CCRB INVESTIGATIVE RECOMMENDATION

Investigator: Team: CCRB Case #: [ Force [0 Discourt. [] U.S.
Annette Castillo Squad #12 202400396 M Abuse [] O.L. O Injury
Incident Date(s) Location of Incident: 18 Mo. SOL Precinct:
Wednesday, 01/10/2024 4:25 PM, The parking lot of EEUSIC) 7/10/2025 40
Wednesday, 03/20/2024 11:39 AM in the Bronx; 100
Church St in Manhattan
Date/Time CV Reported CV Reported At: How CV Reported:  |Date/Time Received at CCRB
Thu, 01/11/2024 4:25 PM CCRB Phone Thu, 01/11/2024 4:25 PM
Complainant/Victim Type Home Address
Subject Officer(s) Shield TaxID Command
1. PO Jorge Ortiz 25392 967236 040 PCT
2. PO Willian Pachecocuzco 17145 971595 040 PCT
3. PO Peter Delohery 29163 967037 040 PCT
4. PO Ernst Celestin 28671 966991 040 PCT
5. SGT Anthony Perlmutter 01775 962683 040 PCT
Officer (9) Allegation Investigator Recommendation
A . PO Peter Delohery Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at SIS inthe A . Substantiated
Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery stopped SRl
I
B . PO Ernst Celestin Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at RH2I0 inthe B . Substantiated
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin stopped Sl
I
C. PO Ernst Celestin Force: On January 10, 2024, at SEUSIC) inthe C. Unableto Determine
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin hit M
against awall.
D . PO Ernst Celestin Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at EHEI0) inthe D . Unableto Determine
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin frisked S
I
E . PO Ernst Celestin Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at HSIS inthe E. Unableto Determine
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin searched JelQIC)
F. PO Ernst Celestin Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at RESKEIEE i~ the F . Unableto Determine
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin failed to explain to
the reason for alaw enforcement
activity.
G . PO Peter Delohery Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at RESKIIIEE i the G . Unableto Determine
Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery failed to explain to
the reason for alaw enforcement
activity.
H . SGT Anthony Perlmutter Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at SIS i~ the H . Unable to Determine
Bronx, Sergeant Anthony Perlmutter refused to provide his
shield number to IR
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Officer(s)
| . PO Jorge Ortiz

J. PO Ernst Celestin

K . PO Willian Pachecocuzco

L . PO Peter Delohery

M . PO Ernst Celestin

N . PO Peter Delohery

O . PO Ernst Celestin

P . PO Peter Delohery

Q. PO Jorge Ortiz

R . PO Willian Pachecocuzco

S. SGT Anthony Perlmutter

Allegation

Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at SESKIIIIEGE i~ the

Bronx, Police Officer Jorge Ortiz refused to provide his
shield number to SGICHINN

Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at 20 inthe
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin refused to provide his

shield number to NI
Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at SIS in the

Bronx, Police Officer Willian Pachecocuzco refused to

provide his shield number to SRIIIIGEG
Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at ESKIIIIEGE i~ the

Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery refused to provide his

shkd rumber o QRN
Abuse: On January 10, 2024, o QRN in the

Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin failed to provide

with abusiness card.

Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at SIS inthe
Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery failed to provide

with abusiness card.
Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at JSKIIIIEGE i~ the

Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin improperly used his
body-worn camera.

Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at RESKIIIIEIEGE i~ the

Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery improperly used his
body-worn camera.

Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at RESKIIIIEGE i~ the

Bronx, Police Officer Jorge Ortiz improperly used his body-
worn camera.

Abuse: On January 10, 2024, at JSKIIIIEGzGE i~ the

Bronx, Police Officer Willian Pachecocuzco improperly
used his body-worn camera.

Abuse: On January 10, 2024, ot JRSKIIIIEGE i~ the

Bronx, Sergeant Anthony Perlmutter improperly used his
body-worn camera.

Investigator Recommendation
| . Unable to Determine

J. Unableto Determine

K . Unable to Determine

L . Unable to Determine

M . Unable to Determine

N . Unable to Determine

O . Substantiated

P . Substantiated

Q . Substantiated

R . Substantiated

S. Substantiated
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Case Summary

filed this complaint with the CCRB via telephone on January 11, 2024, on
behalf of her EUSCNIN son. EHEY

On January 10, 2024, at approximately 4:25 PM, PO Peter Delohery and PO Ernst Celestin of the
40™ Precinct stopped SRR i the parking lot of located at |
I in the Bronx (Allegations A and B: Abuse of Authority, Substantiated). PO Celestin
allegedly pushed EUSONINNEGE 22ainst a wall (Allegation C: Force, Unable to Determine).
PO Celestin allegedly frisked and searched (Allegations D and E: Abuse of
Authority, Unable to Determine). PO Celestin and PO Delohery allegedly failed to explain the
reason for the stop to SN (Allegations F and G: Abuse of Authority, Unable to
Determine). Sgt. Anthony Perlmutter, PO Jorge Ortiz, and PO Willian Pacheco Cuzco of the 40™
Precinct, along with PO Celestin and PO Delohery, all allegedly refused to provide their shield
numbers to (Allegations H through L: Abuse of Authority, Unable to
Determine). PO Celestin and PO Delohery did not offer QRN business cards
(Allegations M and N: Abuse of Authority, Unable to Determine). PO Celestin, PO Delohery,
PO Ortiz, PO Pacheco Cuzco, and Sgt. Perlmutter improperly used their body-worn cameras
(BWCs) (Allegations O through S: Abuse of Authority, Substantiated).
was not arrested or summonsed as a result of this incident.

The investigation received negative results for BWC videos pertaining to this incident (Board
Review 01). The investigation obtained NYCHA CCTYV video files from EESCNE I I i»
the Bronx (Board Review 02), summarized in IA #61 of the digital case file (Board Review 03).

Findings and Recommendations

Allegation (A) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EHeONENNN i» the
Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery stopped EGONIININGEGNG
Allegation (B) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at FEeONENN i the
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin stopped

provided a statement to the CCRB on January 23, 2024 (Board Review 04).
He stated that he was on his way to to pick up his younger brother from school.
I cntcred the school’s parking lot as a shortcut to get to the other side of the school,
where students were dismissed into the schoolyard. As entered the parking lot,
he observed an unmarked black sedan on the other side of QRN
continued walking into the parking lot. The unmarked vehicle then made a U-turn and entered the
parking lot behind him. looked behind him and noticed the vehicle slowly
following him, but there was no indication for him to stop, so he continued walking.
I 2V concerned that he was being followed so he removed his iPhone from his
sweatshirt’s pouch pocket and called his father. The unmarked vehicle suddenly cut him off by
pulling over at an angle in front of him. squeezed between the vehicle’s
headlight and the wall of the school to continue walking. Two officers, identified by the
investigation as PO Celestin and PO Delohery exited from the vehicle at the same time, and PO

Delohery immediately grabbed JRRNIEGEGE

In EEGONE s initial telephone complaint (Board Review 20; see 245 narrative for summary),

also stated that JEUGONE Was on his way to pick up his younger brother from
at the time of this incident.
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PO Delohery provided a statement to the CCRB on March 20, 2024 (Board Review 05). He stated
that he was the operator of his and PO Celestin’s vehicle as they patrolled near the Mott Haven
houses, which were known for violent crimes. They were assigned to Public Safety. Additional
officers from the Public Safety team were in a second vehicle nearby. PO Delohery observed
walking southbound on the sidewalk. wore a ski mask
and a black coat. appeared to be paying close attention to the officers’ vehicle.
then suddenly entered a public school’s parking lot. PO Delohery did not
know if there was any sign posted to restrict access to the school parking lot. PO Delohery believed
that only students, faculty, and students’ parents/guardians were allowed on the property.

appeared to PO Delohery to be 17 or 18 years old, which would be older than the
student body of that school, which PO Delohery believed was an elementary (“grammar”) school.
PO Delohery was concerned about someone wearing a ski mask entering a school parking lot. PO
Delohery noted that “walking around with a ski mask was not a crime,” but that in certain
situations, such behavior will cause police officers to pay greater attention. PO Delohery stated that
was ignoring the officers but then also stated that he did not remember if the
officers said anything to at this time. When asked if any additional factors
caught PO Delohery’s attention, PO Delohery cited, “what appeared to us to be sudden evasive
maneuvers into the school and his entering school grounds wearing a ski mask.” PO Delohery
recalled no other factors attracting officers’ attention to PO Delohery
followed into the parking lot to see if there was any reason to interact with
him. As PO Delohery’s vehicle followed, continued looking back at the
officers. His hands were in his pockets. When PO Delohery exited his vehicle,
appeared as though he was attempting to evade the officers. PO Delohery did not remember if any
officer had asked him to stop. continued walking and continued to ignore the
officers until the officers approached and spoke with him.

PO Celestin provided a statement to the CCRB on March 20, 2024 (Board Review 06). PO Celestin
observed RONINNENENEGE V' caring a ski mask that covered his nose and mouth. PO Celestin
was the first to observe PO Celestin’s vehicle was in motion but slowed down

upon the officers observation of EHSCIIIIING- was initially walking at
a normal pace but after making eye contact with the officers, he stopped walking.

I [ooked at the officers’ vehicle for several seconds. looked over
his shoulder, down at himself, and then back at the officers. When looked
down, he appeared to look down at his pockets. did not touch any pocket.

then began walking again, now at a faster pace. This behavior seemed strange
to PO Celestin and suggested that could have had a weapon. There was no
specific indication that SO had a weapon. Once arrived at the
entrance to the parking lot, he made an “abrupt” turn into the parking lot. PO Celestin and PO
Delohery turned into the parking lot behind him. The ski mask, in combination with the above-
detailed behavior, caught PO Celestin’s attention, and PO Celestin wished to approach
I o lcarn why he was entering the parking lot. When asked about his concern regarding
entering the school, PO Celestin stated that there was a court or park located in
the area and that he did not know what intended. PO Celestin estimated that

was in his late teens. It did not appear to PO Celestin as though
I 2ttcnded that school. As was walking, he looked over his

shoulder numerous times to see where the officers were and if they were behind him.
B V' 2s Walking fast, “clearly” trying to evade the officers. PO Celestin’s vehicle cut

off, stopping at a perpendicular angle to USRS dircction. PO
Celestin and PO Delohery exited their vehicle. approached PO Celestin at a
fast pace while yelling, screaming, and cursing at the officers. EHSCNI- hands were in
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his jacket pockets. PO Celestin told to take his hands out of his pockets and
then removed SRS s hands from his pockets because he did not know if he had a
weapon.

NYCHA CCTV video titled, g
I (Board Review 07) shows along the top portion of the
frame, partially obstructed by scaffolding. The entrance to the parking lot belonging to SEHZION is at
the top right of the frame. At 1 hour 55 minutes 41 seconds [4:25:44 PM],
wearing black with a hood over his head, enters the frame at the upper left and walks along the
sidewalk, headed toward screen right. He slows down at 1 hour 55 minutes 51 seconds [4:25:51
PM] and extends his arms at his sides, facing the street, before he continues walking and turns into
the school’s parking lot. At 1 hour 56 minutes 10 seconds [4:26:10 PM], two black sedans turn

toward the school’s parking lot. One of the vehicles momentarily activates its lights before they
both enter the school’s parking lot.

NYCHA CCTYV video titled, EEUa0]
(Board Review 08) shows the rear parking lot to the NYCHA
complex. The very top left corner of the frame partially shows the parking lot of EEGIOR. At 1 hour
56 minutes 30 seconds [4:26:29 PM] SR walks through the school’s parking lot.
At 1 hour 56 minutes 38 seconds [4:26:37 PM], a black sedan drives past s and
cuts him off by turning toward the school, into s path. At 1 hour 56 minutes 44
seconds [4:26:43 PM | Sl stops walking and the second black sedan pulls over
behind the first. Three officers exit the vehicle and A walks out of frame to the
right, obscured by the first vehicle. The three officers exit the vehicle and go out of frame in the
same direction as At 1 hour 57 minutes 00 seconds [4:27:00 PM], the same
three officers return to their vehicle and both vehicles exit the parking lot.

Per People v. De Bour, 40 N.Y.2d 210 (Board Review 09), an officer may stop an individual when
he or she reasonably suspects that such person is committing, has committed, or is about to commit
a crime.

In People v. Holmes, 601 N.Y.S.2d 459 (1993) (Board Review 10), officers on patrol in a vehicle
observed a group of men in a high crime, narcotics-prone location. Mr. Holmes had an unidentified
bulge in the right pocket of his jacket. As the officers’ vehicle approached, Mr. Holmes branched
away from the group and began to walk away. From inside of the vehicle, an officer called out to
Mr. Holmes, asking him to approach. As the officer exited the vehicle, Mr. Holmes fled, and the
officer pursued, stopping him. The Court found that because Mr. Holmes was near a known
narcotics location, because Mr. Holmes had an unidentifiable bulge in his pocket, and because Mr.
Holmes walked away when he saw officers’ vehicle approach, officers had an objective and
credible reason to intrude minimally on the Mr. Holmes’ privacy — i.e., call out and ask to speak
with him — for the purpose of requesting information. However, because none of the factors within
the officers’ knowledge was indicative of criminality and because Mr. Holmes’ behavior was
equally susceptible to an innocent interpretation, the circumstances did not initially yield even a
founded suspicion that criminality was afoot, let alone reasonable suspicion, and therefore the
officers were not entitled stop Mr. Holmes.

The officers stopped while he was, per his and his mother’s statements,
attempting to pick up his younger brother from school. PO Delohery and PO Celestin believed that
it was suspicious that jR looked at them and then abruptly entered the school’s
parking lot. They both stated that they pursued because of these actions, along
with the ski mask they said he was wearing, though PO Delohery clarified that wearing a ski mask
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was not a crime. PO Celestin added that prior to entering the parking lot,
looked down toward his own pockets which suggested he might have had a weapon.

I it is recommended that Allegations A and B be closed as Substantiated.

Allegation (C) Force: On January 10, 2024, at O i» the Bronx, Police
Officer Ernst Celestin hit ZHONEEN 2cainst a wall.

Allegation (D) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EeON i» the
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin frisked SEH&G)

Allegation (E) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at FEeONEE i the
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin searched EEI20)

Allegation (F) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EEONE in the
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin failed to explain to the reason for a
law enforcement activity.

Allegation (G) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EESONEE i the
Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery failed to explain to the reason for a
law enforcement activity.

Allegation (H) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EESONEEEE i the
Bronx, Sergeant Anthony Perlmutter refused to provide his shield number to {EUSION

Allegation (I) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at O i» the
Bronx, Police Officer Jorge Ortiz refused to provide his shield number to
Allegation (J) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at O i» the
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin refused to provide his shield number to ZHRON

Allegation (K) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EESONEE i the
Bronx, Police Officer Willian Pacheco Cuzco refused to provide his shield number to EHRON

Allegation (L) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EEGONEEE i the
Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery refused to provide his shield number to JHSON

Allegation (M) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at FCONNE in the
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin failed to provide with a business
card.

Allegation (N) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at FeONNN i» the
Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery failed to provide with a business
card.

(Board Review 04) stated that immediately upon approaching him, PO
Delohery threw him against the wall. clarified that PO Delohery grabbed his
sweatshirt near his chest and pinned him up against the wall. SISO - back hit the
wall. PO Celestin assisted PO Delohery by holding onto QRN sV catshirt near the
chest and on his left arm. At the same time, PO Celestin patted and squeezed SEHaIQ ]
front sweatshirt pouch pocket, which contained only his keys. PO Celestin then reached into the
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pocket and felt OIS kcys- PO Celestin did not remove anything from the pocket.
Additional officers, identified by the investigation as Sgt. Perlmutter, PO Ortiz, and PO Pacheco

Cuzco, approached JRONIIING- who was still on the phone with his
father, yelled out, “Dad. Dad. Dad.” PO Celestin and PO Delohery immediately removed their

hands from EESON o officer said anything to during the entire
interaction. At no point did any officer explain the reason for the stop to All
the officers then returned to their vehicle. Once the officers were inside their vehicle,
I cquested their shield numbers. The windows of the vehicle were rolled down,
allowing the officers to hear his request. No officer acknowledged SUSONIINEGE 2nd they
left the scene without providing their shield numbers.

PO Delohery (Board Review 05) stated that he did not grab JEGCON S c!othing or push
him against a wall. PO Delohery did not see any other officer take these actions. PO Celestin
(Board Review 06) denied making contact with SEySONS clothing, frisking, or
searching him. Both PO Delohery and PO Celestin stated that grew “irate,” so
it was not possible for the officers to explain the reason for this encounter. PO Celestin added that
he attempted to explain by stating, “Listen, I want to tell you what’s going on.”

cut him off and continued cursing at him, leaving him unable to finish his statement.
They both stated that they were unable to offer EESONN 2 business card for the same
reason. Neither PO Delohery nor PO Celestin recalled whether QRN rcquested their
shield numbers, but both stated that they did not refuse to provide their shield numbers to

Sgt. Perlmutter provided a statement to the CCRB on March 20, 2024 (Board Review 12). He stated
that he had no independent recollection of this incident, and his recollection was based solely on the
above-detailed NYCHA videos addressed in the analysis of Allegations A and B above. No civilian
requested Sgt. Perlmutter’s shield number on the date of the incident. Sgt. Perlmutter did not refuse

to provide his shield number to any civilian on the date of the incident.

PO Ortiz provided a statement to the CCRB on March 31, 2024 (Board Review 13) and PO
Pacheco Cuzco provided a statement to the CCRB on March 21, 2024 (Board Review 14). Both PO
Ortiz and PO Pacheco Cuzco stated that by the time they approached the scene, the interaction was
over and PO Delohery and PO Celestin were returning to their vehicle. They both stated that

did not request their shield numbers and they did not refuse to provide their

shield numbers to GEHB)
5 87(2)(0)

I | is therefore recommended that
Allegations C through N be closed as Unable to Determine.

Allegation (O) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at ZSCONEE i» the
Bronx, Police Officer Ernst Celestin improperly used his body-worn camera.

Allegation (P) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EEGONEEE in the
Bronx, Police Officer Peter Delohery improperly used his body-worn camera.
Allegation (Q) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EESONEEE i the
Bronx, Police Officer Jorge Ortiz improperly used his body-worn camera.

Allegation (R) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at EEGONEEE in the
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Bronx, Police Officer Willian Pacheco Cuzco improperly used his body-worn camera.
Allegation (S) Abuse of Authority: On January 10, 2024, at ZCON i» the
Bronx, Sergeant Anthony Perlmutter improperly used his body-worn camera.

Although not alleged by SRR PO Ceclestin, PO Delohery, PO Ortiz, PO Pacheco
Cuzco, and Sgt. Perlmutter each failed to activate their BWCs during this incident.

PO Celestin (Board Review 06) acknowledged that he did not activate his BWC during this
incident. PO Celestin stated that he is required to activate his BWC once it is safe and feasible to do
so0. Given the area he was in and because approached him rapidly, PO Celestin
was primarily concerned with his safety and not his BWC. There was no other reason PO Celestin
did not activate his BWC.

PO Delohery (Board Review 05) acknowledged that he did not activate his BWC during this
incident. He stated that it was not practical for him to activate his BWC. PO Delohery had initially
forgotten to put his vehicle in park, which distracted him. By the time PO Delohery had exited his
vehicle, the interaction had ended, and had grown irate. When asked during
his CCRB interview why he did not activate when became irate, PO Delohery
stated that he was more concerned with getting out of the parking lot without hitting
I or any pedestrian with his vehicle. There was no other reason why PO Delohery did
not activate his BWC during this incident. When asked if he was required to activate his BWC for
this type of stop, PO Delohery responded, “I think so. I’m not sure.”

PO Ortiz (Board Review 13) stated that he had observed SRR 2~d intended on
approaching him after observing him behave suspiciously. PO Delohery’s and PO Celestin’s
vehicle made the decision to observe further and entered the parking lot first.
PO Ortiz did not activate his BWC because there was no interaction to record. Once PO Ortiz had
exited his vehicle, he only observed a brief interaction before all the officers returned to their
vehicles.

PO Pacheco Cuzco (Board Review 14) stated that he intended on further observing SEUSON

s suspicious behavior when he entered the parking lot behind the first vehicle. PO
Pacheco Cuzco stated that he did not activate his BWC because he did not take any law
enforcement action. There was no other reason as to why he did not activate his BWC. PO Pacheco
Cuzco stated that he was not required to activate his BWC for this type of interaction and then
stated that he was required to activate his BWC when assisting his fellow officers. PO Pacheco
Cuzco did not believe he was assisting his fellow officers during this incident.

Sgt. Perlmutter (Board Review 12) stated that he is typically required to activate his BWC when
performing a street stop, if it is safe to do so. Sgt. Perlmutter acknowledged that he is required to
activate his BWC upon exiting his vehicle. Sgt. Perlmutter did not recall if there was any reason as
to why he did not activate his BWC during this incident.

Per NYPD Patrol Guide Procedure 212-123 (Board Review 15) officers are to activate their BWC
prior to engaging in any police action, including self-initiated investigative or enforcement actions.
Vehicle operators may activate their BWC immediately after arrival at incident location, if
necessary, to ensure the safe operation of a department vehicle. Officers are to record continuously,
until investigative, enforcement, or other police action is concluded.

It is undisputed that none of the officers activated their BWCs.
|

CCRB Case # 202400396
CCRB CTS — Confidential Page 6



5 87(2)(9)

5 Q712

B it is recommended that Allegations O through S be closed as Substantiated.

Civilian and Officer CCRB Histories

. has been party to one additional CCRB complaint and has been named as
a victim in 20 additional allegations (Board Review 17):

°
|
|

e Sgt. Perlmutter has been a member of service for seven years and has been a subject in 13
additional CCRB complaints and 47 additional allegations, of which eight were substantiated:

o Case 201808753 involved a substantiated allegation of discourteous word against Sgt.
Perlmutter. The Board’s recommendation is not visible in CTS and the NYPD imposed
instructions.

o Case 202000753 involved two substantiated allegations of failure to provide RTKA card
against Sgt. Perlmutter, The Board recommended Command Discipline B and the NYPD
imposed no penalty.

o Case 202002304 involved substantiated allegations of threat of force, two discourteous
word allegations, offensive language based on gender, and offensive language based on
sexual orientation against Sgt. Perlmutter. The Board recommended charges and the

NYPD’s imposed discipline is not visible in CTS.

e PO Celestin has been a member of service for five years and has been a subject in 10 additional

CCRB complaints and 29 additional allegations, of which nine were substantiated:

o Case 202203603 involved a substantiated allegation of entry of premises against PO
Celestin. The Board recommended Command Discipline B and the NYPD’s imposed
discipline is not visible in CTS.

o Case 202208516 involved a substantiated allegation of improper use of BWC against PO
Celestin. The Board recommended Command Discipline A and the NYPD imposed no
penalty.

o Case 202300531 involved substantiated allegations of frisk, search of person, and stop
against PO Celestin. The Board recommended Command Discipline B and the NYPD’s
imposed discipline is not visible in CTS.

o Case 202301904 involved substantiated allegations of physical force, a frisk, improper use
of BWC and a stop against PO Celestin. The Board recommended Command Discipline B
for the physical force allegation and Command Discipline A for the remaining allegations.
The NYPD’s imposed discipline is not visible in CTS.

e PO Delohery has been a member of service for five years and has been a subject in seven
additional CCRB complaints and 19 additional allegations, none of which were substantiated.

e PO Pacheco Cuzco has been a member of service for three years and has been a subject in six
additional CCRB complaints and six additional allegations, none of which were substantiated.

5 87(2)(9)
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e PO Ortiz has been a member of service for five years and has been a subject in three additional

CCRB complaints and seven additional allegations.
|

Mediation, Civil, and Criminal Histories

. declined to mediate this complaint.

e As of March 26, 2024, the New York City Office of the Comptroller had no record of a Notice
of Claim being filed in regard to this incident (Board Review 18).

.
|

5 87(2)(9)

Squad No.: 12

Investigator:  Annette Castillo Inv. Annette Castillo 07/18/2024
Signature Print Title & Name Date
Squad Leader: Shadman Khan SI Shadman Khan 04/08/2025
Signature Print Title & Name Date
Reviewer:
Signature Print Title & Name Date
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