
contested the Seizure and 4 rovided me with g Copy of the letter, ang

On the afternoon of 6-6-05,

" *cCame to me and reported concemns
about Fontenot, ang included his concem a

bout the seizure notice.

On the mormning of 6-7-05mpresented e with 3 typed formal

Complaint against , _ his complaint included personal
feelings and comfort level on his part in making the report, which included a
Second complaint ag well. (See A36.740).




Wiih his permission, this conversation was fecorded. ‘Please refer to the
transcript for details of the interview,

| questioned Fontenot about the date 5-3-05. He told me he had no ideg how the
date was to be displayed on the Paper and that he was certain he created the
document on 5-16-05, | asked if if was Possible that he created the document on
the third, with the intention of giving it to Keegan to sery » but he said no, that it
was created on his assigned laptop on 5-16-05.




INVESTIGATION (CONT)

event.- | requested him t6 meet me at the Sheriff's Department at 0900 hours on
6-9-05.

On the evening of 6-8-05, | met with Sheriff Martin and Capt. Snover. In
reviewing the results of the interview with them, it was concluded that the

investigation continue with interviews of all involved, including an interview of
a-% determined that though the results of thjs and A36.740

. o
would likely result in discipline, that he would not be placed on administrative
leave at this time.

On 6-9-05, at about 1000 hours, | met with il R i i T
-4 ) ® She had no information on this incident, but provided some
informgti_on on Det. Sgt. Fontenot. (Comment: Please see Supplement to my conversation

INTERVIEW WiTH i oo APPX. 1230 hours:

With her permission, I taped my conversations as {iinformed me the
details Surrounding her initial report to me on or about 5-17-05 over the service of

Ex /5f3



W <o she discussed this matter with mo, leaeiss.
: ON or about 5-17-05.

For details of this interview, please refer to the transcript. o

INTERVIEW WiTH |

7 6-10-05 appx 1215 hours

Though: "submitted a written dialogue describing his complaint, |
conducted a taped interview asking him to outline hijs complaint. The transcript is
included with this investigation,

m ¥ told me that R

apmaCe of the forfeiture notice on or about 16 o Although he understood

Later, he talked withS® again and found that the Seizure notice had been
Served after the fifteen day period had expired and that Fontenot dated the notice
to suggest it was served inside the 15 day period.{ ®said he reviewed the
notice and saw it had been served on 5-16-05 and that report to him that
it was likely turned in as being served before it actually was.

INTERVIEW WITH DEPUTY HAYDEN 6-10-05 APPX 1530 hours

talked with Dep. Hayden on the telephone as he was working west end

|
detachments on this particular date. My questions to him surrounded the notice
he served for Det, Sgt. Fontenot.

me that sometime in May, while he was working a dayshift, Det. Sgt. Fontenot
gave him a seizure notice to serve. Originally, it wag thought the party lived in
the Joyce area and Dep. Hayden went to the Joyce location to serve it. He found

| asked Hayden if Det. Sgt. Fontenot gave him any instruction about a return of
service or any other direction. Hayden said no, that there was nothing else

| 2)</3f 4

needed of him pertaining to the service.




At my request, Depuiy Hayden researched and found that he served the paper
on 5-17-05 at abouyt 1200 hours. ' :

Det. Sgt. Fontenot was acting on past practice and did.nothing wrong in electing
to serve the notice outside the 15 day window.

For the second allegation, the investigation finds that though one can infer from
the date of 5-3-05 that appears.on the notice, that Det. Sgt. Fontenot wanted it to
appear it was served inside the fifteen days, it is more likely that it is g
typographical error. It does not benefit someone that is trying to suggest it was
served on one date inside that 15 days, then file a document showing it was
served outside the 15 days. As soon as the Question was asked, Det. Sgt.
Fontenot told me the notice was created by him, on his assigned computer on or
about May 16, 2005, not the third. As a result, the investigation concludes that
the seizure notice was not created with any intent, even through implication, to
show it was served inside the time period. o

ﬁxlgf‘(




"t

Finally, it is apparent that Det Sgt. Fontenot did file the “return” indicating he
Personally served the Paper before it actually was, Knowing it would likely be

violation of Policy and Procedures 5.1 -2 (Performance of Basic Duties-
Competent Manner). :

Respe

ctfu ubmitted,
Al

Ron Cameron ' _
Capt. of Investigations Date & /’ ’7’/06
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INVESTIGATIVE INTERVIEW BY CAPTAIN RON CAMERO —

R.C. CAPTAINRON CAMERON

DEF. DETECTIVESE}{GANT DAVEFONTENOT ... ...

DF.: 2005 agk.
RC.: Thatisit

RC: Tknewl Wwrote it some where, Um, speciﬁcalvly the concern is, is that the item indicates there that it
Was served on May 3™ of this year.

D.F: That's when the sheet was filled out,
RC.: Okay.

DF.: That’s when | filled out the sheet.
RC.: Okay. |

D.F.: Itdidn’t get served until later.

RC.: Okay.

DF.: AndIdon’t recall the day I hag Deputy Hayden 80 out and serve it that day. Idon't remember the
day, it was, because she moved and it Was probably a week later, maybe even S

RC.:  Otay, so you, you're indicating that it wasn’t served on the 3™
DF.: Correct

RC.:  butrather on the 10"

DF.: I'm going to say a later, at least a week later, because she had moved, the paper got shuffled
RC: Okay.

J:‘pcrsonel\AJ6lNVST\A36.74 IFontenot.doc
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DF.: And,itdidn’t get filled out, or it didn’¢ get served on her until later when Tgaveitt ut;LHa.ydéfr,v e
but I don’t recall the day he served it. —

RC: Okay, the date of the 16* that shows that You tookit to Deb Everts to have frfioirzeq "~~~

D}; Oh, that’s probably the date

RC.: What does that indicate?

DF.: That's probably the date jt gotserved. That’s the day it got served.
RC.: Okay. |

DF.: Because that was the day I realized that I had thought that Keegan had already done this,

- RC.: Uhhuh, (Positive)

DF.: Hadbeen filled out and everything had been done,
RC.: Uhhuh (Positive)

had Hayden £0 out and serve it that day, the 16%

RC.: Do you know where her address js then?

~DF.: On

RC.: Okay, we can get that later.

DEF: Ifsoffof112 and it’s a little road right before Joyce and I want to saymomething, but I don’t
remember, I looked, it’s in the computer because she had to keep track of it as part of her court Proceeding.

RC.: Okay.

DF.. Uh, and when] realized the Paper had not been served, I got it notarized and served that day. The
16", Obviously I didn’t know, I didn’t remember that,

RC.: Whatdoes the May 3" represent?

DF.: Uphere?
RC.: Yes,
J:\personei\A36lesm36.74lFomenot.doc
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D.F.: Probably the day it was filled out | would guess. I would guess that’s the dayitwas filledout. o

4vv—-f-——Jﬁb‘—’iQQSJliLwasnitsewed«;nnth&}"ibccausﬁa s7the 16® notary:

DF.: Iremember| was talking about seizure notices
RC.: AndIremember that conversation.

DF.. andIwasunder the impression from Deputy Keegan that theyd al been served.

)

RC.: Uhhuh. (Positive)

DE.: Every single one of them had been served, When I found out that they had not, and | don’t recall the
day you and I had that conversation

R.C.: Idon’teither
DF.: Itwas probably right around,
{ RC.: Itwas after, it was right around this,

DF.: Ub, at the same time, I don’t recall the day, but I do recall that they had not been served and making
it a priority to get them served the minute I found that out. And that’s what I did.

RC.: Oxay.

DF.: UhLL if the date here, I don’t know what that, I mean that was obviously the day that the form was
- filled out?

R.C.:* Who filled that form out?

DF.: Idid. That's my writing on here sg I probably filled it out and I thought that
‘RC.:  Where was that form generated? Do you know?

DF.: Nuhuh (Negative) I'm sure it was on my computer.

RC.: Okay.

DF.: [I'msureit Wwas on'my computer.

- I\personeNAI6INVST\A36.74 1Fontenot.doc .
e Y certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and cotrect. Written and signed in Clallam
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RC.: Onyour lap top?

DF.: YeahI'm sure it was on my computer. I'm not sure, I’m not sure why I didn’t put a new address, I

- mean, [ should of, Uh, but | don’t know the day I filted-it sut- I'kiow that the, the day that I did this wag the

16% obviously because T'took it to Deb when I'realized they hadn’t been served. Keegan hadn’t served any
of them. It was on the board in iy office.

RC.: When, when dig you realize John hadn’t done that? That day or?
DF.: Yeah.

RC.: hadn’t served it that day or?

DF.: Yeah, it would have been, it would have been that day, absolutely.

RC.: 8o.

DF.. Itwould have been that day because I went, oh crap! The seizure Was suppose to have been served a

DF.: Hwasa mixture of those. And it was probably a miscommunication between John and I on who wag
going to do it. .

RC.: Okay, uh, the problem that stexﬁs is the date that’s on the seizure notice. [t says May 3", Now while
the dates are the problem, but jt says that it’s May 3%,

DF.: Now, okay. That may be,
RC.: Idon't understand if,

DF: That may be

RC.: if You generated that

DF.: Igenerate this

RC.: onthe 16"

D.F.:  Then why does it say May 3'%

R.C: Why does it say May 3%

] :\personel\A36INVSN36.74lFomenoLdoc
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RC: Did you serve it yourself or did John 80 out and serve jt?
ﬁ.F .= No. Dwane Hayden did.
RC: Pm sotry you told me that Dwane did.

D.F.: Hewas working that day, I gave him the address. | ésked him to go serve jt for me because he was,

RC.: And you’re saying it was the 16%7

DF: It was, it was the same day I had all that done, absolutely.

DF.: Igave the retumn to § before I left here because [ was £0ing to go out and serve it right then.
had the retumn. I gave it tofIA

RC.: Yeah, butI mean the notarized page there.

D.F.: Ihad this done before I had it served, yes.

4 R.C.: Okay. Now what is your understanding on, that notarized document o the last Page means?

DF.: Thatyouhadj served and that it was served and that you served it

he had a, he had
. RC.: Okay.
RC.: Okay.

DF.: And Iwas wrong. [ should have served it first, then had it notarized that that was what I'had served,

] :\pu'sonel\AJ6lNVS'l'\A36. T41Fontenot.doc
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DF He didn’t dq nt e e e e et i

DF.: And I, I take responsibility for having that filleq out prior to my serving it Absoiutely.
RC: Okay.,

DF.: Should, I, my intention was to getit served, ] was at the office, got it notarized, thep [ went and got
it, then I was B0nna go get it served, and that’s what happened.

RC: Okay.

DF.: That's exactly what happened.

RC.: Okay. And no other conversation with anybody else conceming this at g1}7
DF.: Notthat] recall.

RC..  Okay. Um,

DF.:. Iremember being disappointed that the seizure notices were completely
RC.: Disarray,

D.F. Disa, totally,

RC.: We talked about that

DF.: Yeah, totally unprofessionally done and, and it was a mesg to get them completed uh,

RC.. Were you, were you aware when this, this was served that it was outside our window? Very much
likely outside our window,

’:E\pmmsmvsma.ummmn.doc
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RC.:
DF.:

RC.:

DF.
R.C.:
DF.:
RC:
DF.:
RC.
D.F.
RC.:

DF.
probabl

Okay.
And that’s, that’s why.

This is Just typical. I mean, yeah, that happens occasionally and hopefully not frequently.

Not any more,

No, I'm really thin_king about this May 3™ date and I'm trying to remember if that’s the day.
It’s a Tuesday that’s what's kind of odd.

Well, that would be the day that it

Ibelieve we did this on the 22™ of April is when the seizure had been made.

29"

29%

Is what I recall, is what’s here, is what’s on the form.

Okay.

So the 29 would have been, it wasn't May, it was, April 29" was a Friday.

It was a Friday that we did it.

It was a Friday. So it was the 29% that we did jt because it was the last and then May 3" would have
y been the day I filled this out, if I did. Now, it, this may have been filled out and sitting in a

computer and I may have just printed out the form on the 3" and that’s why, I may not have even looked at
' JpersoneMISINVST\A36.741 Fontenot.doc : ,
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the day becauge what strikes me about that is the address. Imew the address wag cllgggggmggs_g Igotthe

Paperserved up at the new address. T

RC.: Mmm huh (quitive) e T e

DF: " The address is the old address here so thjs paper may; the; the form itself may have alteady been,

- completed and just ot generated, printed out and filled oy until the 16* which i likely. I'm sure | printed

this on the 16% I'm sure I did,

RC: Isit possible that yoy printed it earlier than that and gave it to Keegan?

RC.: Did You save this anywhere?
DF.: No. Nor probably

RC.:: Justused a template?

responsibility. I should have went out, got it served, came back then got it done, I'just happen to be at the
office and tried to short cut, Which Wwasn’t ’

RC: Allright.
DF.: So, that’s, that’s the only thing that strikes me as odd.

RC.: Okay, all righty. Um, okay. I just want to say for this part a couple more questions; but (long pause)
Okay. 1don’t have any more questions at this time David.

DF.. Okay.

RC.: wen uh, like I say, uh, any other issueg that we’re going to talk aboyt today I've Scparated out so [, |
think, make it clean we’ll do two different tapes so.

DEF.: Okay.

Jz\pemmemvsme.umommm,doc _
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RC. Uh, I'mgonna spgnd this part of the interview at this time. It is uh, 1644 by my clock up there andof
course it’s the g@[ng_glgtg_ﬁén.illmgomg.toshut.ihe%peefﬂa%this time:

End of tape S
SRS 7" Y. T S

JpersoneNAI6INVST\A36.741 Fontenot.doc
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INVESTIGATIVE INTERVIEW BY CAPTAIN RON CAMERON

RC. CAPTAIN RON CAMERON ‘ CUNF ‘DEN.”AL%

RC.:. Okay, the date is June 9% uh; 2005 This ic Detective Sergeant, er no it isn’t, jt's Captain Ron

Cameron of the Investigative Diyision of the Clallam County Sheriff’s Office. And here with (.
F ) Um,ﬁ. you’r@ aware the tape recorder’s on?

Well, Monday morning, on the 16%1 asked Dave Fontenot if the seizure notice had been served on
and John Keegan was there and they kind of looked at each other and checked and it was determined

of it was on his desk and that’s where it was at. So, I got it off his desk and then Ilooked at it and um, it was
signed it had been served the day before and it had a date of May 3" on it as the date it was created, which I
thought was odd. And, it was late, so I Jjust thought the whole situation looked odd.

FpersonelA36INYSTA36.740741 Sillmitesiven doc
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w Yes. )

S *“Yﬁ[ was qulteéoﬁce;nédbeg;aliscl had &li(éd to him at 5 o’clock the
se ’

‘RC:  That was part of your concern?

night before and he. hadn’¢

rved it, but yet it, it’s notarized already. Actually I don’t recal] the time now, there may even be 3 time on

it
RC.: [Iwas £0ing to ask you, do you remember um, what time You talked to him on Monday the 16%

ﬁ It was late in the day, like 4, I would think like 4 or § ag Irecall.

RC: Okay.

* Close to 5. Close to the end of the day.

B 1s2id, “Oh, okay.»
R.C.: Oh, okay. I see.

‘: And, and I just Jet it £o.
RC.: Al right.‘

’ And then when it showed up the next day, I just thought, well, that’s really um
B.C.: Odd.

W Andit was late in Tuesday, like late in the afiernoon,
RC.: Okay.

‘ So I'thought. I was more inclined to believe he served it Tuesday morning, but, that
R.C.: Mmhuh, (Positive)

* was strictly my.

J:\pmoncmemvsms.uo'ulw.mivew.doc -
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RC.: Tunderstand. Did you talk with anybody else about this?

e e ulked o — gt

REC Mumhiih Okay, o

7 ‘ Mostly

RC.: Didyou. Go ahead.

& Oh, I would say mostly about my concern that they were serving it late and that [ thought it was
ulent, just not right. '

RC.: Mmhuh. Okay. Um, let’s see. Did you, did you talk to Dave about it? Aside from what you already
said, did you confront him about it about the date. .

W& No, no. 1didn’t

R.C.: Or anything like that?

‘ He left immediately that uh, Tuesday afternoon for vacation.

RC.: Onh.

y So hé wasn’t here.

RC.: Okay.

m That’s why I came to you. .
RC.: Gotch ya. Um, okay. Idon’t think I have anything else at this time. That pretty well covers it. I'm

trying to think. I'm trying to think. It seems like there was one more question that was hanging out there.
Keegan was in the presence of, when you were discussing the uh

‘ Yes he was

R.C: OnMonday afternoon.

u: Monday morning,

R.C: Monday momig.

Monday morning. And I explained to them the RCW said 15 days and Keegan said, “Well, you
know, does that include weekends or business days?” and | said, “John. It says 15 days.”

J:\personeA 36 INVST\A36.740741 Mwicterivew.doc
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RC.: Mmhuh. (Positive) Okay. I think that answers all the questions for now. And, uh, | may have to ask

you again, talk to you again. But, at this point.in time—Pﬂainkthatulr,tl’nHt“ﬁré’fﬁi well covers it. Thank you
4 And the time is uh, 1246.

T End”nftape T T T s
85061005

 FpersoneMAIGINVST\A36.74074 14gRelnterivew.doc
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Clallam County

J. A. Mactin clall

Pax: (360)417-2498

She]_‘iff’ S Ofﬁce 2'238. Fourts Street, Saite 12

Port Augeles, WA 98362-3015
Sheriff Records: (360)417-2279

FILE: A36.741 o

" DATE: June 13, 2005
MEMORANDUM TO: Sheriff Martin, through Chain

SUBJECT: Conclusions and Recommendation

On or about 5-17-05, L
of intended forfeiture, and that he felt the Paper had been falsified
window of time outlined by law rather than the true date. Sl
attention, but did not file a formal complaint,

to ‘_ iz served inside a

reported to me, that Detective Sergeant Fontenot had created a notice

W also broughit this to my

description of the complaint againstmis mulﬁ-laycfed. First, that the paper was

served outside the prescribed 15 day period following the seizure of the items. This service of notice of
this civil process sometimes is served outside the 15 day window and in this case, Det. Sgt Fontenot was

following past practice. This phase of the allegation is unfounded, '

Second,Mcomplains that Fontenot intentionally created and Pplaced the date of 5-3-05 to lead

the reader to believe that this is the day the paper was served, thus suggesting it was served inside the

Finally, the complaint indicates the Ppaper was signed by Fontenot before it was actually served. This is
compounded as he signed the “return” and had it notarized. This is inappropriate. Det. Sgt. Fontenot found

signed before it actually was served. Moreover, he did not serve the item himself, but assigned a deputy to
do it for him. This phase of the allegation is sustained. Det. Sgt. Fonenot’s efforts to complete a task in a

hurry caused him to make a poor choice by having the return signed and filed before it actually was. This

action reflects negatively on his judgment and decision taking.

Al el
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FILE: A36.740, A37.74) prg

DATE: Jupe 30, 2005

MEMORANDUM TO: Det. Sgt. Fontenot; Fije

SUBJECT: Notice of Disciplinary Suspension

Dear Detective Sergeant Fontenot,

Records:

Pax: (360

Tlaweaforcemenr
(360)417-2370
)417-2498




1. A suspension without pay for a period of ten (10) working days (80 houxifs;). ‘
2. Monitoring of your petformance for a period of six months beginning 7-1-05.

Should your performance continue to be questioned at the end of the monitoring period, it
be recommended to the Sheriff that you retum to patrol as a supervisor or deputy

effective January 1, 2006, The posttion of Detective Sergeant s an at-will positign

assigned by the Sheriff :

Sincerely,

A
Steve Snover,
Undersheriff, Clallam County




Jill Dinse

PMB 208

— 6327-C SW Capitol Highway

Portland, OR 97239-1937
503-977-9099 (office)

— _ 303-329-5158 (cell)
. iilldinse@msn.com-

December 19, 2005

Via Hand Delivery

Akin Blitz, Esquire

Bullard Smith Jemstedt & Wilson
1000 SW Broadway, Suite 1900
Portland, OR 97205

" Re: Clallam County — Fontenot Investigation
Dear Akin:

With reference to former Undersheriff DeFrang’s assertion that I should have
interviewed him during the Fontenot investigations, I reviewed the Fontenot report on
Sexual Harassment and believe that the last sentence of the first paragraph of the
“Conclusions™ section (page 13) needed to be modified to reflect the fact that I gave
DeFrang a written invitation to call me and he did not respond. Attached please find the
updated page. Please do not hesitate to let me know if you have any concems or

questions. Thank you.
Sincerely,
AT

Jill Dinse
Attorney at Law

Enclosure .

cc: Marjorie Upham



using profane language, and making sexual innuendos and jokes in a loud voice. Several people
believed that there was simply no way that the command staff was unawate of Fontenot’s behavior.
Rather, people believed that the command staff chose to tum a blind eye to it. Others believed that

Fontenot-was 2 chameleomrwhocould correct his betravior when he needed to; and 56 hid his wotst
excess from those above him. |

T E. RETALIATION

~ Deb Everts told me that after Turner’s memo was given to the command staff in June of 2004,
Susie Sanderson and Dwayne Hayden, both very close friends of Fontenot and each other, wete no
longer friendly to het, and started glaring at het and not responding to her greetings to them. At the
time, Sanderson was romantically involved with Fontenot. As the Sheriff’s confidential secretary, she
had access to everything in the Sheriffs office. According to Deb Everts, the day that Everts was
informed by Hoffman that there would be an investigation into Fontenot’s behavior (due to the Nick
Tumer memo), Evetts returned to her desk to find the Treasurer’s books from a task fotce that
Everts and Sanderson worked on together. At the time, Sanderson was the Treasurer. Judy Dawson
sat next to Everts. Dawson told me that Sanderson had ‘come to Everts’ workspace, dropped the
books on top of it loudly and brusquely, saying, “I'm through with this.” Dwayne Hayden was (and
still is) Fontenot’s best friend, and his business partner in a flooring business.

Nick Turner also told me that Sanderson stopped being friendly to him after he wrote his memo
in June of 2004; she glared at him and refused to speak to him. However, once she and Fontenot
broke off their romantic relationship, she became friendly again to Turner.

CONCLUSIONS

Despite the fact that I did not have the opportunity to intetview Fontenot personally, I have read
the transcript of his intetview, and listened to the audio recording of the interview. I did have the
opportunity to interview all the other witnesses personally, with the exception of DeFrang (and of
course Fontenot) who did not respond to my written invitation to be interviewed.

Fontenot engaged in behavior in the workplace that was at the least unprofessional and
inappropriate, especially in view of his rank as a supervising Sergeant. I believe that he did, as all of
the witnesses except Baumann and Yarnes agtee, use inappropriate language and make inapproptiate
“jokes.” As a result, I find that the allegations made about Fontenot’s behavior are substantiated. In
particular, I find: -

1) Former Sergeant Fontenot regularly used profane and vulgar language, beyond the level
acceptable in the Clallam County Sheriffs Office, including using words such as “fuck” and
“motherfucker” regularly;

2) Fontenot tegulatly behaved in an immature and inappropriate manner and that he specifically
v' Pretended to unzip his pants in the presence of Deb Everts twice;
¥' Asked Annie Lowe to display her breasts to him;

v Asked Annie Lowe what she was wearing and if she was wearing panties dutmg a
~ telephone conversation;

CONFIDENTIAL PAGE 13 12/18/2005





