JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT
DIVISION_________
JUDGE________________
ELECTRONICALLY FILED

TAMIKA PALMER,
as Administratrix of the ESTATE OF
BREONNA TAYLOR
v.

PLAINTIFF

COMPLAINT

BRETT HANKISON

-andMYLES COSGROVE

-andJONATHAN MATTINGLY

DEFENDANTS

*** *** *** *** ***
I.
1.

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

At 12:30 am on March 13, 2020 both Breonna Taylor and Kenneth Walker were

asleep in their bedroom. Breonna was scheduled to work later in the day. Breonna was a licensed
EMT and worked for two local hospitals. Kenneth, her boyfriend, was set to begin his new position
with the postal service. Neither of the two had any criminal history for drugs or violence.
Neighbors described Breonna and Kenneth as quiet and peaceful. Friends and family describe the
two as loving and caring. While Breonna and Kenneth were sleeping peacefully, the three
Defendants arrived in their neighborhood in plain clothes in unmarked vehicles. These Defendants
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Defendants had a knock and announce search warrant for Breonna’s apartment, where the officers
were searching for an individual who lived in a different part of Louisville. The Defendant officers
had an ambulance staged around the corner from Breonna’s residence, yet did not defer to the
LMPD SWAT unit for execution of the warrant. Furthermore, the individual that the officers were
seeking had already been apprehended by LMPD earlier that morning at his own home. As the
Defendant officers approached Breonna’s home, they did so in a manner which kept them from
being detected by neighbors. The officers then entered Breonna’s home without knocking and
without announcing themselves as police officers. The Defendants then proceeded to spray gunfire
into the residence with a total disregard for the value of human life. Shots were blindly fired by
the officers all throughout Breonna’s home and also into the adjacent home, where a five-year-old
child and a pregnant mother had been sleeping. Breonna Taylor was shot at least eight times by
the officers’ gunfire and died as a result. Breonna had posed no threat to the officers and did
nothing to deserve to die at their hands. The Plaintiff brings this personal injury and wrongful
death action in order to obtain damages resultant from the Defendants’ unlawful conduct, which
directly and proximately caused the death a young, beautiful human being who was also an
essential front-line medical professional in this community.
II.
2.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

Jurisdiction and venue are proper due to the location of the incident, the claimed

damages and the matters in controversy.
III.
3.

THE PARTIES

Plaintiff is the mother of the deceased, Breonna Taylor, and is the duly appointed
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were working within the criminal interdiction unit of the Louisville Metro Police Department. The

4.

Defendants Brett Hankison, Myles Cosgrove, and Jonathan Mattingly were, at all

times relevant to this action, employees of Louisville Metro Government who worked as police
officers in the Louisville Metro Police Department. They are each sued in their individual
capacities.
IV.

FACTS

5.

Breonna Taylor was 26 years old on March 13, 2020.

6.

She was a critical, front-line employee during the beginning phases of the

coronavirus pandemic, working for both Jewish and Norton hospitals.
7.

Breonna was also a certified EMT.

8.

Breonna lived at 3003 Springfield Drive with her younger sister and Kenneth, each

of whom are African American.
9.

Other than a couple of speeding tickets, Breonna had no criminal history. She was

not violent and posed no threat to the community.
10.

Breonna had no drugs in her home.

11.

Kenneth, who had a license to carry, kept firearms in the home for protection.

12.

Kenneth also had no history of violence and no history of drug offenses.

13.

At 12:30 am on March 13, 2020 both Breonna and Kenneth were asleep in their

bedroom.

1

14.

Breonna’s sister was out of town.

15.

The Defendants were each working at the time.

16.

Defendant Mattingly was an LMPD sergeant at the time Breonna was shot.

Exhibit A: Jefferson District Court Order.
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administratrix of Breonna’s estate.1

Defendant Cosgrove was an LMPD officer at the time Breonna was shot.

18.

Cosgrove has a prior history of shooting a Louisville resident seven times.

19.

Defendant Hankison was an LMPD officer at the time Breonna was shot.

20.

Defendant Hankison has a prior history of unnecessary force and corruption within

his employment.
21.

Hankison’s documented use of force history within LMPD is pages long,

documenting dozens of situations where he has sent citizens to the hospital for injuries from being
tased, pepper sprayed and struck repeatedly in the nose and eyes. Hankison has taken out his anger
both while on the job and during his off-duty security detail at bars on Shelbyville Road. He has a
history of fighting with citizens, breaking out car windshields with flashlights, and punching
citizens with such force that Hankison himself has needed stitches in his hand.
22.

The Defendant officers, on the early morning of March 13, 2020 had a warrant that

they were going to execute at Breonna’s home.
23.

Also that morning, colleagues of the Defendants were executing one or more

warrants at one or more additional Louisville locations in an effort to locate Jamarcus Glover.
24.

LMPD requires that a Risk Assessment Matrix (LMPD #05-0016) be completed

prior to the service of all search warrants.2
25.

This is a ministerial duty of all LMPD officers.

26.

There is a ministerial duty imposed upon LMPD commanding officers to complete

an Arrest/Search Warrant Information Sheet (LMPD #05-0023) and notify the Special Weapons
and Tactics (SWAT) Team Commander to coordinate a response if:
a. The Risk Assessment Matrix score necessitates the use of the SWAT unit; or

2

Louisville Metro Police Department Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) 8.1.13.
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17.

Assessment Matrix, regardless of the score. 3
27.

The Defendants, none of whom were assigned to the SWAT unit at the time of the

subject incident, each had a ministerial duty to refrain from executing the warrant on Breonna’s
home if either of the factors in paragraphs 26(a) or 26(b) above were present.
28.

The Defendants did not adhere to this duty.

29.

Defendant Mattingly, as the commanding officer in charge of executing the warrant

on Breonna’s home, had a ministerial duty to complete a Search Warrant Operations Plan form
(LMPD #05-0025).4
30.

Prior to warrant service, Defendant Mattingly, as the acting Incident Commander

(IC) for service of the search warrant, was required to implement and follow the Incident
Command System (ICS). Mattingly was required to conduct a briefing with all search team
personnel that included:
a. A review of operations and procedures that the search personnel will follow.
b. An analysis of conditions at the premises utilizing maps, charts, and diagrams,
when appropriate.
c. Tactics and equipment that are to be used in the event of forced entry.
d. A pre-planned hospital route.
31.

The Defendants did not adhere to this duty, as evidenced by the fact that a hospital

route had to be planned after the Defendants fired more than 20 shots into Breonna’s home.
32.

3
4

The Defendants were required, prior to executing the warrant, to notify Metrosafe

Id.
SOP 8.1.17

5

B7824E8B-A70E-4191-A68E-1FED8DA35D59 : 000005 of 000017

b. The situation requires a mandatory SWAT unit call-out, as listed on the Risk

33.

The Defendants were required to wear body armor as part of the entry procedures

into Breonna’s home.6
34.

Before entry to Breonna’s home was made by the Defendants, the Defendant

officers each had a ministerial duty to identify themselves as law enforcement officers and state
their intent to execute a search.7
35.

The Defendants did not adhere to this duty.

36.

The Defendants each had a ministerial duty to comply with the terms of the warrant

which, upon information and belief, included knocking and announcing themselves prior to
entering Breonna’s home and confirming prior to execution that probable cause still existed for
the warrant’s execution.
37.

The Defendants did not adhere to this duty.

38.

The Defendants, even with a valid search warrant, had a ministerial duty to call off

the warrant’s execution if the probable cause listed on the affidavit no longer existed.8
39.

The Defendants did not adhere to this duty.

40.

If the matrix identifies that the warrant’s execution is high risk, then the SWAT unit

is required to execute the warrant.
41.

SWAT did not execute the warrant at Breonna Taylor’s home.

42.

SWAT did not execute the warrant at Jamarcus Glover’s home.

43.

LMPD was successful in locating Jamarcus Glover at his home, detaining him,

executing a search, identifying drugs and firearms, and arresting Glover.

5

Id.
SOP 8.1.18
7
SOP 8.1.19
8
SOP 8.1.17
6
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that the search warrant was being executed.5

Glover was located and identified by LMPD prior to the warrant being executed at

Breonna’s home.
45.

Despite this, the Defendants elected to proceed with executing the warrant at

Breonna’s home.
46.

There were no drugs in Breonna’s home.

47.

The Defendant officers, despite determining that the warrant was of a low risk

nature (and thus one which SWAT did not need to execute), had an ambulance staged around the
corner from Breonna’s home.
48.

As confirmed by multiple neighbors, the Defendant officers did not knock or

identify themselves prior to entering Breonna’s home.
49.

Knocking and announcing is critical for a warrant of this nature to be executed

safely. Reasons include but are not limited to the following:
a. The officers were in plain clothes;
b. It was 12:40 in the morning;
c. The home was part of a large unit of connected homes containing children;
d. There was nothing to indicate that Breonna Taylor and Kenneth would flee or
pose an unreasonable danger if the officers knocked and identified themselves
as police; and
e. Individuals, under several circumstances, have a lawful right to use deadly force
in order to defend against those who enter their home.
50.

The Defendant officers breached the front door and entered the home without

knocking and without announcing themselves.
51.

Breonna and Kenneth were awakened by the Defendants’ unannounced entry into

7
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44.

52.

They believed that their home had been broken into by criminals and that they were

in significant, imminent danger.
53.

Kenneth proceeded to call 911.

54.

The Defendant officers fired their weapons into Breonna’s home repeatedly.

55.

The Defendants fired several shots into the home from outside on the patio.

56.

The living room was obscured by curtains; the officers could not see anything inside

the home (past the curtains) within their line of fire when shooting into the home through the glass.
57.

The Defendants fired several shots into the home from outside of the second

bedroom window.
58.

The second bedroom window was obscured by a screen and blinds; there was no

way that the officers could have had a reasonable line of sight when firing into the home from
outside this window.
59.

The Defendants did not have discretion to shoot blindly into Breonna’s home in

this manner.
60.

The Defendants’ gunshots struck objects in the home’s living room, dining room,

kitchen, bathroom, hallway and both bedrooms.
61.

Several of the Defendants’ gunshots traveled into the adjacent home, where a five-

year-old child and pregnant mother were located.
62.

Breonna was shot several times by the Defendants.

63.

Breonna was unarmed when she was shot repeatedly.

64.

Breonna posed no threat to the officers when she was shot repeatedly.

65.

The Defendant officers acted intentionally, knowingly, unreasonably, maliciously,
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their home.

Breonna Taylor when they attempted to execute a warrant without the SWAT unit, proceeded with
executing the warrant without probable cause, entered the home unannounced, entered the home
without permission, entered the home without complying with the terms of the warrant, engaged
in erratic gunfire and fired at Breonna, who was unarmed and posed no threat, in an intentional,
erratic and deadly manner. These actions were objectively unreasonable.
66.

The officers failed to use any sound reasonable judgment whatsoever when firing

more than 25 blind shots into multiple homes and causing the wrongful death of Breonna.
67.

The Defendants had absolute, certain and imperative duties to knock, announce

their presence, give Breonna and Kenneth notice that they were peace officers there to serve a
warrant, offer to show Breonna and Kenneth the warrant and afford the opportunity to be let into
the home.
68.

Breonna had committed no crime, posed no immediate threat to the safety of the

Defendants, and did not actively resist or attempt to evade arrest prior to being repeatedly shot and
killed by the Defendants.
69.

The actions of the Defendant officers were made in bad faith, were performed with

a corrupt motive, were outside the scope of the Defendants’ authority, were executed willfully and
with the intent to harm, and were in violation of Breonna’s constitutional and statutory rights.
70.

The Defendants knew or reasonably should have known that the actions taken

would violate Breonna’s rights.
71.

The Defendants’ actions were made with the malicious intention to cause a

deprivation of Breonna’s constitutional rights.
72.

The Defendants unlawfully and forcibly entered Breonna’s home, causing Breonna
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negligently, recklessly, and in bad faith with deliberate indifference to the safety and rights of

73.

Any defensive force used against the Defendants was due to their forcible and

unlawful entry into Breonna’s home.
74.

Breonna and Kenneth knew, or had reason to believe, that an unlawful and forcible

entry was occurring or had occurred at the time of any defensive force. The Defendants, under the
facts which were present at the time of their entry into Breonna’s home, had no lawful right to be
in the home.
75.

The Defendants did not identify themselves prior to or upon entry into the home,

and neither Breonna nor Kenneth knew or reasonably should have known, prior to any use of
defensive force, that the individuals in their home were peace officers.
76.

The use of force on Breonna Taylor by the Defendants was unreasonable,

excessive, and in violation of clearly established law prohibiting assault, battery, gross negligence.
77.

As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants, Breonna Taylor

suffered physical injury and emotional trauma when she was shot multiple times and then left to
die.
78.

As a further direct and proximate result of Breonna’s wrongful death, her survivors,

next of kin, and/or heirs have suffered permanent damages, including, but not limited to, Breonna’s
destruction of power to labor and earn income, funeral and burial costs, and other expenses, and
will incur additional expenses in the future.
79.

The Defendants’ conduct was grossly negligent, reckless, malicious, willful,

wanton, and conducted with a flagrant indifference for the value of human life with a subjective
awareness that those within the residence would be seriously injured or killed. As such, punitive
damages are necessary against the officers.
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and Kenneth to have a reasonable fear of imminent peril of death or great bodily harm.

Battery
80.

Plaintiff incorporates the preceding paragraphs by reference.

81.

On March 13, 2006 the Defendants, in intentionally shooting Breonna repeatedly

without the privilege or authority to do so, committed battery upon her several times.
82.

As a result of this conduct, Breonna Taylor suffered harm.

83.

Plaintiff’s damages secondary to the Defendants’ conduct include Breonna's

physical and emotional pain and suffering, destruction of power to labor and earn income, funeral
and burial costs, as well any other damages secondary to the actions of the Defendants.
84.

The Plaintiff is entitled to punitive damages due to the Defendants’ conduct.
COUNT II
Wrongful Death

85.

Plaintiff incorporates the preceding paragraphs by reference.

86.

The Defendants’ actions caused the wrongful death of Breonna Taylor, resulting in

damages recoverable under K.R.S. § 411.130 and K.R.S. § 411.133.
87.

Plaintiff’s damages secondary to the Defendants’ conduct include Breonna's

physical and emotional pain and suffering, destruction of power to labor and earn income, funeral
and burial costs, as well any other damages secondary to the actions of the Defendants.
88.

The Plaintiff is entitled to punitive damages due to the Defendants’ conduct.
COUNT III
Excessive Force in Violation of KRS 431.025

89.

Plaintiff incorporates the preceding paragraphs by reference.

90.

The Defendants each had a statutory duty, pursuant to KRS 431.025(3), to refrain
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COUNT I

91.

The Defendants used unnecessary force and violence upon Breonna Taylor in

violation of KRS 431.025.
92.

This statute was enacted to prevent the type of conduct associated with the

Defendants.
93.

The Defendants were negligent per se.

94.

The Defendants’ violations of this statute were direct and proximate causes of

Breonna Taylor’s death and the claimed damages herein.
95.

Plaintiff’s damages secondary to the Defendants’ conduct include Breonna's

physical and emotional pain and suffering, destruction of power to labor and earn income, funeral
and burial costs, as well any other damages secondary to the actions of the Defendants.
96.

The Plaintiff is entitled to punitive damages due to the Defendants’ conduct.
COUNT IV
Negligence and Gross Negligence

97.

Plaintiff incorporates the preceding paragraphs by reference.

98.

Each of the Defendants breached their respective ministerial duties of reasonable

care owed to Breonna Taylor, with said breaches serving as direct and proximate causes of her
injuries and damages.
99.

These ministerial duties included, but were not limited to:
a. Mandatory activation of the SWAT team for the planning and execution of the
search warrant.
b. Calling off the warrant once the primary target was apprehended elsewhere.
c. Calling off the warrant once probable cause no longer existed.
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from using unnecessary force upon Breonna.

e. Accurately, completely, and specifically completing the affidavit in support of
the search warrant so that an informed decision could be made as to the probable
cause for the warrant and its terms of execution.
f. Refraining from blind gunfire into a home which the Defendants knew or
should have known was occupied by an unarmed 26-year-old female.
100.

The Defendants’ failures to adhere to their ministerial duties owed to Breonna

Taylor were a substantial factor in her death and the claimed damages herein.
101.

Plaintiff’s damages secondary to the Defendants’ conduct include Breonna's

physical and emotional pain and suffering, destruction of power to labor and earn income, funeral
and burial costs, as well any other damages secondary to the actions of the Defendants.
102.

The Plaintiff is entitled to punitive damages due to the Defendants’ conduct.
VII.

103.

JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff hereby demands a trial by jury of all issues so triable.

VIII. PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands that this Court award the following:
a.

Compensatory damages in an amount to be shown at trial.

b.

Punitive damages in an amount to be shown at trial;

c.

Costs incurred in this action and reasonable attorney fees;

d.

Prejudgment and post-judgment interest; and

e.

Such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.
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d. Knocking and announcing prior to making entry into Breonna’s home.

SAM AGUIAR INJURY LAWYERS, PLLC
/s/ Sam Aguiar
Sam Aguiar
Lonita Baker
1201 Story Avenue, Suite 301
Louisville, KY 40206
Telephone: (502) 400-6969
Facsimile: (502) 491-3946
sam@kylawoffice.com
lonita@kylawoffice.com
Counsel for Plaintiff
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Respectfully Submitted,

Rev. 2-17
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EXHIBIT A

AOC-805

JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT
DIVISION_________
JUDGE________________
ELECTRONICALLY FILED

TAMIKA PALMER,
as Administratrix of the ESTATE OF
BREONNA TAYLOR
v.

PLAINTIFF

NOTICE OF ELECTION OF ELECTRONIC SERVICE

BRETT HANKISON, et al.

DEFENDANTS
*** *** *** *** ***

Comes the Plaintiff, by counsel, pursuant to CR 5.02(2), and hereby gives notice that
counsel for Plaintiff elect to effectuate and receive service of documents via electronic means. The
undersigned counsel agrees to accept electronic service at the following addresses:
sam@kylawoffice.com
lonita@kylawoffice.com
pleadings@kylawoffice.com
Pursuant to CR 5.02(2), all Parties are requested to promptly provide counsel for Plaintiff
with an electronic address at which they may be served with documents via electronic means.

Respectfully Submitted,
SAM AGUIAR INJURY LAWYERS, PLLC
/s/ Sam Aguiar
Sam Aguiar
Lonita Baker
1201 Story Avenue, Suite 301
Louisville, KY 40206
Telephone: (502) 400-6969
Facsimile: (502) 491-3946
sam@kylawoffice.com
lonita@kylawoffice.com
Counsel for Plaintiff
1
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NO._____________

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Plaintiff’s Notice of Election of Electronic
Service was electronically filed with the Complaint and Summons in this action and a request
made of the Circuit Clerk that the Notice be served with the Complaint and Summons upon the
following:
BRETT HANKISON

-andMYLES COSGROVE

-andJONATHAN MATTINGLY

/s/ Sam Aguiar
Counsel for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

March 26, 2020
Louisville Metro Police Department
ATTN: Records Management Division
701 W Ormsby Avenue
Louisville, Kentucky 40203
Louisville Emergency Services (Metrosafe)
410 South 5th Street
Louisville, Kentucky 40202
Brett Hankison, Jonathan Mattingly, Myles Cosgrove
633 W. Jefferson St.
Louisville, KY 40202
LITIGATION HOLD - PRESERVATION OF EVIDENCE INSTRUCTIONS
To Whom It May Concern:
Our office has been hired by the family of Breonna Taylor. As you know, she was
shot and killed by Louisville Metro Police Department officers on March 13, 2020. Please
review this correspondence and confirm that the custodians of these documents and
items, along with all other potentially discoverable or relevant documents and items, are
being preserved without modification.
We specifically request that the following evidence be maintained and preserved,
and not be destroyed, modified, altered, repaired, or changed in any manner, and further
that you immediately put any third-party that has or controls this information, material,
or documentation, on notice to maintain and reserve without change:
1. All warrants and supporting documentation for the warrants sought at any time
this year on residences, vehicles and/or individuals located at 2424 Elliott Avenue
and/or 3003 Springfield Ave., Apartments 1-4 in Louisville.
2. All warrants executed at any time this year in relation to Breonna Taylor, Kenneth
Walker and/or Jamarcus Glover.
3. All LMPD officer body camera and LMPD cruiser dash camera footage, along with
any other recorded media or audio (such as canvassing and surveillance), of
Breonna Taylor, Kenneth Walker and/or Jamarcus Glover at any time on February
2, 2020 and any time between March 1, 2020 and March 14, 2020.

4. All body camera footage/cruiser camera footage from any officer on the scene of
the residence located at 2424 Elliott Ave, Louisville, Kentucky 40211 for the time
periods of March 12, 2020 and March 13, 2020.
5. All body camera footage, cruiser camera footage and recorded media/audio from
any officer on the scene of the officer shooting (within the 6 hour time frame before
and after) at 3003 Springfield Ave. The preserved media should, at a minimum,
include the time of dispatch to the residence/scene and extend until one hour after
the final departure from the residence/scene.
6. All body camera footage and other recorded media for all SWAT, Criminal
Interdiction, Ninth Mobile and Narcotics units for March 12 and March 13, 2020.
7. All body camera footage and other recorded media related to all warrants executed
this year at 2424 Elliott Ave, Louisville, Kentucky 40211 as well as the vehicles at
the residence which were subject to searches.
8. All Risk Assessment Matrix Warrant Service forms for warrants executed between
March 8, 2020 and March 14, 2020 in relation to Breonna Taylor, Kenneth Walker,
Jamarcus Glover and/or the residences and vehicles located at 2424 Elliott Avenue
and/or 3003 Springfield Ave.
9. All photos, recorded media, notes and communications related to the pre-warrant
canvassing for warrants executed between March 8, 2020 and March 14, 2020 in
relation to Breonna Taylor, Kenneth Walker, Jamarcus Glover and/or the
residences and vehicles located at 2424 Elliott Avenue and/or 3003 Springfield
Ave.
10. All March 12, 2020 and March 13, 2020 radio communications on Police Radio 3
and any other channels which were used for communication regarding the
execution of the warrants at 2424 Elliott Avenue and/or 3003 Springfield Ave., the
officer involved shooting and/or the subsequent investigation of the shooting.
11. All SWAT/CID/Narcotics body camera footage for March 12, 2020 and March 13,
2020.
12. All entries in the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area software which related to
the warrants which were executed or scheduled to be executed between March 8,
2020 and March 14, 2020 in relation to Breonna Taylor, Kenneth Walker,
Jamarcus Glover and/or the residences and vehicles located at 2424 Elliott Avenue
and/or 3003 Springfield Ave.
13. A complete forensic imaging of all cell phones which were in the possession of
Joshua Jaynes, Kelly Goodlett, Wesley Barton, Jon Mattingly, Myles Cosgrove
and/or Brett Hankison on March 12 and/or March 13, 2020, along with the phones
themselves.

14. All LMPD internal communications in relation to Breonna Taylor, Kenneth
Walker, Jamarcus Glover, warrants being executed at 2424 Elliott Avenue and/or
3003 Springfield Ave and the subject officer shooting and investigation.
15. All LMPD MDT communications for March 12 and March 13, 2020.
16. All records and documents related to Sergeant Mattingly’s gunshot wound,
including but not limited to medical records, photos, the firearm and bullet used
for the shooting, blood splatter photos (there does not appear to be any in the home
or entryway in relation to this injury), interviews regarding the shooting and all
evidence supporting the contention that this gunshot was fired by Kenneth Walker
immediately upon officer entry into the home (there does not appear to be evidence
of gunfire by Kenneth Walker around the front door).
17. All records and documents supporting the contention of LMPD that the officers
knocked and announced their presence before making entry into the Taylor home.
18. All authorizations granted to LMPD officers to make entry into Taylor home on
March 13 without the presence of SWAT, without body cameras rolling and at a
time after a warrant had already been executed at 2424 Elliott which resulted in
the apprehension of Jamarcus Glover.
19. All evidence supporting the contention of LMPD that Breonna Taylor and Kenneth
Walker were suspected to have drugs in the residence at the time of the shooting.
20. All documents and communications relating to the staging of EMS in close
proximity of 3003 Springfield Ave. prior to the shooting.
21. All training provided to the officers which indicated that they were permitted to
blindly engage in open fire into a residence through a window had a curtain
blocking view into the residence.
22. All evidence supporting the contention of LMPD that Kenny Walker shot Sergeant
Mattingly.
23. All evidence supporting the contention of LMPD that Kenny Walker “bunkered”
up with a rifle.
Electronically stored information (hereinafter “ESI”) should be afforded the
broadest possible definition and includes (by way of example and not as an exclusive list)
potentially relevant information stored in the cloud, devices, hard drives, servers, backup
and archive devices, optically, electronically, magnetically or otherwise.
Adequate preservation of ESI requires more than simply refraining from efforts to
destroy or dispose of such evidence. LMPD, the officers, the records custodians,
Metrosafe (Emergency Services) and other custodians must also intervene to prevent loss

due to routine operations and employ proper techniques and protocols suited to
protection of ESI. Be advised that sources of ESI are altered and erased by continued use
of computers and other devices. Booting a drive, examining its contents or running any
application will irretrievably alter the evidence it contains and may constitute unlawful
spoliation of evidence. Consequently, alteration and erasure may result from your failure
to act diligently and responsibly to prevent loss or corruption of ESI.
Nothing in this demand for preservation of ESI should be understood to diminish
your concurrent obligation to preserve documents, tangible things and other potentially
relevant evidence.
Suspension of Routine Destruction
You are directed to immediately initiate a litigation hold for potentially relevant
ESI, documents and tangible things, and to act diligently and in good faith to secure and
audit compliance with such litigation hold. You are further directed to immediately
identify and modify or suspend features of information systems and devices that, in
routine operation, operate to cause the loss of potentially relevant ESI.
Guard Against Deletion
You should anticipate that individuals with access may seek to hide, destroy or
alter ESI and act to prevent or guard against such actions. This could be due to concern
for exposure. Especially where company machines have been used for Internet access or
personal communications, you should anticipate that users may seek to delete or destroy
information they regard as implicating, personal, confidential or embarrassing and, in so
doing, may also delete or destroy potentially relevant ESI. This concern is not one unique
to LMPD. It’s simply an event that occurs with such regularity in electronic discovery
efforts that any custodian of ESI and their counsel are obliged to anticipate and guard
against its occurrence.
Preservation in Native Form
You should anticipate that certain ESI, including but not limited to recorded
media, communications, spreadsheets and databases, will be sought in the form or forms
in which it is ordinarily maintained. Accordingly, you should preserve ESI in such native
forms and should not select methods to preserve ESI that remove or degrade the ability
to search ESI by electronic means or make it difficult or burdensome to access or use the
information efficiently any subsequent litigation.
You sould additionally refrain from actions that shift ESI from reasonably
accessible media and forms to less accessible media and forms if the effect of such actions
is to make such ESI not reasonably accessible.

Metadata
You should further anticipate the need to disclose and produce system and
application metadata and act to preserve it. System metadata is information describing
the history and characteristics of other ESI. This information is typically associated with
tracking or managing an electronic file and often includes data reflecting a file’s name,
size, custodian, location and dates of creation and last modification or access. Application
metadata is information automatically included or embedded in electronic files, but
which may not be apparent to a user, including deleted content, draft language,
commentary, collaboration and distribution data and dates of creation and printing. Be
advised that metadata may be overwritten or corrupted by careless handling or improper
steps to preserve ESI. For electronic mail, metadata includes all header routing data and
Base 64 encoded attachment data, in addition to the To, From, Subject, Received Date,
CC and BCC fields.
Servers
With respect to servers like those used to manage electronic mail (e.g., Microsoft
Exchange, Lotus Domino or outsourced hosts) or network storage (often called a user’s
“network share”), the complete contents of each user’s network share and e-mail account
should be preserved. There are several ways to preserve the contents of a server
depending upon, e.g., its RAID configuration and whether it can be downed or must be
online 24/7. If you question whether the preservation method used is one that is
sufficient, please call to discuss it.
Home Systems, Laptops, Online Accounts, Phones, Cloud Backups and Other
ESI
Though we expect that you will act swiftly to preserve data on office workstations
and servers, you should also determine if any home or portable systems may contain
potentially relevant data or have the capability to remotely alter or destroy ESI. To the
extent that there are individuals who have sent or received potentially relevant
communications or created or reviewed potentially relevant documents away from the
office, you must preserve the contents of systems, devices and media used for these
purposes (including not only potentially relevant data from portable and home
computers, but also from tablets, portable drives, cloud storage, smart phones, voice
mailboxes or other forms of ESI storage.). Similarly, if you used online or browser-based
e-mail accounts or services (such as Gmail, Yahoo or the like) to send or receive
potentially relevant messages and attachments, the contents of these account mailboxes
(including Sent, Deleted and Archived Message folders) should be preserved.
Preservation Protocols
These are cautionary provisions and ideally, we would like to work with you to
agree upon an acceptable protocol for forensically sound preservation. If you will furnish
an inventory of the systems and media to be preserved and the manner of preservation,
concerns will be eased, and we can get to work on resolving the concerns associated with

the procedure and resultant complications. If you will promptly disclose the preservation
protocol you intend to employ, perhaps we can identify any points of disagreement and
resolve them. I’m available to discuss reasonable preservation steps; however, you should
not defer preservation steps pending such discussions if ESI may be lost or corrupted
because of delay. Should your failure to preserve potentially relevant evidence result in
the corruption, loss or delay in production of evidence to which we are entitled, such
failure would constitute spoliation of evidence and we would seek also possibly remedies
for the same.
Confirmation of Compliance
Please confirm that you have taken the steps outlined in this letter to preserve ESI
and tangible documents potentially relevant to this action. If you have not undertaken the
steps outlined above, or have taken other actions, please describe what is being done to
preserve potentially relevant evidence.
The sooner we can review the records and assess the incident, the better position
we will be in to try and have an informed discussion on the case. This shooting raises
many questions and concerns. A 26 year old girl lost her life and we need to understand
why you assert this was acceptable and your evidence supporting the contention.
Feel free to call to discuss and thank you in advance for prioritizing this matter.
Sincerely,

Sam Aguiar
Lonita Baker

04/19/2020

INTELLIGENCE INVESTIGATIONS LLC
4949 Brownsboro Road # 183
Louisville, KY 40222
502-639-7842
info@loukypi.com
www.loukypi.com

ATTN: Lonita Baker/ Sam Aguiar
Aguiar Injury Lawyers
1201 Story Ave. Ste. 300
Louisville, KY 40206
Re: Breonna Taylor
IILLC Case Number: 20-030020
SYNOPSIS
Intelligence Investigations LLC was asked to conduct a scene investigation, neighbor canvassing
efforts and obtain recorded statements from friends and neighbors on the behalf of Breonna
Taylor regarding the incident that occurred at her residence on March 13th, 2020.
DETAILS OF THE INVESTIGATION
On Sunday, March 22, 2020, the investigator conducted an on-scene investigation at 3003
Springfield Drive, Apartment 4, Louisville, KY 40214. Also on hand was Ms. Taylor’s legal team
and several family members. A 14 minute and 6 second video was obtained of various areas of
the residence including: outside doors and windows, the primary entrance, dining room and
kitchen area, living room, bathroom, a bedroom, and the hallway. From the video, ninety five
(95) still photographs were obtained and are provided on a separate document with captions for
each photo. Additionally, a general specification sheet regarding the construction of the front
door was obtained and also provided as a separate document.
While on site, the investigator briefly spoke with the residents at apartment # and #
Apartment shares a common wall and apartment is located above apartment 4. Both
individuals provided their contact information and agreed to speak to the investigator later in the
week via telephone.

1

On Wednesday, March 25, 2020, at approximately 11 am, unannounced door knocks/canvassing
efforts were conducted at the apartment complex. All door knocks were conducted on Springfield
Drive. A total of five (5) buildings were included in the canvassing efforts. The address were 2905,
3000, 3003, 3004, and 3005. The details for each address and apartment number are listed as
follows:
Springfield Dr.
Apartment
The investigator spoke with
who did not provide her last name, as she was
preparing to depart the residence. She stated that when the incident occurred, she was sitting
on her balcony when she heard gun shots. She stated that she posted a video of the incident on
Instagram but at the request of an unknown associate, she took it off of the site. Additionally,
she stated that she heard the shots and then saw 3 unknown males exiting the building, coming
down the steps. She further stated that none of the neighbors in her building came outside. She
also informed the investigator that her sister lives in apartment at 3003 Springfield Dr. but did
not provide her name and stated she is usually home in the evenings. She then had to break off
the conversation to depart her residence.
Door knocks were also conducted at
apartments
and Each of these units had a view
of the 3003 address. No reply was received at any of the apartments.
Springfield Dr.
No reply was received at apartment
At apartment the unknown male subject who answered the door stated he did not witness the
incident nor did he know anything about it.
At apartment a female who identified herself as
stated she was asleep and was awoken
by gunfire. She stated that she grabbed her month old child and laid on the floor until she saw
emergency lights flashing through her blinds. She further stated her boyfriend was asleep in the
living room when the incident occurred. He also did not witness the incident and also laid on the
floor until seeing emergency lights.
No reply was received at apartment
within the unit.

even though various noises could be heard coming from

Springfield Dr.
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Dr.
2

Apartment is vacant.
A door knock was conducted at apartment (

residence), no reply was received.

Springfield Dr.
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
Although multiple sounds could be heard coming from apartment
door.

no reply was received at the

Springfield Dr.
At apartment a female who would not provide her name, stated she did not see anything. She
stated she did not hear gunfire. She further stated she was only awoken when additional
police/EMS arrived with their sirens on. She also stated she came out briefly onto her balcony
after the incident and did not notice any other neighbors from her building outside.
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment

3

On Saturday, March 28, 2020, at approximately 12:15 pm, additional witness canvassing efforts
were conducted in the area of the incident on Springfield Drive. Details are as follows:
Springfield Dr.
At apartment the residence where witness

residence, no reply was received at the door.

Apartment is vacant.
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Dr.
No reply was received at apartment
Although sounds of activity were heard, no reply was received at apartment
Springfield Dr.
An unknown female who responded to the door at apartment stated she did not hear or witness
anything when the incident occurred. She did state that the Louisville Metro Police did conduct
a door knock to check on her well-being and to insure no bullets had traveled through the south
wall of her apartment.
No reply was received at apartment
A male subject who identified himself as
, stated he saw several
events as they transpired. His spouse also obtained some video on her phone.
stated
st
he would provide a recorded statement on Tuesday, March 31 , 2020.
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Dr.
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Dr.
An unknown male subject who answered the door at apartment
witness anything when the incident occurred.

stated he did not hear or

An unknown individual was heard at the door, however, the unknown party would not respond
at the door of apartment
4

No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Dr.
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment

5

On Tuesday, March 31, 2020, witness contact efforts were made over the phone. The results are
as follows:
•

Contact was made with
, who resides at
Springfield Drive,
Apt # A recorded statement was obtained and is provided separately.

•

Contact was made with
, who resides at
Springfield Drive. Apt
# He stated he was asleep when the incident occurred, did not see or hear anything,
and did not want to provide any additional information nor did he wish to have his
statements recorded.

•

Contact was made with
, who resides at
Springfield Drive, Apt
# An appointment to obtain a recorded statement was scheduled for noon on
Wednesday, April 1st.

•

A call was placed to
at
. Voice mail was received. A detailed
message, including the investigators contact information was provided.

•

Calls were placed to
. At
an automated message was
received that the number was not available and to contact the service provider. At
, an automated message was received that the number is no longer in service.

•

Calls were placed to
allowing over 25 rings. At

. At
, no reply was received after
, a fax machine was received.

6

On Thursday, April 2, 2020, additional witness canvassing efforts were made in the area at 4:30
pm. The results obtained are as follows:
•

At

Springfield Drive, Apt.
contact was made with witness
. Mrs.
provided her phone number
agreed to provide a recorded
rd
statement to the investigator at noon on Friday, April 3 , 2020.
Springfield Dr.

No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Dr.
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Dr.
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Dr.
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment

7

On Friday, April 3, 2020, a call was placed to
at
. Voice mail was
received. A detailed message, including the investigators contact information was provided. The
investigator was also contacted by
.
stated she was
ready to provide a recorded statement and did so at approximately 2 pm. The recorded
statement is provided separately.

On Monday, April 6, 2020, the investigator was contacted by Brandon Lawrence, legal counsel
for
, who resides at
Springfield Drive, Apt. Counselor Lawrence advised
the investigator via voice mail that
is now his client and at this time does not wish to
provide a statement. Counselor Lawrence further advised should anyone from the Aguiar have
any questions or wish to schedule future communications with their client to make contact by
calling 502-996-7789 (office) or
(cell).
An additional call was placed to
at
at 2:30 pm.
stated
she could not speak at the moment and asked if the investigator could call back around 4 pm. At
4 pm, an additional call was placed to the witness. Voice mail was received. A detailed message,
including the investigator’s contact information was provided.
Additional calls were placed to the numbers for
additional results obtained.

and

with no

On Wednesday, April 8, 2020, an additional call was placed to
at the
aforementioned number. Voice mail was received. An additional message was provided.

8

On Friday, April 10, 2020, additional witness canvassing efforts were made in the area at
approximately 2:30 pm. Of the remaining apartments to be canvassed, the results are as follows:
Springfield Drive
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Drive
Although noises could be heard within the address, no reply was received at apartment
Springfield Drive
Although noises could be heard within the address, no reply was received at apartment
Springfield Drive
No reply was received at apartment
Although noises could be heard within the address, no reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment

9

On Tuesday, April 14th, additional witness canvassing efforts were conducted at approximately
5pm. The results are as follows:
Springfield Drive
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Drive
No reply was received at apartment
Springfield Drive
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
Additional calls were placed to
obtained.

and

10

with no additional results

On Sunday, April 19th, 2020, an additional call was placed to
. No reply was received.
Additional witness canvassing efforts were conducted at approximately 1 pm. The results are as
follows.
Springfield Drive
Although sounds could be heard coming from within the apartment, no reply was received.
Springfield Drive
As the investigator approached the building, an unknown female was observed standing inside
at the sliding glass door of apartment However, no reply was received at the door.
Springfield Drive
Although sounds could be heard coming from within, no reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment
No reply was received at apartment

STATUS
All investigative efforts have been discontinued and will remain so unless otherwise directed.
Please feel free to contact us with any questions that may arise. Thank you for the opportunity
to be of service. We look forward to all future endeavors with you and your firm/company.
Sincerely,
Mike Kramer
Intelligence Investigations LLC
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O FFICE O F

THOMAS B. WINE
COMMONWEALTH’S
ATTORNEY
Erwin Robe rts
First Assistant

514 W. Liberty Street
Louisville, KY 40202-2887
www.louisvilleprosecutor.com

(502) 595-2300
(502) 595-2340
Fax (502) 595-3214

Dear Officer:
As our office reviews this case it is important that we are fully aware of all of the information in the
possession of the police department. It is critical that you complete a Grand Jury Packet and return
the completed packet to the Grand Jury Office to prevent information lost due to miscommunication
and the passage of time.
A COMPLETE PACKET REQUIRES THE FOLLOWING:
•
•
•
•
•

GRAND JURY SCREENING CHECKLIST
CASE PROGRESS WORKSHEET FOR EACH DEFENDANT
POLICE WITNESS INFORMATION
LAY WITNESS INFORMATION
ENTIRE PAPER AND ELECTRONIC INVESTIGATIVE FILE

Taking the time to provide the requested information could prevent the following things from occurring:
1. The suppression of evidence, a mistrial, or the dismissal of the case due to material not being
disclosed in a timely manner; or
2. Repeated telephone calls, letters or emails requesting additional materials; or
3. Notification to your commanding officers.

IF THE CASE HAS BEEN SENT TO THE GRAND JURY AFTER DISTRICT COURT
PROCEEDINGS: RETURN THE COMPLETED PACKET NO LATER THAN ONE (1) WEEK
AFTER THE LAST DISTRICT COURT DATE AT WHICH THE CASE WAS REFERRED TO THE
GRAND JURY.

IF THE CASE IS A DIRECT SUBMISSION TO THE GRAND JURY AND YOU HAVE
RECEIVED APPROVAL FOR A DIRECT: SUBMIT A COMPLETED PACKET TO THE
GRAND JURY. THE CASE WILL BE SCHEDULED ON THE GRAND JURY CALENDAR FOR A
DATE IN SIX (6) WEEKS. IF NECESSARY, THE CASE MAY BE SCHEDULED FOR AN EARLIER
DATE.
Return the completed packet to the Grand Jury Office located on the 4th Floor of the Old Jail Building,
or email to gjpackets@louisvilleprosecutor.com.
Thank you for your help and cooperation.
Respectfully,

THOMAS B. WINE
COMMONWEALTH’S ATTORNEY

GRAND JURY SCREENING CHECKLIST
Kenneth Walker III
Name of Defendant(s) _____________________________________________________
Sergeant Amanda Seelye
Your name: ________________________________________________________________________

Your email and cell number:

________________________________________

You must address all of the following or your packet is not complete.
1. COMPLETE FILE: You must provide a complete copy of your ENTIRE investigative file
to the CAO Grand Jury Office to be given to the prosecutor assigned to your case.
THIS INCLUDES COPIES OF ALL PAPER AND ELECTRONIC FILES: PHOTOS,
SURVEILLANCE, PDFS AND RECORDINGS.
Please check here
if your complete file has been included in this packet.
Please indicate how this packet was delivered to the CAO Office:
Emailed to gjpackets@louisvilleprosecutor.com.
Delivered in person to the CAO Grand Jury Office.
Delivered in person to the assigned prosecutor.
Please check here
if you are turning a packet into the CAO, but that packet is missing
items to be delivered at a later time. The following items are not included, but will be delivered
at a later time.

2. STATEMENTS: You must provide to the prosecutor all statements made by all
defendants involved in the case.
If the defendant made statements, were the statements:
oral
written recorded?
The recorded and written statements must be included in the packet delivered to the CAO.
If statements are oral, provide them here. (Continue on back with oral statements if needed.)

3. Body Cam/In Car Video: List all officers involved in this case that should have in-car
and/or body cam videos.

4. CODEFENDANTS: Check here
if you are the lead officer for all codefendants
involved in this case and a case progress sheet has been completed for all
codefendants. If a codefendant is not included in this packet, please explain why and note
the status of that codefendant’s case.

5. WITNESSES:
All Police and Lay witnesses have been listed on the attached witness
sheets. List any IDENTIFICATION PROCEDURES used with these witnesses:
Photopack(s) _________________ (witness) Showup(s):______________ (witness)
6. LAB TESTING:
All lab testing is complete and results are attached.
The following evidence has been sent to the Lab and results are pending:
__________________________________________________________
Evidence still needs to be sent to the Lab after consultation with prosecutor.
7. CSU REPORTS/ GUN FUNCTIONALITY REPORTS: Received and provided in this packet.
8. SEARCH WARRANTS:
A copy of all search warrants related to this case is included.
No search warrants were done in this case.
9. LIST RESTITUTION OWED TO VICTIMS:_____________________________________

CASE PROGRESS WORKSHEET

COMMONWEALTH’S ATTORNEY
DEF. NO.
-OFCO. DEF.

PLEASE PRINT OR T YPE
DIVISION
INDICT MENT DATE
ASSIGNMENT

ASSIGNED ACA

Ebert Haegele

INDICT MENT NUMBER

DEFENDANT INFORMATION
SEX

DEFENDANT’ S TRUE NAME (Last, First, Middle)

M
ALIAS

PHOT O I.D. #

CIT Y

ST AT E

Louisville,
JUVENILE YES / NO

No

HEIGHT

6'2"

WEIGHT

275

EYES

Bro

ZIP

KY

RACE

B

40214

HAIR

T Y NUMBER

FBI NUMBER

Blk

SEX/RACE CODE (MALE-M, FEMALE-F, WHITE-W, BLACK-B, AM. INDIAN-I,ASIAN-A, HISPANIC-H, OTHER-O, UNK-U
EYE/HAIR CODE (BLACK-BLK, BLUE-BLU, BROWN-BRN, GRAY-GRY, HAZEL-HAZ, PINK-PNK, RED, BLONDE-BLN, BALD-BLD, UNKNOWN-UNK,
WHIT E-WH)

CRIMINAL EVENT INFORMATION
DAT E OF ARREST

3/13/2020

T IME OF ARREST

ARREST ADDRESS

0100

3003 Springfield Drive #4

DATE OF OFFENSE

3/13/2020

CIT Y

ST AT E

Louisville,

T IME OF OFFENSE

OFFENSE ADDRESS

CIT Y

0043

3003 Springfield Drive #4

Louisville,

ZIP

KY

40214

ST AT E

ZIP

KY

40214

CHARGE INFORMATION
CHG

CHARGE LITERAL
(most serious first)

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12

Attempted Murder

STATUTE (KRS)

DRUG
INVOLVED

507.020

WEAPON
INVOLVED

U

Y

TESTIMO NY INFO RMATIO N

On March 13, 2020, LMPD Narcotics detectives obtained legal authority to conduct a search of the listed
location. While attempting to execute the search warrant at the listed location detectives knocked and
announced their presence multiple times in attempt to get the occupants of the location to open the door.
After repeatedly knocking and announcing their presence and waiting for a period of time, detectives
utilized a ram to breach the entry door to gain entry. As soon as the apartment door was opened,
detectives were met with gun fire. The victim, LMPD Sergeant Jon Mattingly, was immediately struck by
gunfire coming from inside the apartment. Sergeant Jon Mattingly was struck in the upper left thigh
damaging his femoral artery. The injury Sergeant Mattingly sustained was in a front to back trajectory.
Sergeant Mattingly underwent surgery as a result of the injuries he sustained. At the time of the incident
the defendant was inside the apartment and subsequently gave a mirandized statement admitting to
being the only person who shot from inside the apartment at police as they were making entry into the
apartment.

DAT E
SUBMIT TED

3/18/2020

NAME OF APPLICANT

Sergeant Amanda Seelye

(If more space required, please continue testimony on next page.)
ORIGINAT ING POLICE DEPT.

Louisville Metro Police Department

CELL PHONE #

574-8705

BADGE #

7846

TESTIMONY INFORMATION (cont.)

DATE
SUBMITTED

3/18/2020

NAME OF APPLICANT

Sergeant Amanda Seelye

ORIGINATING POLICE DEPT.

Louisville Metro Police Department

CELL PHONE #

574-8705

BADGE #

7846

DEFENDANT INFORMATION
NAME OF DEFENDANT (S) (Last, First, Middle)

NAME OF DEFENDANT (S) (Last, First, Middle)

A Kenneth Walker III
B
C
D

INDICTMENT NUMBER

E
F
G
H

POLICE WITNESS INFORMATION
NAME OF POLICE WITNESS (L, F, M)
1
2
3

ARREST CODE

DEPT CODE

SUBPOENA MAILING ADDRESS

Office Phone

Amanda Seelye

7846

58

3672 Taylor Blvd.

Jon Mattingly

2465

52

701 W. Ormsby Ave.

Mike Nobles

7668

52

701 W. Ormsby Ave.

Cell Number

Fax #/Email

574-8705

4
5
6
7
8
9
10
LOUISVILLE METRO
FIRST DIVISION
SECOND DIVISION
THIRD DIVISION
FOURTH DIVISION
FIFTH DIVISION
SIXTH DIVISION
SEVENTH DIVISION
EIGHTH DIVISION
NINTH MOBILE
ABC ENFORCEMENT INVESTIGATOR
ADMIN SERVICES & PLANNING
ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION
AIR PATROL

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
30
31
32
33

LOUISVILLE METRO
ARSON UNIT (Louisville Fire and Rescue)
CHIEF’S OFFICE
COMMUNITY RELATIONS
COMPUTER FORENSICS
COURT LIAISON OFFICE
CRIME SCENE UNIT
CRIMES AGAINST CHILDREN UNIT
CRIMES AGAINST SENIORS UNIT
FINANCIAL CRIMES UNIT
HOMICIDE UNIT
INSPECTIONS AND COMPLIANCE
K9 UNIT

34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45

LOUISVILLE METRO
MAJOR CRIMES DIVISION
MEDIA/PUBLIC RELATIONS
METAL THEFT UNIT
METRO CORRECTIONS
METROSAFE
MOUNTED HORSE PATROL
NARCOTICS//INTELLIGENCE
OTHERS NOT LISTED
PAWN SQUAD
POLICE RECRUIT
PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS UNIT
PROPERTY ROOM

46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57

LOUISVILLE METRO
PUBLIC INTEGRITY UNIT
RIVER PATROL
ROBBERY UNIT
SEX CRIMES UNIT
SPECIAL EVENTS SECTION
SPECIAL OPERATIONS DIVISION
TRAFFIC
TRAINING DIVISION
VEHICLE IMPOUNDMENT
VEHICLE INVESTIGATIONS UNIT
VIDEO UNIT
OTHERS NOT LISTED

58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69

OTHER POLICE DEPARTMENTS
ANCHORAGE POLICE DEPARTMENT
COMMONWEALTH DETECTIVES
INDIAN HILL POLICE DEPARTMENT
JEFF. CO. PUBLIC SCHOOLS SECURITY
JEFFERSON COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPT
JEFFERSONTOWN POLICE DEPARTMENT
PRIVATE SECURITY OR OTHERS
PROSPECT POLICE DEPARTMENT
ST. MATTHEWS POLICE DEPARTMENT
SHIVELY POLICE DEPARTMENT WEST
BUECHEL POLICE DEPARTMENT
AUDUBON PARK POLICE DEPARTMENT
GREYMOOR-DEVONDALE POLICE
DEPARTMENT

200
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208
209
210
211
212

HERITAGE CREEK POLICE DEPARTMENT
HURSTBOURNE ACRES POLICE DEPARTMENT
LINSOLNSHIRE POLICE DEPARTMENT
LOUISVILLE AIRPORT POLICE DEPARTMENT
LYNNVIEW POLICE DEPARTMENT
MEADOW VALE POLICE DEPARTMENT
NORTHFIELD POLICE DEPARTMENT
STRATHMOOR VILLAGE POLICE DEPARTMENT
VETERANS AFFAIRS POLICE DEPARTMENT
WOODLAWN PARK POLICE DEPARTMENT

213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221
222

DEFENDANT INFORMATION
NAME OF DEFENDANT (S) (Last, First, Middle)
A
B
C
D

NAME OF DEFENDANT (S) (Last, First, Middle)

INDICTMENT NUMBER

E
F
G
H

Kenneth Walker III

LAY WITNESS INFORMATION
NAME OF LAY WITNESS (L, F, M)

T YPE

SEX

RACE

SSN

D.O.B.

SUBPOENA MAILING ADDRESS

HOME
PHONE

BUSINESS
PHONE

FAX #/
EMAIL

T YPE

SEX

RACE

SSN

D.O.B.

SUBPOENA MAILING ADDRESS

HOME
PHONE

BUSINESS
PHONE

FAX #/
EMAIL

T YPE

SEX

RACE

SSN

D.O.B.

SUBPOENA MAILING ADDRESS

HOME
PHONE

BUSINESS
PHONE

FAX #/
EMAIL

T YPE

SEX

RACE

SSN

D.O.B.

SUBPOENA MAILING ADDRESS

HOME
PHONE

BUSINESS
PHONE

FAX #/
EMAIL

1
SYNOPSIS OF T EST IMONY

NAME OF LAY WITNESS (L, F, M)

2
SYNOPSIS OF T EST IMONY

NAME OF LAY WITNESS (L, F, M)

3
SYNOPSIS OF T EST IMONY

NAME OF LAY WITNESS (L, F, M)

4
SYNOPSIS OF T EST IMONY

V
2
3

WITNESS TYPE
VICTIM
WITNESS SIGNING COMPLAINT
EYE WITNESS

J
K
L
M

WITNESS ACCOMPLICE
VICTIM EYE WITNESS
VICTIM SIGNING COMPLAINT
VICTIM ON CALL

N
4
5
C

EYE WITNESS ON CALL
OTHER LAY WITNESS
NARCOTIC CHEMIST
OTHER CHEMIST

6
8
9
F

FINGER PRINT EXPERT
HANDWRITING EXPERT
OTHER EXPERT
OTHER WITNESS

W
B
I

RACE CODES
WHITE
BLACK
AMERICAN INDIAN

A
S
O
U

ASIAN
HISPANIC
OTHER
UNKNOWN

CATCH FINAL DISPOSITION FORM
CHARGE

DISPOSIT ION CODE

SENT ENCING
DAT E
CODE

T IME/PROGRAM

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12

RESTITUTIO N/ CHILD SUPPORT/ FO RFEITURE/ FINES/ NO TES

STATUS O F RESTITUTIO N O RDER:

DIS POS ITION CODES
03
04
05
06
07

Not Guilty , Jury Verdict
Not Guilty , Court/ Bench Trial
Not Guilty , Directed Verdict
Not Guilty , Mental Disease (Jury)
Not Guilty , Mental Disease (Court/Bench Trial)

08
09
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

Guilty
Guilty
Guilty
Guilty
Guilty
Guilty
Guilty
Guilty
Guilty
Guilty

18
19

Mistrial, Hung Jury
Mistrial, Other

20
21
22
23
24
25

Dismissed, Defendant Granted Immunity
Dismissed, Witness Problems
Dismissed, Good Defense
Dismissed, Case Moot
Dismissed, No Probable Cause for Arrest
Dismissed, Unlawful Search and Seizure

Original Charge, Jury Verdict
Original Charge, Court/Bench Trial
Original Charge, but Mentally Ill
of Lesser Charge, Jury Verdict
of Lesser Charge, Court/Bench Trial
Plea to Charge Offense
Plea to Lesser Offense
Plea to Lesser Offense, but Mentally Ill
Plea to Charge Offense During Trial
Plea to Lesser Offense During Trial

26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
50
51

Dismissed, Crucial Evidence Suppressed
Dismissed, Failure to Meet Procedural Deadlines
Dismissed, Other Due Process Problems
Dismissed, Assisting Police
Dismissed, Restitution Made
Dismissed, Failure to Meet Speedy Trial Requirements
Dismissed, Scientific Evidence Difficulty
Dismissed, Phy sical Evidence Difficulty
Dismissed, Testimonial Evidence Difficulty
Dismissed, Defendant Incompetent
Dismissed, Other (Specify )
Dismissed for Guilty Plea (Other Case)
Dismissed for Guilty Plea (Other Charge)
Dismissed, Lack of Venue
Dismissed, Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction
Dismissed, No Court Jurisdiction
Dismissed, Re-Indicted
Dismissed, To Be Reissued as a Misdemeanor
Dismissed, Charges Merged
Dismissed, Offense Incorrectly Charged
Dismissed, Violates Letter Not Spirit of Law
Dismissed, Offense Trivial
Dismissed, Defendant Joined Armed Forces
Dismissed, Defendant's Personal Characteristics
Dismissed, Motion Suppress I.D. Sustained
Dismissed, Inadmissible Confession Sustained

52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61

Dismissed, Failure of Complaint on Probable Cause
Dismissed, Overturn on Appeal
Dismissed, Sentenced to Diversion
Dismissed, Charges Not Supported by Facts
Dismissed, Co-Defendant Took Responsibility
Dismissed, Agree Not to Appeal
Dismissed, To Be Indicted in Federal Court
Dismissed, Refused Rocket Docket Offer
Dismissed, Defendant Deceased
Dismissed, Defendant Deported

70
71
72
73
74
75
76

No Disposition-See Basic Charge
Pending, Inactive (Incompetent)
Pending, Inactive (Other)
Case Closed, Merged with Other Indictment
Informally Adjusted
Referred Back to CDW
Did Not Qualify

80
81
82
83
84
85

Waive to Grand Jury
Proof Heard, No True Bill
Remanded to District Court
Filed Away With Leave
Screen Out, Direct Submission
Remanded to Juvenile Court

211
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220

Home Incarceration Program
Committed to DJJ- Residential
Committed to DJJ- Supervised Community
Time Served
Waive Sentence
Sentence
Diversion Program
Substance Abuse Evaluation
Substance Abuse Treatment
Residential Treatment Facility

221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228

Sexual Offender Treatment
Mental Health Treatment
Driving Impaired Program
Drug Court
Victim Offender Reconciliation Program
Batterer's Education Program
Sexual Offender Commitment
Traffic School

S ENTENCING CODES
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208
209
210

Prison
Jail/JCYC
Supervised Probation
Unsupervised Probation
Conditional Discharged
Public Service/Volunteer Hours
Life Sentence
Life Without Parole
Life Without Parole for 25 Years
Death Penalty

NO.

20-CR-00767

JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT
DIVISION SIX (6)
JUDGE OLU STEVENS

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
V.

PLAINTIFF

NOTICE-MOTION-ORDER

KENNETH WALKER III
TO:

DEFENDANT

Hon. Ebert Haegele
Assistant Commonwealth Attorney
514 W. Liberty Street
Louisville, Kentucky 40202
NOTICE
Please take notice that the undersigned will on Tuesday, May 26, 2020, at 1:00 p.m.,

make the following motion and tender the attached Order.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
It is hereby certified that a true copy hereof was emailed this 21st day of May,
2020, to the above individual.
MOTION TO DISMISS
FOR MISLEADING THE GRAND JURY
Comes the defendant, Kenneth Walker, by counsel, Rob Eggert, and moves this
Honorable Court to dismiss the Indictment against him in this matter pursuant to Com. v. Baker,
11 S.W.3d 585 (Ky. App. 2000). “A court may utilize its supervisory power to dismiss an
indictment where a prosecutor knowingly or intentionally presents false, misleading or perjured
testimony to the grand jury that results in actual prejudice to the defendant.” Id. at 588. In this
case, Mr. Walker was indicted after a police officer made a two-minute presentation to the Grand
Jury stating that after officers knocked and announced repeatedly and waited a period of time,

they then battered the door open and were immediately met with gunfire from inside the
apartment. The officer did not inform the Grand Jury that Breonna Taylor was inside the
apartment and had been shot eight times by police during the event. The “gunfire” referred to by
the officer was a single shot fired by Mr. Walker in protection of himself and Ms. Taylor when
the officers burst into the apartment. The GJ was told that Mr. Walker gave a statement saying he
was the only one who fired a gun from within the apartment, but incredibly, the lone witness,
Sgt. Amanda Seelye, never mentioned the fact that Mr. Walker said he had no idea the intruders
were police officers. The picture presented to the Grand Jury completely mischaracterizes the
events that took place at Ms. Taylor’s apartment that resulted in Ms. Taylor’s death – in fact,
they completely omit the existence of Ms. Taylor at all. The Grand Jury was not told that the
police shot and killed Ms. Taylor while trying to enter her apartment, nor was the Grand Jury
told that Mr. Walker never stated that he knew that he fired a shot at police officers.
Mr. Walker has been charged in this case with attempted murder of a police officer. The
Grand Jury was not told that Mr. Walker fired one single shot that was returned with a barrage of
gunfire from police that killed Ms. Taylor. The Grand Jury was not told that Mr. Walker advised
authorities that he did not know the people breaking into his girlfriend’s apartment in the middle
of the night were police officers. The Grand Jury was woefully misled to great undue prejudice
against Mr. Walker. This process ignored the “ethical obligation of prosecutors to observe the
independent status of the grand jury and ensure that indictments are returned in a just manner.”
Com. v. Baker, 11 S.W.3d 585, 588 (Ky. App. 2000). Had the police presented the actual facts of
the event to the Grand Jury, the Grand Jury presentation would have lasted longer than twominutes, and Mr. Walker would not have been indicted. Due to the extreme misleading of the
Grand Jury, the Indictment must be dismissed against Mr. Walker.

WHEREFORE, Mr. Walker respectfully requests this Honorable Court to utilize its
supervisory powers and dismiss the Indictment against him in this matter in order to ensure the
integrity of the criminal justice system.
WHEREFORE, the defendant moves this Court to enter the Order attached
hereto.
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,
/S/ ROB EGGERT
__________________________
ROB EGGERT
600 West Main Street
Suite 200
Louisville, Kentucky 40202
(502) 540-5700

NO.

20-CR-00767

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
V.

JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT
DIVISION SIX (6)
JUDGE OLU STEVENS
PLAINTIFF
ORDER

KENNETH WALKER III

DEFENDANT

Motion having been made, and with this Court being otherwise sufficiently advised;
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the foregoing motion is SUSTAINED.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERD that Kenneth Walker shall be released forthwith.

__________________________________
JUDGE, JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT
DATE___________________________
Tendered by,

/s/ Rob Eggert

__________________________
ROB EGGERT
600 West Main Street
Suite 200
Louisville, Kentucky 40202
(502) 540-5700

NO.

20-CR-00767

JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT
DIVISION SIX (6)
JUDGE OLU STEVENS

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
V.

NOTICE-MOTION-ORDER

KENNETH WALKER III
TO:

PLAINTIFF

DEFENDANT

Hon. Ebert Haegele
Assistant Commonwealth Attorney
514 W. Liberty Street
Louisville, Kentucky 40202

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
It is hereby certified that a true copy hereof was faxed this 25th day of March,
2020, to the above individual.
RENEWED MOTION TO REDUCE BAIL
Comes now the defendant, Kenneth Walker, by counsel, Rob Eggert, and moves
this Court to reduce bail in the above-styled action.
In support of this motion, the defendant states the following:
1.

Had Bianca Taylor been killed by anyone except police, the person or

persons responsible for her death would have been charged with a homicide.
2.

Kenneth Walker III, is an innocent victim of police misconduct.

3.

Therefore, counsel would request that Kenneth Walker, III, be released

forthwith.

WHEREFORE, the defendant moves this Court to enter the Order attached
hereto.
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,
/S/ ROB EGGERT
__________________________
ROB EGGERT
600 West Main Street
Suite 200
Louisville, Kentucky 40202
(502) 540-5700

JEFFERSON COUNTY GRAND JURY
SUBPOENA REQUEST FORM
1.

REQUESTED BY:

Sgt. Jeremy Ruoff, #7596

2.

PROSPECTIVE DEFENDANT:

3.

CRIME(S) UNDER INVESTIGATION:

Brett
Wanton Endangerment

4.
BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF FACTS: Subject is part of PIU investigation where
projectiles from a firearm entered an occupied apartment.
5.

PERSON OR AGENCY BEING SUBPOENAED:
AGENCY:
NAME:
TITLE:
ADDRESS:

AT&T Wireless
11760 US Hwy 1 N. Palm Beach, FL 33408

AT&T Wireless National Compliance Fax: 1-888-938-4715

6.
DESCRIPTION OF MATERIALS BEING SUBPOENAED: All incoming and
outgoing phone calls, billing and subscriber information for
from
03/12/2020 through 05/20/2020.
7.
DATE FOR COMPLIANCE: 6/20/2020
(MUST BE A DATE THE GRAND JURY IS IN SESSION)
Sgt. Jeremy A Ruoff, #7596
SIGNATURE OF PERSON REQUESTING SUBPOENA
DAYTIME PHONE
EMAIL ADDRESS: Jeremy.Ruoff@louisvilleky.gov

DATE REQUEST REVIEWED AND APPROVED:
____________________________________________
ASSISTANT COMMONWEALTH ATTORNEY

05/20/20
DATE

JEFFERSON COUNTY GRAND JURY
SUBPOENA REQUEST FORM
1.

REQUESTED BY:

Sgt. Jeremy Ruoff, #7596

2.

PROSPECTIVE DEFENDANT:

3.

CRIME(S) UNDER INVESTIGATION:

Brett
Wanton Endangerment

4.
BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF FACTS: Subject is part of PIU investigation where
projectiles from a firearm entered an occupied apartment.
5.

PERSON OR AGENCY BEING SUBPOENAED:
AGENCY:
NAME:
TITLE:
ADDRESS:

T-Mobile
4 Sylvan way Parsippany, NJ 7054
T-Mobile fax 973-292-8697

6.
DESCRIPTION OF MATERIALS BEING SUBPOENAED: All incoming and
outgoing phone calls, billing and subscriber information for
from
03/12/2020 through 05/20/2020.
7.
DATE FOR COMPLIANCE: 6/20/2020
(MUST BE A DATE THE GRAND JURY IS IN SESSION)
Sgt. Jeremy A Ruoff, #7596
SIGNATURE OF PERSON REQUESTING SUBPOENA
DAYTIME PHONE
EMAIL ADDRESS: Jeremy.Ruoff@louisvilleky.gov

DATE REQUEST REVIEWED AND APPROVED:
____________________________________________
ASSISTANT COMMONWEALTH ATTORNEY

05/20/20
DATE

X

4/10/2020

District

4/10/2020

District
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Rev. 3-19
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Ky. Const. Section 10; RCr 2.02
RCr 13.10

Case No.:

AFFIDAVIT FOR
SEARCH WARRANT

Court:

District/Circuit

County:

Jefferson

Division:

Affiant, Sergeant Amanda Seelye
, a peace officer of Louisville Metro Police Department
being first duly sworn, states he/she has, and there is reasonable and probable grounds to believe, and Affiant does
believe, there is now on the premises known and numbered as:

,

Phone currently located at:
PIU Office
3672 Taylor Blvd.
Louisville, KY 40215
and more particularly described as follows:
Apple Iphone 11 Pro Max
Model #: MWG22LL/A
Serial #: G6TZF2PRN70C

and/or in a vehicle or vehicles described as:
N/A

and/or on the person or persons of:
N/A

the following described personal property, to wit:

Gray iphone with red phone case belonging to Kenneth Walker, Permission to have listed cellular phone forensically
examined to extract any and all electronic data or other relative information of evidentiary value related to a / the crime,
forensically examined to include but not limited to documentation of all personal files and information stored within the
cellular device to include, but not limited to SMS/ MMS text messages, phone contacts, in-coming/ out-going call
histories and all digital media. The authorization of this examination extends to any agency or party working at the
direction or request of the Louisville Metro Police Department, regardless of the jurisdiction or physical location of that
agency or party.
Affiant believes and states there is probable and reasonable cause to believe said property constitutes:
(check appropriate box or boxes):
stolen or embezzled property;
property or things used as means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person who intends to use it as a means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person to whom it was delivered for the purpose of concealing it or preventing
its discovery and which is intended to be used as a means of committing a crime;
property or things consisting of evidence which tends to show a crime has been committed or a particular person
has committed a crime;

LMPD #19-0002 ASW
Rev. 3-19
Page 2 of 3

Other

Affiant has been an officer in the aforementioned agency for a period of 11
years and 05
months.
The information and observations contained herein were received and made in his/her capacity as an officer thereof. On
March 13
, 2 020
, at approximately 1243
a.m.
p.m., Affiant received information
from/observed:
Metro Safe Communication sent out a command page at 0047 hours stating that an officer had been shot at 3003
Springfield Drive

Acting on the information received, Affiant conducted the following independent investigation:
Members of the LMPD Public Integrity Unit responded to the location and conducted an investigation druing which the
follow information was obtained. Narcotics Detectives had responed to 3003 Springfield Drive #4 to execute a search
warrant that was obtained during a narcotics investigation for the residence. As the detectives attempted to make entry
subject inside the residence was armed with a unknown gun and fired shot striking a detective. In the course of
protecting themselves and other civilians, detectives returned gunfire and struck the subject unknown number of times.
The subject collapsed inside the listed residence and subsequently pronounced deceased on scene.
Kenneth Walker was arrested and gave a Mirandized Statement addmitting he shot a 9mm Glock handgun at Sgt.
Mattingly striking him in the leg. During the statement he admitted to calling several individuals before being arrested by
police. As he exited the apartment, he dropped his Apple Iphone in the door way of the apartment. During the search of
the apartment the listed Iphone was located. During Mr. Walker's statement he gave the passcode to unlock his phone.
I used this passcode to retrieve the Model and Serial number. Affiant respectfully request this search warrant be
approved in order to grant authorization to search the listed phone.

Affiant has reasonable and probable cause to believe, and believes, grounds exist for issuance of a Search Warrant
based on the aforementioned facts, information and circumstances and prays a Search Warrant be issued, that the
property (or any part thereof) be seized and brought before any Court and/or retained subject to order of said Court.

Sgt. Amanda Seelye
Officer (signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me
, 2

in my presence
, at

via oral communication on this the
a.m.

Judge

p.m.

day of

LMPD #19-0002 ASW
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Ky. Const. Section 10; RCr 2.02
RCr 13.10

Case No.:

AFFIDAVIT FOR
SEARCH WARRANT

Court:

District/Circuit

County:

Jefferson

Division:

Affiant, Sergeant Amanda Seelye
, a peace officer of Louisville Metro Police Department
being first duly sworn, states he/she has, and there is reasonable and probable grounds to believe, and Affiant does
believe, there is now on the premises known and numbered as:
Apple Litigation Group
1 Infinite Loop, M/S 169-2NYJ
Cupertino, CA 95014-2084
lawenforcement@apple.com

,

and more particularly described as follows:
N/A

and/or in a vehicle or vehicles described as:
N/A

and/or on the person or persons of:
N/A

the following described personal property, to wit:
Data located on Apple servers or under the control of Apple related to the following Apple ID:
Specifically, all data related to this account, including but not limited to: Device registration information, including customer
information, name, address, email address, and telephone number. Customer Service Records, including support interactions,
warranty information, or repair information. iTunes data, including basic subscriber information, iTunes purchase/download
transactions, connections, update/re-download connections. Including IP connections associated with these data. iCloud data,
including subscriber information, physical address, e-mail address, telephone number, iCloud feature connections and associated IP
logs. Mail Logs, including incoming and outgoing communications. Email content and other iCloud Content. My Photo Stream,
iCloud Photo Library, iCloud Drive Contents, Contacts, Calendars, Bookmarks, Safari Browsing History, Maps Search History, iOS
Device backups. This includes all files, folders, connection logs and other transactional data related. iOS Device Activation
information. IP addresses of the event, ICCID Numbers, or other device identifiers. Sign-on Logs for iTunes, iCloud, My Apple ID,
and Apple Discussions where available. My Apple ID and iForgot Logs, Facetime call invitation logs – associated IP addresses, and
other records.
Affiant believes and states there is probable and reasonable cause to believe said property constitutes:
(check appropriate box or boxes):
stolen or embezzled property;
property or things used as means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person who intends to use it as a means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person to whom it was delivered for the purpose of concealing it or preventing
its discovery and which is intended to be used as a means of committing a crime;
property or things consisting of evidence which tends to show a crime has been committed or a particular person

LMPD #19-0002 ASW
Rev. 3-19
Page 2 of 3
has committed a crime;
Other

Affiant has been an officer in the aforementioned agency for a period of 11
years and 5
months.
The information and observations contained herein were received and made in his/her capacity as an officer thereof. On
March 13
, 2 020
, at approximately 1243
a.m.
p.m., Affiant received information
from/observed:
Metro Safe Communication sent out a command page at 0047 hours stating that an officer had been shot at 3003
Springfield Drive #4.

Acting on the information received, Affiant conducted the following independent investigation:
Members of the LMPD Public Integrity Unit responded to the location and conducted an investigation druing which the
follow information was obtained. Narcotics Detectives had responed to 3003 Springfield Drive #4 to execute a search
warrant that was obtained during a narcotics investigation for the residence. As the detectives attempted to make entry
subject inside the residence was armed with a unknown gun and fired shot striking a detective. In the course of
protecting themselves and other civilians, detectives returned gunfire and struck the subject unknown number of times.
The subject collapsed inside the listed residence and subsequently pronounced deceased on scene.
Kenneth Walker was arrested and gave a Mirandized Statement addmitting he shot a 9mm Glock handgun at Sgt.
Mattingly striking him in the leg. During the statement he admitted to calling several individuals before being arrested by
police. As he exited the apartment, he dropped his Apple Iphone in the door way of the apartment. During the search of
the apartment the listed Iphone was located. During Mr. Walker's statement he gave the passcode to unlock his phone.
I used this passcode to retrieve the Model and Serial number. Affiant respectfully request this search warrant be
approved in order to grant authorization to search the listed phone.

Affiant has reasonable and probable cause to believe, and believes, grounds exist for issuance of a Search Warrant
based on the aforementioned facts, information and circumstances and prays a Search Warrant be issued, that the
property (or any part thereof) be seized and brought before any Court and/or retained subject to order of said Court.

Sgt. Amanda Seelye
Officer (signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me
, 2

in my presence
, at

via oral communication on this the
a.m.

Judge

p.m.

day of

LMPD #19-0002 ASW
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Ky. Const. Section 10; RCr 2.02
RCr 13.10

Case No.:

AFFIDAVIT FOR
SEARCH WARRANT

Court:

District

County:

Jefferson

Division:

Affiant, Sergeant Amanda Seelye
, a peace officer of Louisville Metro Police Department
being first duly sworn, states he/she has, and there is reasonable and probable grounds to believe, and Affiant does
believe, there is now on the premises known and numbered as:
Gray Iphone contained in a red phone case, currently located at 3672 Taylor Blvd (PIU office)

,

and more particularly described as follows:
Apple Iphone 11 Pro Max in red phone case
Model #: MWG22LL/A
Serial #: G6TZF2PRN70C

and/or in a vehicle or vehicles described as:
N/A

and/or on the person or persons of:
N/A

the following described personal property, to wit:
Apple IPhone/ Model MWG22LL/A
Serial# G6TZF2PRN70C
*Permission to have the listed electronic device, which is believed to contain electronic data or other relative information of
evidentiary value related to the following investigation, forensically examined to include but not limited to documentation of all
personal files and information stored within the electronic devices to include documents, emails, text messages, phone contacts,
incoming and outgoing call histories and digital images. The authorization of this examination extends to any agency or party
working at the direction or request of the Louisville Metro Police Department, regardless of the jurisdiction or physical location of
that agency or party.
Affiant believes and states there is probable and reasonable cause to believe said property constitutes:
(check appropriate box or boxes):
stolen or embezzled property;
property or things used as means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person who intends to use it as a means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person to whom it was delivered for the purpose of concealing it or preventing
its discovery and which is intended to be used as a means of committing a crime;
property or things consisting of evidence which tends to show a crime has been committed or a particular person
has committed a crime;
Other

LMPD #19-0002 ASW
Rev. 3-19
Page 2 of 2
Affiant has been an officer in the aforementioned agency for a period of 11
years and 5
months.
The information and observations contained herein were received and made in his/her capacity as an officer thereof. On
March 13
, 2 020
, at approximately 0043
a.m.
p.m., Affiant received information
from/observed:
Metro Safe Communication sent out a command page at 0047 hours stating that an officer had been shot at 3003
Springfield Drive #4

Acting on the information received, Affiant conducted the following independent investigation:
Members of the LMPD Public Integrity Unit responded to the location and conducted an investigation druing which the
follow information was obtained. Narcotics Detectives had responed to 3003 Springfield Drive #4 to execute a search
warrant that was obtained during a narcotics investigation for the residence. As the detectives attempted to make entry
subject inside the residence was armed with a unknown gun and fired shot striking a detective. In the course of
protecting themselves and other civilians, detectives returned gunfire and struck the subject unknown number of times.
The subject collapsed inside the listed residence and subsequently pronounced deceased on scene.
Kenneth Walker was arrested and gave a Mirandized Statement addmitting he shot a 9mm Glock handgun at Sgt.
Mattingly striking him in the leg. During the statement he admitted to calling several individuals before being arrested by
police. As he exited the apartment, he dropped his Apple Iphone in the door way of the apartment. During the search of
the apartment the listed Iphone was located. During Mr. Walker's statement he gave the passcode to unlock his phone.
I used this passcode to retrieve the Model and Serial number. Affiant respectfully request this search warrant be
approved in order to grant authorization to search the listed phone.

Affiant has reasonable and probable cause to believe, and believes, grounds exist for issuance of a Search Warrant
based on the aforementioned facts, information and circumstances and prays a Search Warrant be issued, that the
property (or any part thereof) be seized and brought before any Court and/or retained subject to order of said Court.

Sgt. Amanda Seelye
Officer (signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me
, 2

in my presence
, at

via oral communication on this the
a.m.

Judge

p.m.

day of
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Ky. Const. Section 10; RCr 2.02
RCr 13.10

Case No.:

AFFIDAVIT FOR
SEARCH WARRANT

Court:

District/Circuit

County:

Jefferson

Division:

Affiant, Sergeant Amanda Seelye
, a peace officer of Louisville Metro Police Department
being first duly sworn, states he/she has, and there is reasonable and probable grounds to believe, and Affiant does
believe, there is now on the premises known and numbered as:

,

Phone currently located at:
PIU Office
3672 Taylor Blvd.
Louisville, KY 40215
and more particularly described as follows:
Apple Iphone 11 Pro Max
Model #: MWG22LL/A
Serial #: G6TZF2PRN70C

and/or in a vehicle or vehicles described as:
N/A

and/or on the person or persons of:
N/A

the following described personal property, to wit:

Gray iphone with red phone case belonging to Kenneth Walker, Permission to have listed cellular phone forensically
examined to extract any and all electronic data or other relative information of evidentiary value related to a / the crime,
forensically examined to include but not limited to documentation of all personal files and information stored within the
cellular device to include, but not limited to SMS/ MMS text messages, phone contacts, in-coming/ out-going call
histories and all digital media. The authorization of this examination extends to any agency or party working at the
direction or request of the Louisville Metro Police Department, regardless of the jurisdiction or physical location of that
agency or party.
Affiant believes and states there is probable and reasonable cause to believe said property constitutes:
(check appropriate box or boxes):
stolen or embezzled property;
property or things used as means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person who intends to use it as a means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person to whom it was delivered for the purpose of concealing it or preventing
its discovery and which is intended to be used as a means of committing a crime;
property or things consisting of evidence which tends to show a crime has been committed or a particular person
has committed a crime;

LMPD #19-0002 ASW
Rev. 3-19
Page 2 of 3

Other

Affiant has been an officer in the aforementioned agency for a period of 11
years and 05
months.
The information and observations contained herein were received and made in his/her capacity as an officer thereof. On
March 13
, 2 020
, at approximately 1243
a.m.
p.m., Affiant received information
from/observed:
Metro Safe Communication sent out a command page at 0047 hours stating that an officer had been shot at 3003
Springfield Drive

Acting on the information received, Affiant conducted the following independent investigation:
Members of the LMPD Public Integrity Unit responded to the location and conducted an investigation druing which the
follow information was obtained. Narcotics Detectives had responed to 3003 Springfield Drive #4 to execute a search
warrant that was obtained during a narcotics investigation for the residence. As the detectives attempted to make entry
subject inside the residence was armed with a unknown gun and fired shot striking a detective. In the course of
protecting themselves and other civilians, detectives returned gunfire and struck the subject unknown number of times.
The subject collapsed inside the listed residence and subsequently pronounced deceased on scene.
Kenneth Walker was arrested and gave a Mirandized Statement addmitting he shot a 9mm Glock handgun at Sgt.
Mattingly striking him in the leg. During the statement he admitted to calling several individuals before being arrested by
police. As he exited the apartment, he dropped his Apple Iphone in the door way of the apartment. During the search of
the apartment the listed Iphone was located. During Mr. Walker's statement he gave the passcode to unlock his phone.
I used this passcode to retrieve the Model and Serial number. Affiant respectfully request this search warrant be
approved in order to grant authorization to search the listed phone.

Affiant has reasonable and probable cause to believe, and believes, grounds exist for issuance of a Search Warrant
based on the aforementioned facts, information and circumstances and prays a Search Warrant be issued, that the
property (or any part thereof) be seized and brought before any Court and/or retained subject to order of said Court.

Officer (signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me
, 2

in my presence
, at

via oral communication on this the
a.m.

Judge

p.m.

day of
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Ky. Const. Section 10; RCr 2.02
RCr 13.10

Case No.:

AFFIDAVIT FOR
SEARCH WARRANT

Court:

District/Circuit

County:

Jefferson

Division:

Affiant, Sergeant Amanda Seelye
, a peace officer of Louisville Metro Police Department
being first duly sworn, states he/she has, and there is reasonable and probable grounds to believe, and Affiant does
believe, there is now on the premises known and numbered as:
Apple Litigation Group
1 Infinite Loop, M/S 169-2NYJ
Cupertino, CA 95014-2084
lawenforcement@apple.com

,

and more particularly described as follows:
N/A

and/or in a vehicle or vehicles described as:
N/A

and/or on the person or persons of:
N/A

the following described personal property, to wit:
Data located on Apple servers or under the control of Apple related to the following Apple ID:
Specifically, all data related to this account, including but not limited to: Device registration information, including customer
information, name, address, email address, and telephone number. Customer Service Records, including support interactions,
warranty information, or repair information. iTunes data, including basic subscriber information, iTunes purchase/download
transactions, connections, update/re-download connections. Including IP connections associated with these data. iCloud data,
including subscriber information, physical address, e-mail address, telephone number, iCloud feature connections and associated IP
logs. Mail Logs, including incoming and outgoing communications. Email content and other iCloud Content. My Photo Stream,
iCloud Photo Library, iCloud Drive Contents, Contacts, Calendars, Bookmarks, Safari Browsing History, Maps Search History, iOS
Device backups. This includes all files, folders, connection logs and other transactional data related. iOS Device Activation
information. IP addresses of the event, ICCID Numbers, or other device identifiers. Sign-on Logs for iTunes, iCloud, My Apple ID,
and Apple Discussions where available. My Apple ID and iForgot Logs, Facetime call invitation logs – associated IP addresses, and
other records.
Affiant believes and states there is probable and reasonable cause to believe said property constitutes:
(check appropriate box or boxes):
stolen or embezzled property;
property or things used as means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person who intends to use it as a means of committing a crime;
property or things in possession of a person to whom it was delivered for the purpose of concealing it or preventing
its discovery and which is intended to be used as a means of committing a crime;
property or things consisting of evidence which tends to show a crime has been committed or a particular person
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Other

Affiant has been an officer in the aforementioned agency for a period of 11
years and 5
months.
The information and observations contained herein were received and made in his/her capacity as an officer thereof. On
March 13
, 2 020
, at approximately 1243
a.m.
p.m., Affiant received information
from/observed:
Metro Safe Communication sent out a command page at 0047 hours stating that an officer had been shot at 3003
Springfield Drive #4.

Acting on the information received, Affiant conducted the following independent investigation:
Members of the LMPD Public Integrity Unit responded to the location and conducted an investigation druing which the
follow information was obtained. Narcotics Detectives had responed to 3003 Springfield Drive #4 to execute a search
warrant that was obtained during a narcotics investigation for the residence. As the detectives attempted to make entry
subject inside the residence was armed with a unknown gun and fired shot striking a detective. In the course of
protecting themselves and other civilians, detectives returned gunfire and struck the subject unknown number of times.
The subject collapsed inside the listed residence and subsequently pronounced deceased on scene.
Kenneth Walker was arrested and gave a Mirandized Statement addmitting he shot a 9mm Glock handgun at Sgt.
Mattingly striking him in the leg. During the statement he admitted to calling several individuals before being arrested by
police. As he exited the apartment, he dropped his Apple Iphone in the door way of the apartment. During the search of
the apartment the listed Iphone was located. During Mr. Walker's statement he gave the passcode to unlock his phone.
I used this passcode to retrieve the Model and Serial number. Affiant respectfully request this search warrant be
approved in order to grant authorization to search the listed phone.

Affiant has reasonable and probable cause to believe, and believes, grounds exist for issuance of a Search Warrant
based on the aforementioned facts, information and circumstances and prays a Search Warrant be issued, that the
property (or any part thereof) be seized and brought before any Court and/or retained subject to order of said Court.

Officer (signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me
, 2

in my presence
, at

via oral communication on this the
a.m.

Judge

p.m.

day of
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March 13

020

District

