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Merced County District Attorney’s Office                                   May 8, 2012 
Merced County DA Larry Morris, II  
Chief Investigator Patrick Lunney 
700 W 22nd Street 
Merced, California 95340 
 
Dear Chief Lunney: 
 
I am addressing this letter to you personally as I had been informed by Chief 
Deputy DA Carroll, that my complaint about criminal misconduct by a 
Merced County Deputy Sheriff would be forwarded to you for “investigation”. 
 
As stated in my original complaint, there is negligible investigation 
appropriate.  Upon reading Deputy Scott’s report and viewing the provided 
copy of the court house camera, an objective reviewer can plainly see that 
Deputy Scott filed a false report concerning the arrest of Gene Forte. 

I will also note with this letter, my concern regarding the impression I 
received while speaking with Chief Carroll.  My intuition was that after we 
exchanged pleasantries and I then presented my report, Chief Carroll 
immediately began to try to defend the deputy and explain away the facts. 

Chief Carroll on two or three occasions, used pages of my report to indicate 
the position of the court house in relation to the jail building position.  I 
advised him that if he would watch the video, he would see that there was 
no stopping and no “further resisting arrest” by Mr. Forte. 

Chief Carroll then said that there is a short distance from where the four 
subjects leave the camera view and enter into the jail door entrance.  He 
further stated that Mr. Forte may have then resisted arrest before preparing 
to enter into the jail building.  Again, I feel that Chief Carroll was attempting 
to dismiss and excuse the egregious criminal conduct committed by Deputy 
Scott. 

If Mr. Forte had indeed further resisted arrest entering the jail building, the 
other two deputies would have most assuredly noted it in their reports had it 
actually occurred.  Obviously no further resisting arrest took place.   
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This is just one of at least sixteen instances of contradictions in the arrest 
report of Mr. Forte in the Merced Court House that I have documented.  
These are contradictions that are either bad recollection, couldn’t get their 
stories straight or law enforcement personnel and witnesses lying and 
falsifying a police report or a combination of any of the above.     

On April 23, 2012, I travelled to Merced to present my complaint to the 
District Attorney’s office rather than the Merced County Sheriff’s 
Department.  I am aware that a citizen’s complaint filed by Mr. Forte at that 
office several years ago, disappeared and is somewhere in LaLa land.   

I was expecting a reply from you well before this date.  Even if nothing more 
at this time, than an acknowledgment that my complaint was forwarded to 
you.  Having heard nothing as yet, I hope that my complaint did not find its 
way into some black hole abyss akin to the one at the Merced County 
Sheriff’s Department, never to be seen again.   

As I mentioned in my original complaint, there is a general belief by a 
majority of citizens that when official misconduct is discovered and reported, 
machinations are put into motion to excuse, ignore or cover up the 
misdeeds.   

In twenty seven years of law enforcement, it has always been the policy of 
the administrations I was employed by, to address complaints in an 
expedited manner.  This, to allay the thought that failure to respond in a 
timely manner accentuates the possibility/probably of impropriety and 
“stonewalling”.  

The conduct by Deputy Scott reflects negatively and is a dark day in regards 
to the Merced County Sheriff’s Department and in fact all of law 
enforcement.  I am sure the percentage of deputies within the Merced 
County Sheriff’s Department who are dedicated, honest and reputable public 
servants is very high. 

To merely disregard compelling evidence, such as that presented in this 
case, would amount to a cover up.  I am requesting a reply in an expeditious 
manner based on an unbiased and objective review. 

Thank you for your anticipated timely response to this, my second attempt 
to expose illicit conduct by a law enforcement official. 

Respectfully submitted 

 

Warren Yates 

CC: Gene Forte 
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