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Officers responding to a home alarm going off went to the wrong house. They entered the house, 
startling the resident. The house that the officers responded to and entered was not the address that 
was on the SPRINT form that was associated with the incident. They asked the resident for 
identification, and after he provided it, they left. In her CCRB interview, Officer Beissel stated that 
the SPRINT printout was incorrect and that they had been to the correct house. She further stated 
that during the incident, the alarm in the house had been going off and continued to go off 
throughout the encounter. Her partner, who had also responded, did not state that an alarm was 
going off during the incident and could not recall whether the home had an alarm system or not. 

The CCRB substantiated allegations that the officers had improperly entered the house, since they 
responded to the wrong address, and found that PO Beissel had made a false statement that the 
alarm was going off during the home entry. At a departmental trial, an NYPD administrative judge 
found PO Beissel not guilty. 
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February 4, 2013 
9:36 a m. – 9:49 a.m.  
 
Officer Dayne Beissel is a West Indian female who stands 5’2” tall and weighs 140 pounds. She has brown hair and brown eyes. 
At the time of the interview, she was  years old.  
 
On May 17, 2012, Officer Beissel worked in uniform from 7:05 a.m. to 3:40 p.m. with Officer Yuseff Hamm. They were assigned 
to the Burglary Auto in marked vehicle #   
 
Memo Book 
At 8:27 a.m., Officer Beissel received a 10-11 (alarm) at . At 8:46 a m., Officer Beissel concluded a 10-90 N 
(Notice served- unfounded or unnecessary alarm) and a 10-93Q (other report prepared, no arrest), #   
 
CCRB Interview 
On May 17, 2012, at approximately 8:27 a.m., Officer Beissel and Officer Hamm received a job over the radio for a 10-11, an 
alarm at the front door of . No sprint number was provided. When they arrived, Officer Beissel went to the 
front door and shook the handle. It was locked. There was no visible construction or other work being done on the house, which 
Officer Beissel added, could sometimes be the cause of a false alarm. Officer Beissel and Officer Hamm went to the back of the 
location and saw the back door wide open with the alarm still going off. Officer Hamm requested a supervisor on scene due to the 
open door.  
 
Approximately 30 seconds later, an Asian male, came hurriedly out the door. They later identified him to be the homeowner, 

 Officer Beissel asked  for his identification.  told her that he did not have 
his identification with him and stated that his wife had it inside of the residence. Officer Beissel told him that she needed his 
identification. He told Officer Beissel that he was going to go get his identification and that his wife could bring it to him.  

 proceeded to enter the location and attempted to close the door. Officer Beissel later stated, after being directed by 
her representative, that he never identified himself as the homeowner or stated his intentions to retrieve his identification before 
closing the door. Officer Hamm blocked the door, with his hands, from being closed and told  that they were 
going to follow him inside and to have his wife bring the identification downstairs. Officer Beissel did not grab his arm or yank 
him to prevent him from entering the residence and did not see her partner do so. Officer Beissel did not tell  that 
he was going to be arrested nor did Officer Hamm.  never asked the officers to stay outside or not to enter the 
residence. Officer Beissel stated that even if he had, it would not have made a difference given the circumstances of the situation.  
 
They entered the residence and walked into what appeared to be a living room.  called out a name. An Indian 
female, who had been wearing pajamas, came down the stairs, which was to their right, and handed the wallet over to  

 Officer Beissel was standing behind  next to Officer Hamm.  took the wallet, 
removed his identification and handed it to Officer Hamm. Officer Beissel and Officer Hamm wrote down his information. 
Officer Beissel glanced around the room and saw that  was in some of the pictures located around the room and 
concluded that he did indeed live there.  
 

 escorted the officers outside and they left the location. Officer Beissel and Officer Hamm prepared a UF-250 and 
received a sprint number of    never told Officer Beissel that he did not have an alarm system. She stated 
that it was never discussed because she could clearly hear the alarm. Officer Beissel never saw the alarm system; she only heard it 
but was certain that it was coming from  house. The supervisor never arrived at the location nor did any other 
units. 
 
Officer Beissel reviewed Sprint #  as provided during the interview. After reviewing it, she stated that this sprint was for 
the job that she responded to; however, the address on the sprint was incorrect. According to Officer Beissel, when the job first 
came over, she received the address currently shown on the sprint, ; however, a second later, the operator 
corrected herself and provided the address as  which is the address that she and Officer Hamm responded to. 
Officer Beissel stated that she did not know why the address on the Sprint print-out was never corrected. When Officer Beissel 
initially told her account of the incident, before questioning, she failed to mention hearing an alarm until her representative 
addressed it. 




