OFFICE OF THE POLICE COMMISSIONER
ONE POLICE PLAZA ® ROOM 1400

September 29, 2011
Memorandum for: Deputy Commissioner, Trials
Re: Police Officer Paul Rodriguez
Tax Registry No. 943750
Manhattan Court Section

Disciplinary Case No. 85387/09

The above named member of the service appeared before Deputy Commissioner
Martin G. Karopkin on December 2, 2010 and was charged with the following:

Disciplinary Case No. 85387/09

1. Said Police Officer Paul Rodriguez, while assigned to the 33™ Precinct, on or
about and between May 1, 2009 through June 5, 2009, did intentionally, and for no
legitimate purpose, engage in a course of conduct directed at a specific person, and did
know or reasonably should have known that such conduct was likely to cause reasonable
fear of material harm to the physical health, safety or property of such person, a member
of such person’s immediate family or a third party with whom such person was
acquainted. (As amended)

P.G. 203-10, Page 1, Paragraph$ PROHIBITED CONDUCT
NYS PENAL LAW SECTION 260.26 (3) HARASSMENT IN THE SECOND
DEGREE [sic] (should be Penal Law Section 240.26)

2. Said Police Officer Paul Rodriguez, while assigned to the 33™ Precinct, on or
about and between May 1, 2009 through June 5, 2009, did engage in a course of conduct
that caused alarm and/or annoyed an individual known to the Department without a
legitimate purpose, to wit: said Police Officer repeatedly followed an individual. (As

amended)
P.G. 203-10, Page 1, Paragraph 5 PROHIBITED CONDUCT
NYS PENAL LAW SECTION 260.26 (3) HARASSMENT IN THE SECOND

DEGREE ([sic] (should be Penal Law Section 240.26)

3. Said Police Officer Paul Rodriguez, while assigned to the 33™ Precinct, on or
about and between May 1, 2009 through June 5, 2009, did recklessly endanger the welfare
of a child, to wit: said Police Officer repeatedly followed an individual known to the
Department who was under the age of seventeen without a legitimate purpose. (As
amended)

P.G. 203-10, Page 1, Paragraph 5 PUBLIC CONTACT — PROHIBITED CONDUCT
NYS PENAL LAW SECTION 260.10 (1) ENDANGERING THE WELFARE OF A
CHILD
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P.O. PAUL RODRIGUEZ DISCIPLINARY CASE NO. 85387/09

4 Said Police Officer Paul Rodnguez, while assigned to the 33™ Precinct, on or
about and between January 3, 2009 through March 10, 2009, improperly used a
Department computer on at least five occasions, absent a Department purpose or police
necessity, to wit sad Police Officer used Department computer systems to conduct
quenes for personal reasons (As amended)
P G 203-06, Pagel, Paragraph 16 PERFORMANCE ON DUTY
PRCHIBITED CONDUCT

In a Memorandum dated February 8, 2011, Deputy Commussioner Karopkin found
the Respondent Not Guilty of Specification Nos 1, 2, and 3, and accepted the Respondent
Pleading Guilty to Specification No 4 Having read the Memorandum and analyzed the
facts of this matter, I approve the findings, but disapprove the recommended penalty of 15
Vacation days, with credit for 30 Suspension days previously forfeited

The disciplinary penalty for this matter shall consist of the forfeiture of 15
Suspension days previously served The remaming 15 Suspension days previously served
regarding this matter are to be credited to Respondent Rodriguez

(g

Raymond W
Pohice Commussioner
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POLICE DEPARTMENT

February 8, 2011
MEMORANDUM FOR: Police Commissioner

Re: Police Officer Paul Rodriguez
Tax Registry No. 943750
Manhattan Court Section
Disciplinary Case No. 85387/09

The above-named member of the Department appeared before me on December 2,
2010 and December 3, 2010, charged with the following:

1. Said Police Officer Paul Rodriguez, while assigned to the 33" Precinct, on or
about and between May 1, 2009 through June 3, 2009, did intentionally, and for no
legitimate purpose, engage in a course of conduct directed at a specific person, and did
know or reasonably should have known that such conduct was likely to cause reasonable
fear of material harm to the physical health, safety or property of such person, a member
of such person’s immediate family or a third party with whom such person was
acquainted. (As amended)

P.G. 203-10, Page 1, Paragraph 5 — PROHIBITED CONDUCT
NYS PENAL LAW SECTION 260.26 (3) - HARASSMENT IN THE SECOND
DEGREE [sic] (should be Penal Law Section 240.26)

2. Said Police Officer Paul Rodriguez, while assigned to the 30 Precinct, on or
about and between May 1, 2009 through June 5, 2009, did engage in a course of conduct
that caused alarm and/or annoyed an individual known to the Department without a
legitimate purposes, to wit: said Police Officer repeatedly followed an individual. (4s
amended)

P.G. 203-10, Page 1, Paragraph 5 — PROHIBITED CONDUCT
NYS PENAL LAW SECTION 260.26 (3) HARASSMENT IN THE SECOND
DEGREE [sic] (should be Penal Law Section 240.26)

3. Said Police Officer Paul Rodriguez, while assigned to the 33" Precinct, on or
about and between May 1, 2009 through June 5, 2009, did recklessly endanger the
welfare of a child, to wit: said Police Officer repeatedly followed an individual known to
the Department who was under the age of seventeen without a legitimate purpose. (4s
amended)
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POLICE OFFICER PAUL RODRIGUEZ 3

I wroed 18 years of age on I 1 Jucc 2009, when she

was 16 years old, she went to the 43 Precinct to file a complaint because she felt that she

was bemg stalked She felt thus way because every tme she would take the bus to school

she would see the same car - said that at first she did not want to jump to

conclustons but when she went to school a different way, she saw the same car with the

same license plate - The car, she believed, was a sﬂvcr— with

very dark tinted windows She said she could not give a date for when this started She
believed 1t was toward the end of her junior year

She said she would take the Bx5 bus to the Bx39 bus in the Bronx She would get
off the Bx5 bus at Lafayette and Turnbull Avenues and then cross the street to go to the
Bx39 bus stop She testified that usuatly she would see the car there or she would wait at
the bus stop for the Bx39 bus and the car would show up The Bx39 bus would leave her
across the street from her school at White Plains Road and Lacombe Avenue

I 2iso indicated that she sometimes walked to school She testified

Well, 1f ] am walkimg to school, I would see him follow me
from behind Or sometimes when | was on the bus, I would
see the car nght on the side of the bus, hike following Or
there were times when [ seen him m front of the post office
I seen hum a lot of times

Well, [ had already seen, I kept seeing the same car Me, [
am very aware of my surroundings because of past
¢xpeniences that had happened to me So, um, I had seen
the car 1told, 1 had mentioned 1t to my mother [ would

say, Mom, | keep seeing the same w It was
caring me. vou know, because m [had a
H So I had been, you know, I was s
ed maybe 1t was the guy It had just beenw
W I was scared maybe 1t was the guy followmng me
So I mentioned to my mother, Ma, I think there 1s some car































































































































POLICE OFFICER PAUL RODRIGUEZ 45

PENALTY

In order to determine an appropriate penalty, the Respondent’s service record was
examined, see Matter of Pell v. Board of Education, 34 N.Y.2d 222 (1974).

The Respondent was appointed to the Department on January 10, 2007.
Information from his personnel folder that was considered in making this penalty
recommendation is contained in the attached confidential memorandum.

The Respondent has been found Guilty of misusing a Department computer. A
penalty of 15 days has imposed in other cases for similar misconduct, see Disciplinary

Case No. 85352/09 signed March 10, 2010, Disciplinary Case No. 84659/08 signed

August 25, 2010 and Disciplinary Case No. 84713/08 signed October 21, 2010.

Consequently this Court recommends that a penalty involving the loss of 15 vacation
days be imposed and that the Respondent be credited the 30 suspension days previously

forfeited in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

- Martin G. Karopkin - g

3 \SAPPROVED Deputy Commissioner — Trials
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POLICE DEPARTMENT

CITY OF NEW YORK
From Deputy Commussioner — Trnials
To Police Commussioner
Subject CONFIDENTIAL MEMORANDUM

POLICE OFFICER PAUL RODRIGUEZ
TAX REGISTRY NO 943750
DISCIPLINARY CASE NO 85387/09

The Respondent received an overall rating of 3 5 “Highly Competent/Competent”
on his last annual performance evaluation He has been awarded one medal for Excellent
Police Duty and one for Mentonous Police Duty He has no prior formal disciplnary
record

For your consideration

25, 5 (T
G Karopkin
Deputy Commussioner — Trials





