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is required to note whether the officer is taking a “meal” or a “personal” absence in the
Interrupted Patrol Log.

On cross-examination, Gungor characterized his recollection of March 16, 2011,
as “very vague, vague.” Gungor confirmed that when he spoke to IAB about that day for
the first time on July 18, 2011, he told them that he didn’t “specifically remember that
day.” Gungor estimated there were at least six sergeants working at the 70 Precinct as
well as a number of lieutenants. Gungor agreed that in contrast to officers on patrol, an
officer working inside the command could take meals and breaks according to their own
schedules without necessarily having to make entries in their Activity Logs. Gungor also
agreed -that Respondent could have asked a supervisor to take a short break and that
supervisor could have given her permission. He also agreed that, as a sergeant, it was
within his power to grant permission for a short absence to go to the bank. However,
Gungor was not aware whether Respondent did or did not have permiséion from anyone
to leave on March 16, 2011.

Gungor explained that he “wrote down as much as I could” in the Interrupted
Patrol Log, but that it was a busy precinct. He does not specifically remember seeing
Respondent leaving or reentering the command that day. On recross examination,
Gungor agreed that if an officer told him that he or she was getting a cup of coffee from
the deli around the comer from the stationhouse, he probably would not make an entry in
the Interrupted Patrol Log. Gungor also agreed that if he saw someone walk out the front
door and walk back in shortly afterwards with a cup of coffee, he probably would not

make an entry in the log.
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On redirect examination, Gungor confirmed that Respondent never told him that

she was leaving the command.

Respondent’s Case

Respondent testified in her own behalf.

Respondent

Respondent, a 14-year member of the Department who has been assigned to the
70 Precinct for about 13 years and has been assigned to roll call for the past eight years,
recalled that on March 16, 2011, she was scheduled to work a regular day tour from 7:00
a.m. to 3:00 p.m. Respondent testified that if she was still at the command at 5:00 p.m.
that day, she was “probably” on overtime and that she “probably stayed behind to do
some kind of reports or something that was in the office,” though she could not recall if
or why she was still at the command at 5:00 p.m. Respondent testified that she was
unaware that she was being watched on March 16, 2011, and first found out about this
surveillance at her official Department interview months later.

Respondent recalled that she had to leave the command to go to the bank that day
because she had no access to her pay during the previous month due to a restraining order
on her bank account. She needed cash to pay an unexpected child support payment and
to pay bills. Respondent testified that she would not have left the command without
getting permission to do so and without letting someone know she was leaving, but

Respondent could not recall who she had told that day.
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she sent him packages and money orders without seeking Departmental permission and
she consented to his request that she take over the management of three buildings that he
owned in Brooklyn while he was in prison. Finally, when it became clear that he was
going to be depoited, she visited him at the facility in Pennsylvania where he was being
held without seeking Departmental permission and after he was deported she agreed to
have the three buildings he owned deeded to her as owner for no consideration and she
also took possession of his Cadillac Escalade automobile.

Respondent is found Guilty.

Specification No. 2

It is charged that ;)n March 16, 2011, Respondent was off-post for 40 minutes. I
find Respondent guilty because I credit Porter’s testimony that she was outside the 70
Precinct on March 16, 2011, conducting surveillance of Respondent and that at 4:45 p.m.,
she saw Respondent leave the 70 Precinct, drive to a TD Bank branch and return 40
minutes later.

[ also credit Gungor’s testimony that he was serving as the desk officer at the 70
Precinct on March 16, 2011, at 4:45 p.m., that when an ofticer assigned to administrative
duties such as roll call leaves the command the desk officer is required to note whether
the officer 1s taking a “meal” or a “personal” absence in the Intérrupted Patrol Log or the
Command Log, and that Respondent did not notify him that she was leaving the 70
Precinct to drive to a bank and that she would be gone for about 40 minutes because if

she had done so he would have made an entry documenting her absence in the Interrupted




















