201204253
Lynn Ruger
On March 3, 2012, a man bought a loose cigarette from a bodega and went to his mother’s
apartment. As he approached, he was stopped by two police officers who stopped him, frisked him,
and searched him. The officers found no contraband and let him in to his apartment.
The officer who conducted the search, PO Lynn Ruger, stated that she had recognized the man
from arresting him years before and that she believed him to be a gang member. She provided a
number of statements that would haven given her reasonable suspicion to frisk him such as bulges
in his clothing. She also stated that when she approached and asked to speak to him he turned his
back to her and “his back was towards me, so he could have had a shotgun there.” She stated that
she had only frisked (patted down) the man and had not searched him by going through his pockets.
The security video from the apartment building showed that PO Ruger’s entire description of the
incident was false. The man was facing her from the time she arrived to the time she forcibly turned
him around. The video further demonstrates that she searched him, putting her hands in the pockets
of his hoodie. When shown the video of her putting her hand in the man’s pocket, she denied she
had done so, saying “that’s possibly a t-shirt or something.”
When confronted with the video, which demonstrated that all of the justifications she had given for
the stop were false, PO Ruger testified that, “Like, I remember knowing that I had suspicion that he
had a weapon.” Beyond the fact that she had previously arrested the man and believed him to be a
gang member, she did not articulate any reason for the stop that was not contradicted by the video.
The CCRB found that PO Ruger had made a false official statement about the circumstances of the
stop and frisk. The NYPD did not discipline PO Ruger for any part of the incident. She was later
promoted to Sergeant before leaving the NYPD in 2020.
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Stop, Question and Frisk Report
A Stop, Question and Frisk report prepared by PO Ruger regarding the incident notes that §87(2)
was stopped and frisked but was not searched. The pedigree information for § 87(2)(b)
notes “gang member” under the heading “Other (Scars, Tattoos, Etc.)” The report notes that §87(2)
was suspected of criminal possession of a weapon and lists as the circumstances leading
to the stop “furtive movements” and “suspicious bulge/object: hand in waistband.” The report
lists as the reasons for the frisk “inappropriate attire – possibly concealing weapon” and “furtive
movements.” PO Ruger did not check the box noting “Refusal to comply with officer’s directions
leading to reasonable fear for safety” in the section of the report for listing reasons for the frisk.
Additional circumstances noted are “area has high incidence of reported offense of type under
investigation” (encl. 12A-B).
CCRB Statement
PO Ruger was interviewed at the CCRB on May 18, 2012 (encl. 13A-E).On March 31, 2012, at
§ 87(2)
3:40 p.m., PO Ruger and Sgt. Siani were driving eastbound
(b)
in Manhattan when PO Ruger saw § 87(2)(b)
walking westbound on the south side of the street. Sgt. Siani was driving, and PO Ruger was in
the front passenger seat. The area in which PO Ruger encountered § 87(2)(b)
had a high rate of
gang-related shootings and robberies and had recently experienced a spike in shootings. PO
Ruger did not recall what § 87(2)(b)
was wearing and did not recall to what the note
“inappropriate attire” in her Stop, Question and Frisk Report referred. PO Ruger did not recall
whether § 87(2)(b)
s hands were visible when she first saw him.
PO Ruger recognized § 87(2)(b)
because she had arrested him in 2008 for § 87(2)(b)
. At the time of the incident, PO Ruger worked as the intelligence officer for her
Anti-Crime team, and part of her responsibilities consisted of sharing gang-related intelligence
with other NYPD units. PO Ruger had seen § 87(2)(b)
listed as a gang member in NYPD
intelligence documents “days” before August 31, 2012.
made eye contact with PO Ruger from a distance of approximately 25 feet and then
§ 87(2)
immediately made an abrupt turn onto the stoop of
. PO Ruger initially
(b)
described the turn as “a complete 180,” but later described it as a 90-degree. PO Ruger stated that
the notes “furtive movements” in her Stop, Question, and Frisk Report referred to § 87(2)(b)
s
abrupt turn away from her. § 87(2)(b)
approached the building intercom and repeatedly yelled
“Ma!” into the intercom.

§ 87(2)(b)

PO Ruger told Sgt. Siani to stop the car. PO Ruger then got out of then car and told § 87(2)(b)
“to hold up.” PO Ruger initially stated that she got out of her car “to stop” § 87(2)(b)
PO Ruger
later stated that her intention in approaching § 87(2)(b)
was to talk to him. PO Ruger did not
recall what she intended to talk to § 87(2)(b)
about or whether there was any line of questioning
she intended to pursue. PO Ruger stated that she decided to approach § 87(2)(b)
because she
knew that § 87(2)(b)
was in a gang, because § 87(2)(b)
had made an abrupt turn away from
her upon making eye contact with her, and because § 87(2)(b)
cursed at her. During her initial
description of the incident, PO Ruger described § 87(2)(b)
using profanities toward her after she
approached him. PO Ruger later stated that § 87(2)(b)
began yelling and cursing, stating that
there were “fucking” cameras and asking her why she was “fucking” stopping him, prior to her
even approaching him.

Page 4
CCRB Case # 201204253
CCRB – Confidential

had his back to PO Ruger when she exited her car. PO Ruger approached § 87(2)(b)
and repeatedly instructed him to turn around. § 87(2)(b)
did not comply. At 14:12 in the audio
recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB interview, she was asked the following question and gave the
following answer:
Q:
What did you suspect him[ § 87(2)(b)
of?
PO Ruger:
I thought that he had a weapon on him. He wouldn’t show me his front.

§ 87(2)(b)

At 17:28 in the audio recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB interview, she was asked the following
question and gave the following answer:
Q:
Did you instruct him § 87(2)(b)
to turn around?
PO Ruger: Yeah.
Q:
Okay. Did he comply with that?
PO Ruger: No.
Q:
How many times did you tell him to do that?
PO Ruger: I don’t know. I don’t know an exact number.
Q:
More than once?
PO Ruger: Yes.
PO Ruger initially stated that she observed § 87(2)(b)
“with his right arm, doing something, um,
you know, with, with his thigh” while his back was turned to her. PO Ruger later clarified that
she observed § 87(2)(b)
standing with his back toward her and his right elbow was out by his
side. PO Ruger suspected, based on the position of § 87(2)(b)
s arm, that he might be holding
something at his waistband with his right hand. PO Ruger could not actually see § 87(2)(b)
s
right hand and could not see whether he was actually holding anything with his right hand
because he had his back to her. At 24:34 in the audio recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB interview,
she was asked the following question and gave the following answer:
Q:
Did you actually see him § 87(2)(b)
holding onto something with his hands?
PO Ruger: Um, I saw, when, like I said, his back was towards me, so he could have had a, a
shotgun there.
PO Ruger stated that the note “suspicious bulge/object: hand in waistband” on her Stop, Question
and Frisk Report referred to her observation of
standing in this position. PO Ruger
stated that she noted “suspicious bulge” in the report because she suspected there was a bulge or
that § 87(2)(b)
was holding an object, not because she actually saw a bulge or object. PO Ruger
initially stated that she observed § 87(2)(b)
in this position after she had exited her car and
while she was telling § 87(2)(b)
to turn around. PO Ruger later stated that she observed §87(2)
in this position as soon as he made his abrupt turn away from her, which would have
placed PO Ruger in her car when she made the observation.
PO Ruger waited for Sgt. Siani to park the car before getting closer to § 87(2)(b)
turned around to face PO Ruger. PO Ruger did not recall whether § 87(2)(b)
turned
around voluntarily, or whether she or Sgt. Siani physically turned him around. § 87(2)(b)
s
hands were visible once he turned around. PO Ruger did not recall where § 87(2)(b)
s hands
were positioned when he turned around, including whether they were his pockets or at his
waistband. PO Ruger did not observe any suspicious bulges on § 87(2)(b)
once he turned
around.
PO Ruger frisked § 87(2)(b)
s waistband area because she suspected that he may have had a
weapon. PO Ruger did not frisk any other parts of § 87(2)(b)
s body. PO Ruger suspected that

Page 5
CCRB Case # 201204253
CCRB – Confidential

may have had a weapon because § 87(2)(b)
was a gang member; because she had
previously arrested him for § 87(2)(b)
; because § 87(2)(b)
had had his
back to her with his arm in a position such that his hand, which she could not see, may have been
at his waistband; and because § 87(2)(b)
did not comply with multiple instructions to turn
around. PO Ruger did not recall if she or Sgt. Siani gave § 87(2)(b)
any instructions or asked
him any questions prior to his being frisked.

§ 87(2)(b)

At 19:52 in the audio recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB interview, she was asked the following
questions and gave the following answers:
Q:
Did you search inside of any of his § 87(2)(b)
s] pockets?
PO Ruger: No.
Q:
Did you ever place your hand inside of his clothing or any pockets?
PO Ruger: Nnnn—in his—I’,, I don’t remember what he was wearing that day. He could have
had like… Definitely not in his pockets, no, and I don’t remember what he was
wearing. He could have had like a loose shirt that I didn’t go in but, like something
that you’re wearing, if it was open, to get his waistband, I’m kind of like, then I’d be
like in your shirt, but no, I didn’t touch skin or anything like that.
Throughout the incident, § 87(2)(b)
(identified by investigation) shouted over the building
intercom, yelling to PO Ruger and Sgt. Siani that they were on camera and telling § 87(2)(b)
to
get the officers’ “fucking” name and shield numbers.
PO Ruger initially stated that § 87(2)(b)
asked herself and Sgt. Siani simultaneously for their
names and shield numbers. PO Ruger later stated that she did not recall whether § 87(2)(b)
had
asked for both their names and shield numbers or for just one of these forms of identification.
Sgt. Siani stated his shield number. PO Ruger then interrupted Sgt. Siani by stating to him words
to the effect of, “Sarge, I got it,” and then she told § 87(2)(b)
her name and shield number. PO
Ruger did not recall if Sgt. Siani at any point provided his name to § 87(2)(b)
PO Ruger at no
point identified herself as “Rivera” or by any other false name. PO Ruger also used the intercom
to tell § 87(2)(b)
her name and shield number over the intercom. PO Ruger did not recall if Sgt.
Siani also provided his name and shield number to § 87(2)(b)
over the intercom. § 87(2)(b)
was then released.
After providing the above statement, PO Ruger was shown the video surveillance recording of the
incident. It is seen in the video that § 87(2)(b)
did not have his back to PO Ruger until she
physically turned him around while frisking him. At 33:32 in the audio recording of the CCRB
interview, PO Ruger was asked the following question regarding her previous statements that §87(2)
had his back toward her during the incident, and she provided the following answer:
Q:
Does watching this recording change your recollection?
PO Ruger: I remember his § 87(2)(b)
s] back being towards me, and I remember… [PO Ruger
paused for four seconds.] Like, I remember knowing that I had, I had suspicion that he
had a weapon.
PO Ruger did not recall § 87(2)(b)
holding anything in his left hand during the incident. PO
Ruger did not recall what statements she made to § 87(2)(b)
immediately upon exiting her car.
Neither PO Ruger nor Sgt. Siani called the two uniformed officers seen in the video responding to
the location in scooters. PO Ruger did not know who these uniformed officers were and did not
have any interaction with them.

Page 6
CCRB Case # 201204253
CCRB – Confidential

At 35:15 in the audio recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB interview, PO Ruger was asked if she
recognized any moment in the video as the moment during the incident when she had seen §87(2)
with his hand at his waistband. Before PO Ruger could reply, her legal representative,
Merrill Scannell, stated, “I know. Right over there his hand—I saw it.” Ms. Scannell directed
PO Ruger’s attention to 3:08:32 p.m. in the video and stated to PO Ruger, “Did you see where it
swings forward?” PO Ruger stated, “Yeah.” [At this moment in the video, § 87(2)(b)
is seen
turning from the sidewalk onto the stoop of § 87(2)(b)
moving his right arm
across his chest area as he does so. PO Ruger and her car are not yet in view of either camera
when this occurs. When he begins the turn, § 87(2)(b)
is facing the direction from which PO
Ruger’s car would arrive seconds later.]
The video continued to play, and PO Ruger then stated, indicating 3:08:39 p.m. in the video,
“And then right, you know, at that moment, his right hand.” [At this moment in the video, §87(2)
is on the stoop of § 87(2)(b)
facing out toward the street, and PO Ruger
is still in her car, which is coming to a stop two car-lengths away from § 87(2)(b)
to his right.
The right side of § 87(2)(b)
s body is not visible on the surveillance footage.]
PO Ruger’s attention was then directed to 3:09:04 p.m. in the video, at which point PO Ruger is
seen searching § 87(2)(b)
s left hoodie pocket. The portion of the video showing the search of
§ 87(2)(b)
was replayed for PO Ruger. At 37:47 in the audio recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB
interview, she was asked the following questions regarding what is seen in the video, and she
gave the following answers:
Q:
Are you putting your hand in his § 87(2)(b)
s] pocket?
PO Ruger: No. That’s possibly a t-shirt or some else that he had right here. Also you can see
that his boxers are pretty high, and those are his jeans. You know, that’s his
waistband area. That’s the area that I’m checking.
Q:
Reviewing this video, you do not remember putting your hand inside of any
pockets?
PO Ruger: I didn’t put my hand in any of his pockets. No.
Subject Officer: SGT. CHRISTOPHER SIANI
• Sgt. Siani, a white man who stands 6’0” tall, weighs 172 lbs., and has brown hair and brown
eyes, was § 87(2)(b) old at the time of the incident.
• Worked on March 31, 2012, from 1:55 p.m. to 10:44 p.m., as the Patrol Borough Manhattan
North Anti-Crime supervisor in unmarked, dark blue Chevy Impala #§(b)87(2) with PO Ruger, in
plainclothes.
Memo Book Entries
Sgt. Siani had no memo book entries regarding the incident (encl. 15A-B).
CCRB Statement
Sgt. Siani was interviewed at the CCRB on May 24, 2012 (encl. 16A-C). § 87(2)(g)
PO Ruger brought Sgt. Siani’s attention to PO Ruger when § 87(2)(b)
was approximately three
or four car lengths away from the officers’ vehicle. Sgt. Siani did not recall what § 87(2)(b)
was
wearing or whether his hands were visible when he first saw him. Sgt. Siani did not recall §87(2)
s hands being in his pockets at any point in the incident. Sgt. Siani did not see any
suspicious bulges on § 87(2)(b)
s person at any time during the incident.
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PO Ruger stated that she recognized § 87(2)(b)
from the gang intelligence she had received and
said something about a gun call or a gun arrest. PO Ruger stated that it looked like § 87(2)(b)
was holding something, but she did not state what it looked like he was holding or why she
thought he was holding something. § 87(2)(b)
noticed Sgt. Siani’s car and then quickly walked
approximately three car lengths forward before making an abrupt turn onto the stoop of
§ 87(2)(b)
PO Ruger told Sgt. Siani to stop and stated that she would follow §87(2)
on foot. Sgt. Siani did not recall if PO Ruger stated what actions she intended to take
towards § 87(2)(b)
including whether she stated that she intended to stop, frisk, or search §87(2)
While Sgt. Siani parked the car, PO Ruger approached § 87(2)(b)
and told § 87(2)(b)
to stop
and show her his hands. Sgt. Siani did not recall the exact words PO Ruger used in giving these
instructions. These were the only instructions that Sgt. Siani recalled PO Ruger giving §87(2)
Sgt. Siani did not know if § 87(2)(b)
s hands were visible when PO Ruger approached
him because he was focused on parking the car.
Sgt. Siani parked the car and then approached PO Ruger and § 87(2)(b)
When Sgt. Siani
approached PO Ruger and § 87(2)(b)
PO Ruger was in the process of frisking § 87(2)(b)
Sgt.
Siani did not instruct PO Ruger to frisk or search any of § 87(2)(b)
s pockets. No evidence was
recovered from the frisk. Sgt. Siani did not see PO Ruger search § 87(2)(b)
Throughout Sgt. Siani and PO Ruger’s interaction with § 87(2)(b)
had an irate and
§
87(2)(b)
annoyed demeanor,
shouted, asking they officers why they “fuck” they were
stopping me , stating that they could not “fucking” stop him, calling for his mother and stating to
her that the police were “fucking” stopping him again. Sgt. Siani did not describe § 87(2)(b)
cursing at him and PO Ruger prior to PO Ruger approaching him. § 87(2)(b)
did not ask Sgt.
Siani or PO Ruger for their names or shield numbers at any point during the incident. Sgt. Siani
and PO Ruger did not state their names and shield numbers at any point during the incident. PO
Ruger did not identify herself by the name “Rivera” or by any other false name during the
incident.
Surveillance Video
On April 16, 2012, § 87(2)(b)
provided the CCRB a video recording of the incident taken by
two surveillance cameras, CAM1 and CAM2, posted at § 87(2)(b)
in Manhattan
§
87(2)(b)
(encl. 5A-C, 25A). CAM1 is positioned inside
in the hallway leading
to the front door and shows the interior hallway and vestibule leading to the front door, as well as
§ 87(2)
the building stoop and an area of
directly across from the building. The view of
(b)
the stoop and the street is obstructed by the frames of the building’s glass front and vestibule
doors. CAM2 is positioned on § 87(2)(b)
to the west of the front door, facing
east. The building stoop is visible directly in the center of the frame and § 87(2)(b)
is
§
87(2)(b)
visible for about six car lengths east of
The video begins with a time signature of March 31, 2012, and that the time is 3:06:42 p.m.
Because § 87(2)(b)
PO Lynn Ruger, and Sgt. Christopher Siani provided the time of the
incident as approximately 3:40 p.m., the investigation determined that the time code on the video
surveillance is inaccurate. There is no audio in the video recordings from either CAM1 or CAM2.
Because the view of CAM1 is partially obstructed, the following summary describes the events
visible in the recording taken by CAM2 unless noted otherwise.
At 3:08:00 p.m., § 87(2)(b)

becomes visible at the top left center of the frame walking
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§ 87(2)
westbound on the north side of
in an apparently casual manner. § 87(2)(b)
(b)
§ 87(2)
wears dark pants, shoes, and a hoodie. § 87(2)(b)
crosses
to the south
(b)
sidewalk and continues walking westbound. § 87(2)(b)
walks in an unhurried fashion.

At 3:08:32 p.m., § 87(2)(b)

turns to his right and ascends the three stairs of the stoop of
moving his right arm across his chest area when
beginning the turn in a manner consistent with an effort to build momentum as he steps up the
stairs. § 87(2)(b)
does not place either hand on his waistband while turning or ascending the
stoop. No officers or police vehicles are visible to either camera when § 87(2)(b)
turns and
§
87(2)(b)
walks up the stoop.
approaches the door of the building, the view of which is
obstructed in both CAM1 and CAM2, for approximately one second and then turns around to face
the road.

§ 87(2)(b)

At 3:08:38 p.m., approximately two seconds after § 87(2)(b)
turns around, an unmarked black
§ 87(2)
car enters the frame driving eastbound on
and
comes to a stop at 3:08:41 p.m.,
(b)
approximately three car lengths east of § 87(2)(b)
remains facing out
toward the street, shifting his weight from side to side, and watching the car as it stops. His left
hand is visible at his side, and his right hand is not visible.
At 3:08:41 p.m., PO Ruger, who is wearing plainclothes and a jacket, exits the front passenger
seat of the unmarked car, immediately points at § 87(2)(b)
with her left hand, and begins to
walk toward him. PO Ruger appears to make statements to PO Ruger as she approaches him. As
PO Ruger approaches § 87(2)(b)
the unmarked black car backs up and comes to a stop (as seen
in CAM1) approximately one half car length west of § 87(2)(b)
At 3:08:47 p.m. PO Ruger points at § 87(2)(b)
with her right hand while approaching him. §87(2)
puts his hands up. § 87(2)(b)
s left hand is visible in the recording from CAM2, and he
appears to be holding a dark, rectangular object consistent with the size and shape of a cellular
phone. § 87(2)(b)
s right hand is visible in the recording from CAM1, and he does not appear to
be holding anything in his right hand.
At 3:08:54 p.m., § 87(2)(b)
lowers his arms for one second. His left arm is visible out to his
side, and his right arm is not visible. PO Ruger takes one step up the stairs of the stoop and begins
to reach toward § 87(2)(b)
immediately puts both his hands up again. PO Ruger
§
87(2)(b)
grabs
s hoodie at his stomach and right elbow and guides him down the stoop to the
sidewalk. Sgt. Siani, who is wearing plainclothes and a jacket, is seen exiting the unmarked car in
CAM1 and running toward PO Ruger and she guides § 87(2)(b)
down the stoop. PO Ruger puts
her hands on § 87(2)(b)
s elbows and guides his arms further up, placing his hands on his head.
When § 87(2)(b)
s hands are placed on his head, his pants are shown sagging several inches
beneath his waistline. While PO Ruger is putting § 87(2)(b)
s hands on his head, Sgt. Siani
arrives by her right side.
At 3:09:03 p.m., just as Sgt. Siani arrives at PO Ruger's left side, PO Ruger puts her right hand
into the left pocket of § 87(2)(b)
s hoodie for two seconds, moving her hand up and down in the
pocket twice and then turning her wrist in a circular motion. PO Ruger does not remove any
objects from the pocket. During this search Sgt. Siani walks behind PO Ruger to her right side.
At 3:09:05 p.m., PO Ruger uses lifts up the bottom hem of § 87(2)(b)
s hoodie up to his stomach
with her left hand and searches underneath the hoodie with her right hand for three seconds.
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officers, no allegations of discourtesy have been pled.

Identification of Subject Officers
PO Ruger and Sgt. Siani confirmed their participation in the incident. Allegations A and B have
been pled against PO Ruger because she admitted to stopping and searching § 87(2)(b)
without
being instructed to do so.
During his CCRB interview, § 87(2)(b)
initially stated that he did not recall whether PO Ruger
searched him. After § 87(2)(b)
viewed the video recording of the incident, which shows that PO
Ruger searched his left hoodie pocket and lifted up and searched underneath § 87(2)(b)
s
hoodie, he stated that he did not see PO Ruger lift up his hoodie during the incident. § 87(2)(b)
complained that he was searched in his Notice of Claim and his 50-H hearing. The video of the
incident shows that PO Ruger was the only officer to search § 87(2)(b)
It is undisputed that Sgt.
Siani did not instruct PO Ruger to search § 87(2)(b)
Therefore, Allegation C has been pled
against PO Ruger.
Investigative Findings and Recommendations
Allegation A – Abuse of Authority: PO Lynn Ruger stopped § 87(2)(b)
Allegation B – Abuse of Authority: PO Lynn Ruger frisked § 87(2)(b)
It is undisputed that PO Ruger stopped and frisked § 87(2)(b)
It is undisputed that PO Ruger
did not question § 87(2)(b)
prior to stopping or frisking him.
Sgt. Siani stated that, upon exiting her car, PO Ruger told § 87(2)(b)
to stop and show his
hands. § 87(2)(b)
stated that, upon exiting her car, PO Ruger repeatedly told him, “Come here”
and instructed him to take his hand out of his pocket. The surveillance video shows that PO Ruger
pointed at § 87(2)(b)
and made statements to him immediately upon exiting her car and that §87(2)
put his hands up. Therefore, the preponderance of the evidence supports the
determination that PO Ruger stopped § 87(2)(b)
immediately upon exiting her car.
PO Ruger stated that she exited her car and approached § 87(2)(b)
because she knew that §87(2)
was in a gang, because § 87(2)(b)
had made an abrupt turn away from her upon making
eye contact with her, and because § 87(2)(b)
cursed at her as soon as she approached him.
During her CCRB interview, PO Ruger did not cite suspicion of any crime as a reason for
approaching § 87(2)(b)
However, PO Ruger’s Stop, Question and Frisk Report notes that §87(2)
was stopped for suspicion of criminal possession of a weapon. The Stop, Question and
Frisk Report lists “suspicious bulge/object: hand in waistband” as an additional reason for
stopping § 87(2)(b)
and notes under additional circumstances “area has high incidence of
reported offense of type under investigation.”
PO Ruger initially described the turn § 87(2)(b)
made as “a complete 180,” but later described it
as a 90-degree turn. § 87(2)(b)
stated that he was returning home from the store at the time of
the incident and did not notice the officers until he was already on his stoop. The video of the
incident appears to show § 87(2)(b)
returning to his home. Due to the position of the
surveillance cameras, it cannot be determined at what point he first saw PO Ruger.
PO Ruger initially described § 87(2)(b)

cursing while she was approaching him but later stated

Page 12
CCRB Case # 201204253
CCRB – Confidential

PO Ruger was shown the entire video recording of the incident. PO Ruger’s attention was then
directed to 3:09:04 p.m. in the video, at which point she is seen searching § 87(2)(b)
s left
§
87(2)(b)
hoodie pocket. The portion of the video showing the search of
was replayed for PO
Ruger. At 37:47 in the audio recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB interview, she was asked the
following questions regarding what is seen in the video, and she gave the following answers:
Q:
Are you putting your hand in his § 87(2)(b)
s] pocket?
PO Ruger: No. That’s possibly a t-shirt or some else that he had right here. Also you can see
that his boxers are pretty high, and those are his jeans. You know, that’s his
waistband area. That’s the area that I’m checking.
Q:
Reviewing this video, you do not remember putting your hand inside of any
pockets?
PO Ruger: I didn’t put my hand in any of his pockets. No.
The second false claim which PO Ruger made to the CCRB was that § 87(2)(b)
had his back to
her during the incident. PO Ruger repeatedly cited § 87(2)(b)
having his back to her as having
contributed to her suspicion that he had a weapon and, therefore, to her decision to frisk him.
At 14:12 in the audio recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB interview, she was asked the following
question and gave the following answer:
Q:
What did you suspect him[ § 87(2)(b)
of?
PO Ruger:
I thought that he had a weapon on him. He wouldn’t show me his front.
At 17:28 in the audio recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB interview, she was asked the following
question and gave the following answer:
Q:
Did you instruct him § 87(2)(b)
to turn around?
PO Ruger: Yeah.
Q:
Okay. Did he comply with that?
PO Ruger: No.
Q:
How many times did you tell him to do that?
PO Ruger: I don’t know. I don’t know an exact number.
Q:
More than once?
PO Ruger: Yes.
At 24:34 in the audio recording of PO Ruger’s CCRB interview, she was asked the following
question and gave the following answer:
Q:
Did you actually see him § 87(2)(b)
holding onto something with his hands?
PO Ruger: Um, I saw, when, like I said, his back was towards me, so he could have had a, a
shotgun there.
The video recording of the incident shows that § 87(2)(b)
did not have his back towards PO
Ruger from the time she arrived at the location in her car until she physically turned him around
while frisking him. The video therefore refutes PO § 87(2)(b) s claim that § 87(2)(b)
had his back
toward her and that that him having his back toward her contributed to her suspicion that he had a
weapon.
PO Ruger was shown the video recording of the incident. At 33:32 in the audio recording of her
CCRB interview, the following question regarding her previous statements that § 87(2)(b)
had
his back toward her during the incident, and she provided the following answer:
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