


POLICE OFFICER TED HOLWAY 2 

Charges and Specifications: 

I. Said Detecth•e Ted Holway, while assigned to Narcotics Borough Staten Islan� on or
about March 14, 2015, while on duty, engaged in conduct prejudicial to the good order,
efficiency or discipline of the Department in that said Detective wrongfully used his
cellular telephone several times for non-Department purposes.
P.G. 203-10. Page I, Paragraph 5 -PUBLIC COl'iTACT -PROHIBITED CONDUCT
P.G. 206-03, Page I, Paragraph 20-GENERAL REGULATIONS

VIOLATIONS SUBJECT TO COMMAND 
DISCIPLINE 
DISCIPLINARY MATTERS 

2. Said Detective Ted Holway, while assigned to Narcotics Borough Staten Island, on or
about April 4, 2015, while on duty, wrongfully divulged confidential information and/or
discussed official Department business.
P.G. 203-IO, Page I, Paragraph 3-PUBLIC CONTACT-PROHIBITED CONDUCT

GENERAL REGULATIONS 

3. Said Detective Ted Holway, while assigned to Narcotics Borough Staten Island, on or
about April 4. 2015, while on duty, engaged in conduct prejudicial to the good order,
efficiency or discipline of the Department in that said Detective wrongfully used his
cellular telephone several times for non-Department purposes.
P.G. 203-10, Page I, Paragraph 5 - PUBLIC CONT ACT - PROHIBITED CONDUCT
P.G. 206-03, Page I, Paragraph 20 - GENERAL REGULATIONS

VIOLATIONS SUBJECT TO COMMAND 
DISCIPLINE 
DISCIPLINARY MATTERS 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDED PENALTY 

The above-named member of the Department appeared before the Court on February 9, 

2018. Respondent, through his counsel, entered a plea of Guilty to all charges and testified in 

mitigation of the penalty. A stenographic transcript of the record has been prepared and is 

available for the Police Commissioner's review. 

After reviev.ing the evidence presented at the mitigation hearing, assessing the credibility 

of the witness, and RespC?ndent having pleaded Guilty to all charges, the Court finds Respondent 

Guilty. 

Facts 

This matter arose out of a wiretap conducted by the New York County District Attorney's 

Office. The wiretap had nothing to do with Respondent, who was assigned to a narcotics 












