201407556
Erek Powers
Mark Xylas
Ryan Galvin

On July 24, 2014, at about 3:00 pm, a call went out that one member of a group of young boys had
displayed a firearm. Members of the 81* precinct anti-crime squad responded, but by the time they
arrived one or more of the children had left. That afternoon, a family in an apartment in the same
complex filed a complaint with the CCRB stating that a sergeant and two officers had knocked on
their door, entered without permission, and stated that they were looking for a boy by a certain
name. They searched the apartment, found the boy was not there, and left.

Sergeant Powers, PO Xylas, and PO Galvin all denied entering the apartment. Sergeant Powers
stated that they responded to the call for a gun and stayed with the four boys who were present; PO
Xylas and PO Galvin both stated that one boy fled but that they were unable to catch him.

The CCRB credited the complainants, who accurately described all three officers, over the officers,
and found that the officers entered a premise without legal authority and that they lied in their
CCRB statements.

At the officers’ administrative trial, which took place nearly three years later, the witnesses did not
appear. While the administrative law judge admitted their CCRB statements into testimony, but did
not credit them given they were not subject to cross examination. He found the officers not guilty
and the NYPD did not issue any discipline.

The NYPD did not punish PO Galvin and PO Xylas for the false statement and the CCRB
allegations are listed only as “other misconduct” in a letter from the district attorney.



CCRB INVESTIGATIVE RECOMMENDATION

Investigator: Team: CCRB Case #: [ Force [0 Discourt. [ U.S.
Arthur Albano Squad #3 201407556 M Abuse [J O.L. O Injury
Incident Date(s) Location of Incident: Precinct: 18 Mo. SOL EO SOL
Thu, 07/24/2014 3:00 PM 81 01/24/2016 1/24/2016
Date/Time CV Reported CV Reported At: How CV Reported:  |Date/Time Received at CCRB

Fri, 07/25/2014 3:40 PM CCRB Phone Fri, 07/25/2014 3:40 PM

Complainant/Victim Type Home Address

Witness(es) Home Address

Subject Officer(s) Shield TaxID Command

1. POM Ryan Galvin 08096 081 PCT

2. SGT Erek Powers 05297 081 PCT

3. POM Mark Xylas 11251 081 PCT

4. POF Rikki Vanbrackle 08555 084 PCT

Witness Officer(s) Shield No Tax No Cmd Name

1. POM Romando Julien 08171 081 PCT

2. POM Vaughan Ettienne 29839 081 PCT

Officer(s) Allegation Investigator Recommendation
A . POM Mark Xylas Abuse of Authority: PO Mark Xylas threatened to damage A . 20

o R v
Abuse of Authority: PO Mark Xylas entered and searched% B.
I i 1o\

Abuse of Authority: PO Ryan Galvin entered and searched  C . [RiSIIE
i Brooklyn

Abuse of Authority: Sgt. Erek Powers entered and searched D .

§ 87(2)(b) in Brooklyn.

E . SGT Erek Powers Other: Sgt. Erek Powers intentionally provided a false
official statement when he said that he had no knowledge of

an entry or search of JEUSIC RGN in Booklyn.

F . POM Mark Xylas Other: PO Mark Xylas intentionally provided a false official F .
statement when he said that he did not enter or search%

I i~ Brookiyn.

G . POM Ryan Galvin Other: PO Ryan Galvin intentionally provided a false official G .
statement when he said that he did not enter or searchm

e
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B . POM Mark Xylas
C . POM Ryan Galvin

D . SGT Erek Powers

S 87 (2)0)




Officer(s) Allegation Investigator Recommendation

S01(00). 5 B12I0) —
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Case Summary

On July 24, 2014 at approximately 3:00 p.m. EVLLES 87(2)(0) were
standing in front of in Brooklyn. They stated that they witnessed four
plainclothes officers running down JEEREI 2 small private roadway in the immediate
vicinity of and then out of sight.

According to EECEIEENEG 2 d FERN moments later. the same four officers walked
to SECSI 2nd up to the second floor of the apartment. announced themselves as
police and loudly knocked on the door for a few minutes while Sgt. Powers and PO Van Brackle
remained on the ground floor with Messrs. and JEBON Sgt. Powers indicated to
I 2t that time that they were looking for a male, and since SO knew the residents
of the apartment of which the officers were knocking on, he entered IOy to obtain their phone
numbers. entered and exited FUZRI closing the door behind him, but keeping the
door unlocked.

The two officers returned down stairs and then directed their attention to SN
once he exited ERIN PO Xylas asked SN if be lived in the apartment. and
I stated that he did not. PO Xylas allegedly responded, “You just came out of there, open
the door or we’ll kick it in.” (Allegation A). stated that he would ring the doorbell,
but before he could PO Xylas allegedly turned the knob to the apartment door and walked inside
(Allegation B). PO Galvin walked in behind PO Xylas while Sgt. Powers remained in the
hallway, just outside the doorway (Allegation C). Due to the entry, officers awoke JHZEH

and JQECNEE An officer allegedly told JERE that they were looking for a
minor by the name of SRS explained that no one by that name was present, but
the officers continued to search the apartment. The officers still allegedly searched all of the
rooms of the apartment in places in which a person could hide (under beds, in closets, etc.)
(Within Allegation C). The officers’ alleged search produced negative results and the officers

left the residence not having taken any steps to identify SeeG) or
§ 87(2)(b)

Mediation, Civil, and Criminal Histories
e On August 20, 2014, during her sworn statement. rejected mediation.
On May 1, 2014, a notice of claim inquiry was submitted to the NYC Comptroller’s
office. A response to this inquiry will be included in the case file upon its receipt.
e The Office Court of Administration reveals the following criminal convictions for

(Board Review 1):

o HED

|
|
e A search of The NYPD’s Booking Arraignment and Disposition System did not reveal

any anrests for QN

[ S 87(2)(b)

e A search of the NYPD’s Booking Arraignment and Disposition System did not reveal
any arrests for
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Civilian and Officers CCRB Histories

e This is the first complaint filed by or involving or

e Sgt. Powers has been a member of the service for seven years and there are no

substantiated allegations against him,

e PO Galvin has been a member of the service for four years and has one substantiated
allegation against him: in CCRB case 201306539 the CCRB substantiated a vehicle
search allegation against PO Galvin and recommended charges. The CTS does not have
record of the NYPD disposition or penalty in regards to this allegation.

e PO Xylas has been a member of the service for six years and there are no substantiated
allegations against him.

e PO Rikki Van Brackle has been a member of the service for nine years, and this is the
first complaint filed against her.

Investigative Findings and Recommendations

Identification of Subject Officers

An Event Summary (Board Review 2) was obtained for a report of a firearm at 761
Herkimer St., in Brooklyn, in the immediate vicinity of the incident location (Board Review 3).
The Event lasted between 2:36 p.m. and 3:42 p.m., which was inclusive of the timeframe of this
incident. stated that he saw officers, in plainclothes, running down EESCEEEEEEEE
towards EEZCNEE- PO Galvin, PO Xylas, and PO Ettienne all state that when arriving at the
location to address the report of a firearm, at least one individual ran from the officers. PO
Galvin and PO Xylas both admitted to chasing the minor(s) down EESCEEE towards Rugl
] stated that it was the same officers that were running on
soon after entered UGN 2partment. According to the Event Summary and all officer
testimony, the 81% Precinct Anti-Crime team were the only identified plainclothes unit on scene.
The investigation therefore determined that JEQRNNS a!legations would be pleaded against
members of the 81% Precinct Anti-Crime team, narrowing the field of officers to Sgt. Powers, PO
Ettienne, PO Julien, PO Xylas, and PO Galvin.

and UGN 2! state that there was an officer that identified
himself as a Sergeant that remained just outside of the door to ]
I cescribed him to be a 5°87-5°9” tall, 170-180-Ib black man with black hair and black
eyes, in his early thirties. Sgt. Powers is a EHQIQN -old 5°8” tall, 165-Ib black man with black hair
and eyes, which matches EUSIONEs description. Since Sgt. Powers would be working
in a supervisory capacity, and was allegedly present for both the entry and the entirety of the
search of SRCEIIENEGGN The fact that he did not actually cross the threshold of the
doorway does not absolve him from responsibility of the actions of his subordinates. Therefore
Allegation D will be pleaded against him.

alleged that three officers were inside of the apartment, one uniformed
officer stood outside with Sgt. Powers and one uniformed officer stood at the back of the
apartment, seemingly watching the windows of the apartment. who was inside of the
apartment recalled only two officers being present inside of the apartment and searching. S
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stated that two to three officers were inside the apartment, but could not provide detailed

descriptions of any. and G0N Were both consistent that two white officers in
plainclothes searched the apartment. PO Galvin and PO Xylas were the only two white officers

of the Anti-Crime team that were identified for this incident. Therefore Allegations B and C are
pleaded against them.

Of the two white officers. SN 21lcged that the shorter bald officer threatened
to break down the door if he did not open it. PO Xylas is three inches shorter than PO Galvin and
has a shaved head while PO Galvin does not. Therefore Allegation A will be pleaded against PO
Xylas.

Allegations Not Pleaded

alleged that an additional black officer entered the apartment to assist with the
search. however SO only stated that there were two officers. was uncertain
how many were inside, only having interacted with a white officer and stated that there was “one
to two” other officers inside the apartment searching. As stated above, the investigation narrowed
the potential subjects down to the 81% Precinct Anti-Crime team which consisted of five officers.
The investigation identified Sgt. Powers as standing just outside of the apartment door and PO
Galvin and PO Xylas inside, leaving PO Julien and PO Ettienne as the other potential subjects.
Both PO Ettienne and PO Julien were consistent in their testimony (Board Review 4 and 5) that
they both remained with the initial four minors that were stopped. Given that the minors were
stopped for a report of a firearm, and there was a total of four subjects stopped, it is reasonable
that both PO Julien and PO Ettienne remained with the minors. By process of elimination, this
would leave no other plainclothes officers on scene to have searched the apartment with PO
Galvin and PO Xylas. The investigation therefore credited JEZRIs recollection that only
two officers entered and searched her apartment and therefore an allegation for an entry and
search will not be pleaded against, “An officer.”

Allegation A- Abuse of Authority- PO Mark Xylas threatened to damage S
and (O property.

Allegation B- Abuse of Authoritv- PO Mark Xvlas entered and searched (O
in Brooklvn.

Allegation C- Abuse of Authority- PO Rvan Galvin entered and searched (EECNIIINGGEG
in Brooklyn.

Allegation D- Sgt. Erek Powers entered and searched SEECNENNGNG ECRNN it
Brooklvn.

It is undisputed that Sgt. Powers, PO Xylas, PO Galvin, PO Ettienne, and PO Julien responded to
a report of a man with a firearm at the approximate time and location of this incident. It is
undisputed that the result of their response to this assignment, four minors were placed under
arrest, and an airsoft gun was recovered from them (see arrest reports Board Review 6 ).

According to Sgt. Powers, once he responded to the location the four minors were all standing
still, and none of them ran from officers (Board Review 7). However, PO Mark Xylas (Board
Review 8) and PO Galvin (Board Review 9) admitted to chasing an individual that fled from the
original stop location. However, both stated that they only did so for a short distance (50-100 ft.),
and after the subject was lost, they returned to the original stop location and did not take any
additional steps to identify or locate the individual that they lost. All officers deny entering or
searching any residences during the time of the incident, and denied even knocking on doors to
canvass for any individual.
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According to JSECHEENN (Board Review 10), after seeing the officers run down JEEEE
I they walked to SR 2nd up to the second floor of where
they knocked on the door of the second floor apartment for several minutes. During that time,
stated that he attempted to call the resident of that apartment (not a victim in this
case) on the second floor to tell her that the police were at her home, and went inside 2R in
the presence of Sgt. Powers and PO Van Brackle to obtain the second floor resident’s phone
number and a phone. also told Sgt. Powers that “no guys” live on the second floor
apartment. Ultimately the officers came back down to the first floor where Sgt. Powers, PO Van
Brackle and O erc and the officers then directed their attention to him. PO Xylas
having been informed by an officer that JEZOE jvst exited SHZREN 2sked SN if he
lived there. stated that the owners were inside, and PO Xylas allegedly stated, “Open
the door or we’ll kick it in.” went to go ring the doorbell and PO Xylas allegedly
turned the knob and walked inside with PO Galvin.

stated that as they were entering, he stopped the officers for a second because
B 24 RIS dogs “jumped up” and began barkjng upon sight o_f the officers S
I then took both dogs to the backyard to prevent anything from happening to them.

(Board Review 11), (Board Review 10), SN (Board Review 12),
and SEON (Board Review 13) all stated that the officers then searched the apartment in

locations in which a person could hide (under beds, in closets, etc.). also stated that
an officer told her that they were looking for a boy by the name of “EHR] and stated that
someone told them that he lived in this apartment. After the officers finished their search, they
left the location. and SN stated that a plainclothes black male
officer who identified himself as a sergeant was standing outside the apartment with a uniformed
plainclothes officer.

PO Van Brackle (Board Review 14) did not have a clear recollection of this incident, however
when shown a copy of the Event Summary for this incident (Board Review 2), and a photograph
of the incident location (Board Review 15), she testified that she recalled guarding the front door
of a building that resembled EONNENN She also stated that she recalled hearing what
sounded like a large dog barking. PO Van Brackle also stated that she recalled Sgt. Powers being
present with her, though could not state what the officers were doing, and denied seeing any
officers enter or search any of the apartments within JECEINGE

§ 87(2)(0)

It is a basic Fourth Amendment law that searches and seizures inside a home without a warrant
are presumptively unreasonable. Brigham City v. Stuart, 547 U.S. 398 (2006). While there are
exceptions to the warrant requirement (voluntary consent, exigent circumstances, an emergency
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situation), the burden to establish a basis for the application of such exceptions rests on the
government. Welsh v. Wisconsin, 466 U.S. 740 (1984). (Board Review 16)

§ 87(2)(9)

egation E- Other Misconduct- Sgt. Erek Powers intentionallv provided a false official
statement when he said that he had no knowledge of an entrv or search of

All

SN JZCON in Boorklyn.

Allegation F- Other Misconduct- PO Rvan Galvin intentionally provided a false official
statement when he said that he did not enter or search EECHEIING EEOHN in
Brooklyn.

Allegation G- Other Misconduct- PO Mark Xvlas intentionally provided a false official
statement when he said that he did not enter or search EECHEEINING EEON in
Brooklyn.

§ 87(2)) Sgt.
Powers, PO Galvin, and PO Xylas conducted an entry and search of] in
order to search for an individual that had fled from them. Sgt. Powers, PO Galvin, and PO Xylas
all denied having taken any steps to identify or locate any individuals that ran from officers,

entering or searching (R SEERE or even knocking on any doors within the
vicinity of SEg)

NYPD Patrol Guide Procedure 203-08 prohibits officers from intentionally making false official
statements to the CCRB. (Board Review 16)

§ 87(2)(0)

§ 87(4-b), § 87(2)(9)
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Pod:

Investigator:

Signature Print Date
Supervisor:
Title/Signature Print Date
Reviewer:
Title/Signature Print Date
Reviewer:
Title/Signature Print Date
Page 7

CCRB Case # 201407556

CCRB - Confidential




































SERGEANT EREK POWERS 12
POLICE OFFICER MARK XYI.AS
POLICE OFFIC YAN GALYIN

He acknowledged that at 15:07:29, central dispaich was notified that four individuals had
been arrested, but testified that that is not necessarily the exact time at which those individuals
were arrested. (Tr. 119).

On cross-examination, Respondent Powers acknowledged that his memobook entry from
that day indicates that at 1507 hours, four individuals were arrested. (Tr. 125; CCRB Ex. 7). He
asserted that his memobook entry of the arrest reflects the time at which he notified central
dispatch that the arrests were made and as a result, central dispatch assigns an arrest time. (Tr.
126). Additionally, he acknowledged that his first entry regarding this incident occurred at 1459,
though the event chronology indicates that he arrived at |G 14:38:36 (Tr.
128-130). He asserted, however, that he did not make an memobook entry indicating what time
he actually arrived on the scene. (Tr. 128).

On further cross-examination, Respondent Powers testified that he did not chase any
individual, but admitted that he was not sure that any of the other Anti-Crime officers chased
anyone. (Tr. 136). He later learned that some of his subordinates ran after another individual.
(Tr. 137). He acknowledged that he is unaware if other members of his team encountered other
individuals in addition to the four that were stopped in front of I 43

Respondent Xylas described _ as part of a large apartment building
complex with roughly 25 to 30 different addresses and identical buildings. often causing
confusion regarding the addresses within the complexes. (Tr. 147, 153). Upon arrival,
Respondent Xylas saw four males standing in a group and a fifth male standing approximately
100 1o 150 feet further west down the street towards _ (Tr. 148-149, 154).
According to Respondent Xylas, someone indicated that the male further down the strect was

with the group as well, so he ran down the street to try to make contact with the fifth male. (Tr.






















SERGE EREK POWERS 19

POLICE OFFICER MARK XYL AS
POLICE OFFICER RYAN GALVIN

Particularly troubling to this tribunal is that at no point in the investigatory phase was a
photo array conducted to attempt to identify Respondents, despite the investigator's access to
Department photos. Without a positive identification at trial, or the benefit of cross-examination
regarding the inconsistent recollections of the complaining witnesses, this tribunal cannot
determine by a preponderance of the credible evidence that it was Respondents who engaged in
the charged misconduct. Accordingly. Respondents Powers, Xylas, and Galvin are found Not

Guilty of all the charges against them.

Respectfully submitted,

N
\ \ " M \o 5
Nancy R. Ryan
Assistant Deputy Commissioner Trials

APPROVED
N oSOy )

JA P O'NEILL
POLIC MMISSIONER




DISTRICT ATTORNEY

KINGS COUNTY
350 JAY STREET
BROOKLYN, NY 11201-2908
(718) 250-2000
WWW.BROOKLYNDA.ORG

[INSERT NAME]
Assistant District Attorney

Eric Gonzalez
District Attorney

[INSERT DATE]

[INSERT D/C INFO]
Re: [INSERT CASE NAME]
Kings County Dkt./Ind. No. [#####H##HHEH

In connection with the above-named case, the People voluntarily provide the following information
regarding:

MOS NAME: RYAN GALVIN

MOS TAX: I

in satisfaction (to the extent applicable) of their constitutional, statutory, and ethical obligations.
Further, the People reserve the right to move in limine to preclude reference to this information, or
otherwise to object to its use and/or introduction into evidence.

Disclosure # 1:

A
TESTIMONY FROM

-
THREE WITNESSES - POLICE OFFICERS | R YAN GALVIN, SHIELD NUMBER
08096, AN D |

I
B VS TICE INGRAM CONCLUDED THAT TO THE EXTENT THAT ALL THREE OFFICERS TESTIFIED THAT
N S T TESTIVIONY WAS NOT

CREDIELE. |
-
]

Disclosure # 2:

THE PEOPLE ARE AWARE OF THE FOLLOWING FEDERAL CIVIL RIGHTS ACTION(S) AND/OR STATE TORT CIVIL
LAWSUIT(S) IN WHICH THE INDICATED OFFICER HAS BEEN NAMED AS AN INDIVIDUAL DEFENDANT. NOTE, THE
DISPOSITION INFORMATION MAY NOT BE CURRENT:

PLAINTIFF DOCKET COURT FILED DISPOSED | DISPOSITION
Harvey 501655/2017 Sup. Ct., 1-26-17 - Pending
McManus Kings Cty.

Gregory 517036/2016 Sup. Ct., 10-3-16 - Pending
raffney Kings Cty.
Anthony 15-CV-6436 E.D.N.Y. 11-10-15 - Pending
Greene dispositive
motion practice




34/2015 Sup. Ct., 1-12-15

Kings Cty.

Chris Berry

Pending

Stanley Clark | 15-CV-4961 E.D.N.Y. 8-24-15

4-15-16

Settlement,
without
admission of
fault or liability

Mike Jones, et | 14-CV-4095 E.D.N.Y. 7-1-14

al.

2-6-15

Settlement,
without
admission of
fault or liability

Derrick Rouse | 13-CV-5984 E.D.N.Y. 10-29-13

8-18-14

Settlement,
without
admission of
fault or liability

Sharine 13-CV-117 E.D.N.Y. 1-8-13

Ziegler, et al.

3-9-15

Settlement,
without
admission of
fault or liability

BASED UPON CCRB DOCUMENTS UP TO DATE THROUGH OCTOBER 13, 2020, THE PEOPLE ARE AWARE

OF THE FOLLOWING CCRB SUBSTANTIATED AND/OR PENDING ALLEGATIONS AGAINST THIS OFFICER:

Disclosure # 3:
CCRB CASE: 201306539
REPORT DATE: 07/18/13
INCIDENT DATE: 07/17/13
CCRB SUBSTANTIATED ALLEGATION(S):
1. ABUSE—VEHICLE SEARCH
NYPD DISPOSITION/PENALTY: NO GUILTY—NOT PENALTY

Disclosure # 4:
CCRB CASE: 201407556
REPORT DATE: 07/25/14
INCIDENT DATE: 07/24/14
CCRB SUBSTANTIATED ALLEGATION(S):

1. ABUSE—PREMISES ENTERED AND/OR SEARCHED

NYPD DISPOSITION/PENALTY: NOT GUILTY—NO PENALTY

OTHER MISCONDUCT NOTED:

2. OMN—OTHER MISCONDUCT

SEE ATTACHMENT BELOW

Eric Gonzalez
District Attorney
Kings County



DISTRICT ATTORNEY

KINGS COUNTY
350 JAY STREET
BROOKLYN, NY 11201-2908
(718) 250-2000
WWW.BROOKLYNDA.ORG

Eric Gonzalez [INSERT NAME]
District Attorney Assistant District Attorney

[INSERT DATE]

[INSERT D/C INFO]
Re: [INSERT CASE NAME]
Kings County Dkt./Ind. No. [#######1HH]

In connection with the above-named case, the People voluntarily provide the following information
regarding:

MOS NAME: MARK XYLAS

MOS TAX: ]

in satisfaction (to the extent applicable) of their constitutional, statutory, and ethical obligations.
Further, the People reserve the right to move in limine to preclude reference to this information, or
otherwise to object to its use and/or introduction into evidence.

Disclosure # 1:

SUP. CT., KINGS CTY., MAY 18, 2016, IND.

-
NO. IR 2USTICE JOHN INGRAM [

-
I O C¢ OF FICERS MARK
- e
-
JUSTICE INGRAM CONCLUDED THAT TO THE EXTENT

THAT ALL THREE OFFICERS TESTIFIED THAT THE
THAT TESTIMONY WAS NOT CREDIBLE. THE COURT ALSO FOUND THAT THERE WAS

I

NO CREDIBLE TESTIMONY SUPPORTING OFFICER XYLAS'S ASSERTIO Ny
I
e
e

Disclosure # 2:

THE NYPD ENTERED A DISPOSITION OF MINOR PROCEDURAL VIOLATION, DATED 03/18/2020, AGAINST MOS
XYLAS.

CASE STATUS: CLOSED ON 10/12/2020

Disclosure # 3:

THE PEOPLE ARE AWARE OF THE FOLLOWING FEDERAL CIVIL RIGHTS ACTION(S) AND/OR STATE TORT CIVIL
LAWSUIT(S) IN WHICH THE INDICATED OFFICER HAS BEEN NAMED AS AN INDIVIDUAL DEFENDANT. NOTE,
THE DISPOSITION INFORMATION MAY NOT BE CURRENT:

PLAINTIFF DOCKET COURT FILED DISPOSED DISPOSITION

Ebonique Julien

14-CV-9942

S.D.N.Y.

12-17-14

12-29-15

Settlement, without
admission of fault or
liability




Ramsey Baines 15-CVv-1472 E.D.N.Y. 3-20-15 3-11-16 Rule 68 Judgment
settlement, without
admission of fault or
liability

Edgar Connor 15-CV-2590 E.D.N.Y. 5-6-15 3-1-17 Settlement, without
admission of fault or
liability

Marie Thomas 518702/2017 Kings Cty. 9-27-17 Pending

Sup. Ct.

Stanley Clark 15-CV-4961 E.D.N.Y. 8-24-15 4-15-16 Settlement, without
admission of fault or
liability

Rufus Whitney 15-CV-5176 E.D.N.Y. 9-6-15 4-26-16 Settlement, without
admission of fault or
liability

Earlene Fulmore, 16-CV-904 E.D.N.Y. 2-23-16 5-11-17 Settlement, without

etal. admission of fault or
liability

Frontis Braxton 16-CV-5164 E.D.N.Y. 9-16-16 1-26-18 Settlement, without
admission of fault or
liability

Monifa Greene, 15-CV-6436 E.D.N.Y. 11-10-15 Pending,

etal. defendants’ filed
motion for summary
judgment

Scott Faine 11-Cv-3299 E.D.N.Y. 7-8-11 4-17-12 Settlement, without
admission of fault or
liability

Derrick Rouse 13-CV-5984 E.D.N.Y. 10-29-13 8-18-14 Settlement, without
admission of fault or
liability

Harvey 501655/2017 Kings Cty. 1-26-17 Pending

McManus Sup. Ct.

Chris Berry* 0000034/2015 Kings Cty.

Sup. Ct.

* Legal Aid’s “Capstat” website states that Sgt. Xylas is a named defendant in the Berry civil suit, however, at
the time the above research was conducted the civil complaint was not available on either of the state court
websites, WebCivil and NYSCEF, and so this entry is unconfirmed.

BASED UPON CCRB DOCUMENTS UP TO DATE THROUGH OCTOBER 13, 2020, THE PEOPLE ARE AWARE OF THE

FOLLOWING CCRB SUBSTANTIATED AND/OR PENDING ALLEGATIONS AGAINST THIS OFFICER:

Disclosure # 4:

CCRB CASE: 201407556
REPORT DATE: 07/25/2014
INCIDENT DATE: 07/24/2014

CCRB SUBSTANTIATED ALLEGATION(S):

1. ABUSE — PREMISES ENTERED AND/OR SEARCHED

2. ABUSE — THREAT TO DAMAGE/ SEIZE PROPERTY
NYPD DISPOSITION: APU: NOT GUILTY, NO PENALTY

OTHER MISCONDUCT NOTED:
1. OMN-OTHER MISCONDUCT




Disclosure # 5 (PENDING):

CCRB CASE: 201906066
REPORT DATE: 07/11/2019

Disclosure # 6 (PENDING):

CCRB CASE: 202003614
REPORT DATE: 05/28/2020

Eric Gonzalez
District Attorney
Kings County

SEE ATTACHMENT BELOW.
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