


POLICE OFFICER TRAVIS BRINSON DISCIPLINARY CASE NO. 2013-10128 

3. Police Officer Travis Brinson, assigned to the 9t11 Precinct, on or about June 21,
2012, while on-duty and in New York County responded to the scene where a possible 
explosive device and threatening note were left and failed to secure the crime scene, advise 
the detective squad/detective specialty squad personnel of witnesses and other information 
regarding the case, and record observations, identify of witnesses, and relevant statements 
in his Activity Log.
INTERIM ORDER No. 70, Issued 11-13-09, 
Page 2, Paragraphs 2, 5, 6 
P.G. 212-04 

REVISION TO PATROL GUIDE 
212-04, "CRIME SCENE" 
CRIMESCENE 

4. Police Officer Travis Brinson, assigned to the 9th Precinct, on or about June 21,
2012, while on-duty and in New York County, engaged in conduct prejudicial to the good 
order, efficiency or discipline of the Department, in that Police Officer Brinson responded 
to the scene where a possible explosive device and threatening note were left and failed to 
prepare a Complaint Report. 
P.G.203-10, Page 1, Paragraph 5 PUBLIC CONTACT­

PROHIBITED CONDUCT 

In a Memorandum dated December 15, 2014, Deputy Commissioner Rosemarie 
Maldonado found the Respondent Guilty as charged, after he pleaded Guilty to 
Specification Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4 in Disciplinary Case No. 2013-10128. Having read the 
Memorandum and analyzed the facts of this matter, I approve the findings, but disapprove 
the penalty. 

In consideration of the totality of the issues and circumstances in this matter and the 
Respondent's poor performance history with the Department, I deem that a period of 
monitoring is warranted. Therefore, the Respondent is to forfeit thirty (30) vacation days 
and be placed on one (1) year dismissal probation, as a disciplinary penalty. 
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POLICE OFFICER TRAVIS BRINSON 2 

BALLISTICS EVIDENCE 
REQUIRING POLICE LABORATORY 
ANALYSIS 

3. Police Officer Travis Brinson, assigned to the 9th Precinct, on or about June
21, 2012, while on-duty and in New York County responded to the scene where a 
possible explosive device and threatening note were left and failed to secure the crime 
scene, advise the detective squad/ detective specialty squad personnel of witnesses and 
other information regarding the case, and record observations, identity of witnesses, and 
relevant statements in his Activity Log. 

INTERIM ORDER 70, Issued 11-13-09, Page 2, Paragraph 2, 5, 6 
REVISION TO PATROL GUIDE 212-04, "CRIME 
SCENE" 

P.G. 212-04 CRIME SCENE 

4. Police Officer Travis Brinson, assigned to the 9th Precinct, on or about June
21, 2012, while on-duty and in New York County engaged in conduct prejudicial to the 
good order, efficiency or discipline of the Department in that Police Officer Brinson 
responded to the scene where a possible explosive device and threatening note were left 
and failed to prepare a Complaint Report. 

P.G. 203-10, Page 1, Paragraph 5 - PUBLIC CONTACT 
PROHIBITED CONDUCT 

The Department was represented by Scott Rosenberg, Esq., Department 

Advocate's Office, and Respondent was represented by Craig R. Hayes, Esq. 

Respondent, through his counsel, entered a plea of Guilty to the subject charges 

and testified in mitigation of the penalty. A stenographic transcript of the mitigation 

record has been prepared and is available for the Police Commissioner's review. 

DECISION 

Respondent, having pied Guilty, is found Guilty as charged. 



POLICE OFFICER TRAVIS BRINSON 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE IN MITIGATION 

At approximately 9:30 a.m. on June 21, 2012, Respondent and his partner, Police 

Officer Marilyn Estrada, responded to a radio run of a hazardous condition at a Wells 

Fargo bank. Upon arriving at the scene, a teller informed them that he found a possible 

explosive device in the bank vestibule. The device consisted of a bottle filled with an 

unknown liquid and a rag sticking out the top. There was a note next to the bottle. 

Respondent described the note as "rambling." The bank teller retrieved the bottle and 

note from the garbage can, and he showed the items to the officers. He had poured the 

liquid out of the bottle before the officers arrived. According to Respondent, the teller 

did not seem nervous or afraid. Instead, he seemed dismissive, as if the situation were a 

prank or unimportant. The bank was open, and customers were walking around as usual. 
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The officers requested the response of the patrol supervisor, Sergeant Kerry 

O'Connor. While the officers explained the situation to O'Connor, an assaultin progress 

was transmitted over the radio. O'Connor left the scene to respond to that emergency 

radio run without giving any direction to Estrada and Respondent. Based on their 

observations, and the demeanor of the bank teller, the officers came to the determination 

that the situation was "an unnecessary complaint." Estrada tore up the note. Respondent 

observed her do this and did not stop her. Moreover, Respondent failed to secure the 

scene, prepare a Complaint Report, make notifications to the detective squad or specialty 

squad personnel, or make Activity Log entries regarding his observations or witness 

identities. Respondent testified that ifhe had it to do over again, he would have 

preserved the evidence. Since the incident, he has not received any retraining in 

incendiary devices or terrorist activity. 










