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Cl TY OF SHEBOYGAN

BOARD CF POLI CE AND FI RE COMM SSI ONERS M NUTES

JUNE 17, 2021

President Lettre called the neeting to order at 2: 01

p.m The Pl edge of Allegiance foll owed.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Jeanne Kliejunas, Robert Lettre, and Larry Sanet.

MVEMBERS EXCUSED:

Andy Hopp, Jerry Jones.

STAFF/ OFFI Cl ALS PRESENT: City Attorney Chuck Adans, Chief Domagal ski, Chief
Mont el | ano, Assistant Chief Klein, Adm n. Coordinator Canpbell.

OTHERS PRESENT:

Chad Shel ton, Melissa Shel ton.

M NUTES

Motion by Comm ssioner Sanet, seconded by Conm ssioner Kliejunas to anmend

and approve the mnutes of the Board of Police and Fire Conmm ssioners neeting
from June

16, 2021, to reflect the order bel ow

Schul des, StephenStrzysewski, ChristopherBecker, JoshuaMegan, ArnenCasasol a,
Kyl eGar ner, Shawntrel Hague, Jackson

Mbtion carri ed.



HEARI NG

PROCEEDI NG BEFORE THE BOARD OF PCLI CE AND FI RE COW SSI ONERS RELATED TO
COMPLAI NT FI LED BY CHAD SHELTON

City Attorney Adans expl ained his role as counsel for the Police & Fire
Comm ssi on and suggested that the Conm ssion provide M. Shelton and Chi ef
Domagal ski ,

on behal f of the Sheboygan Police Departnent, the opportunity to give their
response after his advisenent. Attorney Adans noted the issues he raises are

not about the substance of the conplaint. If M. Shelton has net the threshold
required to obtain a hearing wwth the Conm ssion, then it would be up to the
Comm ssion to determ ne whether the conplaint is true or false.

City Attorney Adans advi sed he does not believe M. Shelton has net the
threshold to obtain the hearing based on findings in the Zenpel Report,
specifically for the follow ng reasons:

Fai | ed

to identify the specific person agai nst whom charges are brought

as required by

5 (c).Failed to identify specific rules or policies with which the accused is
charged with violating as required by 5 (e).Failed

to nmeet procedural standards.

City Attorney Adans expl ained the three choices of action fromwhich the
Comm ssi on nust decide to proceed wth:

1. Determ ne the conplaint

does not neet the threshold to obtain a hearing and dism ss M. Shelton's
conplaint. This is Cty Attorney Adans' recommendati on.

2. Take no imredi ate action - Provide the opportunity to M. Shelton to file a
new conpl aint that neets the requirenents.

3. Determne the conplaint does neet the threshold to obtain a hearing and
provide M. Shelton wth a



heari ng before the Conmm ssion after providing proper notice to those invol ved.

M. Shelton detailed the tineline of his conplaint and

stated that

the Police Departnent did not abide by

the required response tine. He

noted that despite his illness, he gave his best attenpt to explain the
ci rcunst ances behind his conplaint and that a letter

suffices based on the procedural requirenents regarding filing a conplaint.

Chi ef Domagal ski expl ained that for due process to occur, specific allegations
have to be made as no one can defend thensel ves w thout being given proper
notice of allegations. Chief Donmagal ski noted that while the normal conpl aint
process deals with 30 days for one conplaint, atypical conplaints may take

|l onger. In this case, M. Shelton filed 16 conplaints at once

spanni ng

10 years, which

required nore tine.

Comm ssioner Kliejunas asked City Attorney Adans if M. Shelton's attached
narrative qualifies as an allegation. Cty Attorney Adans explained that M.
Shelton's narrative is not what makes his conpl aint inproper; however, by
attaching the narrative instead of followng the form M. Shelton did not
address all the required criteria.

Conmi ssi oner Sanet asked M. Shelton if he understands the criteria he needs to
meet. M. Shelton stated that he understands his format may not be entirely
correct, but he believes he has net the requirenents to proceed. M. Shelton
noted that he did in fact intend to name the Sheboygan Police Departnent and
specifically Chief Donmagal ski as the primary respondents

as his conplaint is against the entire Sheboygan Police Departnent.



City Attorney Adans advi sed the Conm ssion that while M. Shelton states his
conplaint is against the Sheboygan Police Departnent as a whole, the Conm ssion
does not have authority to take a conplaint against the Police Departnent as a
whol e since there is no disciplinary action that can be taken with that.

Comm ssioners Sanet and Kliejunas stated they would be willing to allow M.
Shelton to re-submt his conplaint. M. Shelton acknow edged that he understands
what he nmust do to re-submt his conplaint.

Motion by Conm ssioner Sanet, seconded by Conm ssioner Kliejunas

to take no action at this tinme and provide M. Shelton two weeks (Until July 1,
2021)

to file a new conplaint follow ng the appropriate procedures. Mtion carried.
ADJ OURN

Motion by Comm ssioner Kliejunas, seconded by Conm ssioner Sanmet to adjourn.
Motion carri ed.



