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Angel Gonzalez
A group of friends who had been spending time together in one friend’s apartment went downstairs
to the lobby of the building to wait for others, whom they believed to be on their way. There were
others in the lobby of the building when the men reached the lobby.
Unbeknownst to the men, police were responding to an alleged robbery at a bodega across the street
from the building. The officers who took the complaint from the bodega went to the apartment
building. One responding officer said no one in the lobby matched the description of the bodega
robbery. The officers then canvased the hallways and stairs of the building looking for an alleged
robber.
Meanwhile, other NYPD officers, led by Sergeant Angel Gonzalez, who led an anti-crime task force,
entered the lobby. These officers asked the people in the lobby for identification and searched them,
including searching the pockets of their clothing. After obtaining identification, the officers told
some of the men they had to go to the precinct because they had open warrants. At the precinct, the
men were held for between 30 and 45 minutes and then told they could leave. Neither had an open
warrant. One of the men had recently sued officers in the 46th precinct and thought he had been
targeted in retaliation for that suit.
Security video showed that Sergeant Gonzalez had supervised the search of the men in the lobby
and that he had removed one man’s jacket and searched the sleeves. But while every other police
officer involved in the incident could recall it, Sergeant Gonzalez stated that he had no memory of
the incident at all. The men who were taken to the precinct stated that Sergeant Gonzalez had
informed them that they had open warrants after checking on his cell phone, and the video showed
Sergeant Gonzalez checking his cell phone shortly before the men were taken away in handcuffs. At
no point did he provide any statement that would have justified stopping and searching the men in
the lobby, let alone handcuffing them and taking them to the precinct. He had no entries in his
memo book, and neither he nor anyone else filled out a stop-and-frisk form.
The CCRB substantiated allegations of improper stop, frisk, and search by Sergeant Gonzalez. It
found that numerous officers had failed to complete required paperwork and that Sergeant
Gonzalez had made a false statement in his CCRB interview.
Sergeant Gonzalez was tried by the administrative prosecution unit and forced to give up 12
vacation days.

PO1 is a medium-skinned Hispanic male, 6’1” tall, black hair, in his 40s, slightly accented speech.
PO2 is a white male, 5’9” tall, 190 to 199 pounds, short hair, in his 20s.
PO3 is a white or Hispanic female, average height and body build, black hair in a ponytail, in her 20s or 30s.
PO4 is a white male, 6’1” to 6’2” tall, almost 200 pounds.
PO5 is a white male, tall in stature, skinny body build, longer black hair.
PO6 is a white male, 5’10” tall, short blondish hair (longer than
hair), in his 20s.
did not collect the names of any of the officers, but said he would try if he was able to do so in the
future.
mentioned that he just had a daughter, and was trying to stay out of trouble. He did not understand
why officers kept harassing him. He does not want to cause trouble and get shot on accident because they think he has
a gun.

Interview Details

Subject Officer: PO LUIS CRUZ
See coversheet for pedigree and assignment information.
Memo Book
PO Cruz made the following entries in his memo book: At 7:32 p.m., PO Cruz responded to a larceny in
progress at
. At 8:00 p.m., a vertical visibility patrol was conducted at
At
8:20 p.m., the job was marked as a non-crime corrected, no larceny in progress, gone on arrival.
CCRB Testimony
On April 23, 2015, PO Cruz was interviewed at the CCRB.
On January 21, 2015, a radio run was received of a larceny/robbery of a bodega by black males with firearms.
PO Cruz could not recall any further description put over the radio. PO Cruz and PO Storer (Hispanic male) were
nearby the bodega when the call was received and they arrived quickly. PO Cruz’s supervisor, a sergeant, responded
to the bodega to ensure the situation was not a robbery. PO Cruz could not recall who the sergeant was and clarified
that it was a supervisor, but he could not recall if this person was his direct supervisor. He could not recall the
sergeant’s partner/driver.
When PO Cruz and PO Storer arrived to the location, they quickly collected details. The bodega owner (name
unknown) said a group of guys tried to rob the store. He provided pretty much the same description that was put over
the radio, except that the individuals were a mix of black and Hispanic males, one of whom had a firearm that the
owner saw and one of whom had a red hoodie. PO Cruz could not recall how many males were said over the radio and
by the bodega employee to be involved, but approximated between four and five. PO Cruz could recall no further
clothing description besides the red hoodie that was given. The owner said that when the group left the store, they ran
to the left. The only building to the left upon exiting the store is
which is across the street from
the bodega, and a school. The owner was not entirely certain that the group ran into the building. The new description
was probably put over the radio and the intention of the officers to enter the building.
PO Cruz and PO Storer entered
PO Cruz described the layout in the following way:
Upon entering the front door, there is a security desk with two elevators to the right. People were going in and out of
the building during this time. PO Cruz saw no one who matched the description of the perpetrators of the larceny.
The officers first asked the security guard (only one was on duty) if they saw anyone run into the building.
The security guard (no name collected; described as a black male in his 20s) stated that he was unsure as it was about
a 24-story building. The security guard did not mention that he spoke to other officers before PO Cruz and PO Storer.
The sergeant did not go with PO Cruz and PO Storer, and this was the only building entered in regard to the larceny.
PO Cruz and PO Storer were the first to arrive.
PO Cruz and PO Storer took the elevator to the top floor and conducted a search of the building by going
down the stairs and looking in every single hallway to the bottom floor. They were the only officers to do so. PO
Storer was with PO Cruz the entire time. The officers did not find anything and did not stop anyone. This took fifteen
to twenty minutes, during which time the officers did not knock on any doors.
When PO Cruz and PO Storer came downstairs, additional officers had arrived. At least two officers from the
Anti-Crime Team, PO Accomando and PO Concannon, responded to the building. PO Cruz did not have an
independent recollection of PO Zerbo or PO Quatrale responding to the building. PO Cruz initially said that other
officers arrived at different times, and while he could not recall how many officers, he thought about three cars
responded. When asked if that could be about six officers, PO Cruz agreed. He could not recall if any of these officers
were also at the bodega, but were sure that they went to the bodega at some point. A significant number of officers
responded because of the severity of the call, being a robbery of the bodega with a firearm. He then later said that he
was uncertain if other officers arrived.
PO Cruz and PO Storer told PO Accomando and PO Concannon that the building was clear. PO Cruz and PO
Storer said the rear of the building was clear. PO Cruz did not see PO Accomando or PO Concannon speaking to any
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amending his earlier statement that he searched the upstairs hallway for fifteen minutes. At 07:38, it was noted the
and
were being stood up. At 07:58, PO Cruz identified himself at the moment they were being
walked out of the building in handcuffs. He did not think he asked why they were handcuffed. He did not escort them
to vehicles or transport anyone to the stationhouse. He could not recall ever learning why
and
were detained, but did not think he ever learned.
After viewing the videos, PO Cruz still had no recollection of the individuals stopped and did not know why
they were. He could provide no information about them. He could recall no conversation he had with the other
officers regarding the individuals. He did not think he knew the individuals were stopped. He could not identify after
watching the videos the officers who were at the bodega with him the first time he went. He never conducted any
warrant checks of anyone. After he left, he did not think he ever went back inside the building.
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Subject Officer: PO ANDREW STORER
See coversheet for pedigree and assignment information.
Memo Book
PO Storer made the following entries in his memo book: At 7:45 p.m., an investigation was conducted for a
possible crime of a larceny in progress with a gun at
. At 7:47 p.m., he arrived at the scene and a
canvass was conducted with the complainant/victim. AT 8:00 p.m., it was determined that there were negative results
and no actual gun. A vertical visibility patrol was conducted at
At 8:20 p.m., the final
disposition was gone on arrival and non-crime corrected. Patrol was then resumed.
CCRB Testimony
On April 24, 2015, PO Storer was interviewed at the CCRB.
On January 21, 2015, at 7:45 p.m., a radio run was received regarding the bodega located at
and PO Storer could not recall what information was received or if descriptions were provided over the radio.
He then said that the radio dispatcher said the job was a larceny in progress with a possible firearm, which he did not
have an independent recollection of, but knew to be accurate because it was recorded in his memo book. PO Storer
was with PO Cruz for his entire tour. He could not recall who drove the patrol car.
Other officers besides PO Storer and PO Cruz were at the bodega and PO Storer could not recall who. PO
Storer could not recall how many officers were present, if they were all from his command or if they were dressed in
uniform or plainclothes. The cashier of the bodega (described as a Middle Eastern male, over 35 years old; name not
collected) located at
stated to PO Storer that an individual (the cashier described him as a black
male) in a group of three to five males (PO Storer could not recall the descriptions that the cashier provided of them or
if clothing descriptions were collected) entered the bodega and threatened him with a handgun. PO Storer first
referred to the cashier as the owner and cashier, but later said he was not privy to the information of whether or not
the individual owned the bodega. PO Storer could not recall the descriptions that the cashier provided. PO Storer and
PO Cruz instructed the cashier to get inside their patrol car and to point out the individual with the gun if he saw him
while the officers drove around. At 8:00 p.m., the canvass that covered a three-block radius around the bodega and
took approximately thirteen minutes, ended and yielded negative results.
PO Storer could not recall if a UF 61 was prepared. When asked if it was protocol that one would be
completed, PO Storer said one would have been completed if the cashier wanted to go through with the complaint.
When asked how it was determined whether or not a C/V wanted a report, PO Storer said that in an effort to arrest the
alleged perpetrator, the officers would put the C/V in their vehicle in attempt to locate the perpetrator or investigate
the allegations once given the job. When asked if it was most likely that a UF 61 was prepared given that the cashier
was in the patrol car, PO Storer said he did not know because he did not prepare one. He did not know who would
have been responsible for generating a UF 61. He could not recall who was assigned the job. It was “absolutely”
possible that the responsibility for generating a UF 61 would not be that of PO Storer and PO Cruz even though they
conducted the canvass with the C/V. No other officer was in the patrol car during the canvass. PO Storer could not
recall who his supervisor was for the date of the incident. Supervisors do sign off on UF 61 reports. Sometimes, AntiCrime supervisors do change who they work with. Two Anti-Crime supervisors, Sgt. Ching and Sgt. Gonzalez are
assigned to the command and PO Storer had no independent recollection of working with either of them on the date of
the incident.
The cashier said at the end of the canvass that he thought the individual with the gun lived at
a building with which PO Storer is familiar. The cashier said that he thought this because the people with
whom the individual was with who frequent the bodega also frequently hang out in front of the building. He said he
has had problems with the group before. PO Storer could not recall if he or PO Cruz put the information from the
cashier over the radio. After the canvass, PO Storer and PO Cruz dropped the cashier off at the bodega. Officers were
in the vicinity that may have spoken to him about the information regarding where the individual with the gun may
live.

After PO Storer resumed patrol, he did return to the stationhouse to use the restroom. He could not recall how many
times he returned to the stationhouse, but knew he did at least once. PO Storer ended his tour at 2:05 a.m. the next
morning and completed no overtime.
PO Storer was not involved in either
or
apprehension. He was not asked to question
them and was not asked to do a warrant check. He was never handed identification for anyone in the building. He
received no information about anyone being apprehended. He did not know if there was an arrest or apprehension
made in regard to the incident at the bodega that was being investigated.
PO Storer viewed the third out of three videos and recognized the location as the lobby of
The investigator paused the video at the 00:31 minute mark and pointed out the group of people standing by
the door. She said that to her knowledge, they were officers. When she restarted it, PO Storer said that he did not
recognize any of the officers. The video was paused at 00:42, and PO Storer recognized himself (officer in the gray
sweater) and PO Cruz in the video when he approached a desk, which he identified as that to which the security guard
is stationed. He could not recall how many security guards were on duty at the time. PO Storer also identified PO
Concannon and PO Accomando in the video at 01:46. PO Accomando is the one with the armband to the left of
frame. When the officers are near the elevator, PO Storer said he could not recall what was being discussed but
thought it was about them going upstairs. He could not recall what was occurring with the group of individuals
detained. PO Storer recognized the officer of a higher rank as indicated by the white shirt as Lt. Lagrasta. When Lt.
Lagrasta moves out of frame to where PO Storer and PO Cruz had earlier gone, PO Storer said he could not recall if
he spoke to Lt. Lagrasta at that time. The investigator pointed out an officer with an armband on his phone and
identified him as one in the previous two videos who was taking the lead with the detained individuals. PO Storer
could not identify him. At 07:54, officers emerged from the elevator area and the individuals are stood up and
handcuffed. At 08:38, it is noted that PO Storer reenters frame and watches the individuals being stood up and led out
of the building. At 09:05, PO Storer holds the door as the individuals are led out in handcuffs. Lt. Lagrasta is the last
officer to leave the building before PO Storer. PO Storer’s memory was not prompted as to why the individuals were
arrested and he noted that he was not present when they were handcuffed. He had no information about why the
individuals were being arrested.
PO Storer had no information about any stop and frisk reports generated. He generated none for anyone
stopped in the building.
PO Storer never heard an officer say to the individuals detained, “Sit the fuck down,”
“Shut the fuck up,” or “I can do whatever the fuck I want.” He was never instructed or asked to conduct a strip-search
either of the individuals. He did not pat down or search the individuals that were handcuffed, and he saw no officer do
this.

Interview Details

Subject Officer: SGT ANGEL GONZALEZ
See coversheet for pedigree and assignment information.
Memo Book
Sgt. Gonzalez made no entries in his memo book regarding the incident, but made the following notations. At
6:00 p.m., a roll call was conducted with the crime team who included PO Storer and PO Cruz in RMP
and PO
Concannon and PO Accomando in RMP
At 2:00 a.m., he ended his tour.
CCRB Testimony
On May 11, 2015, Sgt. Gonzalez was interviewed at the CCRB. He originally said that he did not note who
was on the Anti-Crime Team for the day, but noted them in the abovementioned entry when asked to read from his
memo book. He denied having an independent recollection of the incident. He viewed the CCRB photographs of
and
but did not recognize them.
Sgt. Gonzalez received the following details about the incident, with the distinctions made between those
received by officers and those received by civilians. At the bodega located at the corner, practically across the street
from the incident location, a bodega owner reported a dispute in which group who included an individual with a gun
entered the store. Many officers responded to the location and went looking for the individual with the gun. It was
thought that the group went into
as there was nowhere else to go. Officers entered, and
and
were standing there with another individual. The officers approached them almost
immediately and question, frisk and search them.
and
were told they had warrants and were
handcuffed and taken to the stationhouse, where nothing further happens. After approximately a half hour, they are
released without being told what happened. Sgt. Gonzalez’s memory was not prompted from these details.
Sgt. Gonzalez reviewed the command log entries for
and
It was noted that his name
was written as the supervisor authorizing the arrests. Sgt. Gonzalez said it was not his handwriting and the desk
officer would have made the entries. He could not recall verifying the arrests. No other officer besides Sgt. Gonzalez
was supervising the Anti-Crime Team. PO Quatrale and PO Zerbo are not on the Anti-Crime Team. Sgt. Gonzalez
viewed the Witness I-Cards for
and
but his memory of the incident was not prompted.
Sgt. Gonzalez viewed the three videos of the lobby of
. The investigator began the first
video and paused it at 00:48. Sgt. Gonzalez could not immediately identify the officer that was first pointed out, but
eventually recognized the officer as himself. He could not identify the three uniformed officers with him. It was noted
when Sgt. Gonzalez approached the security guard’s desk and the group, and while he spoke to them. At 01:29, it was
noted when Sgt. Gonzalez seemed to instruct an officer to pat down an individual in red. At 01:41, it was noted when
the individual sat down. It was noted when the second individual stood up and Sgt. Gonzalez patted him down and
reached into his pockets. Sgt. Gonzalez’s legal representatives, Sgt. John Quinn and Mr. John Patton, Esq., said that
reaching into the pockets could not be seen for certain. The investigator said that the video would show the individual
removing the coat and Sgt. Gonzalez reaching his arms through the sleeves. At 03:12, it was noted that the
individual’s coat was removed and Sgt. Gonzalez held it in his hand and put his arm through both sleeves. It was
noted when Sgt. Gonzalez patted down the third individual. Sgt. Gonzalez denied being able to recall the incident
after watching the video or of why he was even present at the building. He denied being able to recall anything about
the date of the incident.
Sgt. Gonzalez viewed the second video. He was informed that when he is seen on his cellphone, the civilians
said that he was checking for open warrants at the time, and they were told that they did have warrants.
Sgt. Gonzalez viewed the third video. He identified Lt. Lagrasta in the video and had no recollection of
working with him on the date of the incident. At 07:49, it was noted that two of the individuals were handcuffed as
Sgt. Gonzalez stood by. It was noted when the handcuffed individuals were led out of the building. Sgt. Gonzalez
again denied being able to recall the incident. He could offer no explanation for why they were stopped and detained.
He could offer no explanation for why he patted down and searched the individuals.
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Sgt. Gonzalez denied telling the individuals to “sit the fuck down” or “shut the fuck up,” or saying, “I can do
whatever the fuck I want,” on the basis that he does not do that. He could not recall any other officer saying this. He
was informed that
alleged that at the stationhouse, he was taken into a bathroom and asked to remove his
clothing, which he refused to do. He denied issuing any instruction for them to be strip-searched and had no
recollection of this. Sgt. Gonzalez could offer no explanation to why no stop and frisk reports were produced.
Sgt. Gonzalez said that when people are listed on i-cards as witnesses, the protocol is to talk to them about
going to the stationhouse so the detective on the case can speak with them. This would be their choice.
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of no arrest being made in regard. After he left the location, he could not recall where he went or if he went to the
stationhouse.
Lt. Lagrasta did not know what happened to the individuals at the stationhouse. He did not know if
or
spoke to any detective. Lt. Lagrasta did not speak to the detective involved in the investigation
for which the i-cards were generated. He did not instruct that any officer conduct a strip-search and did not
recommend that one be conducted.
Lt. Lagrasta was informed of the following:
and
alleged they were taken to the
stationhouse for about 45 minutes, during which time one was taken to a bathroom. He was asked to remove his
clothing and he refused. The officer did not insist and he was taken back to a cell. They were released without
speaking to anyone or any explanation as to why they were stopped. Lt. Lagrasta did not know why
and
did not speak to anyone and was not informed on any of the circumstances involving their detainment. Lt.
Lagrasta made no decisions in the detainment process.
Lt. Lagrasta viewed the video that was obtained from the incident location, beginning with the first. He
recognized the location as the lobby of the building. He confirmed that the area to the right of frame where stairs are
seen is where the individuals were. He was informed that to the investigator’s knowledge,
and
were in the group first seen. The investigator fast forwarded through most of the video, as the officers do not enter
until the very end, but said the group was mostly seen doing what they are seen doing in the beginning: speaking and
standing around. Lt. Lagrasta was unaware of any officers observing these males before entering the building.
Lt. Lagrasta then viewed the second video. At 00:52, he identified PO Zerbo as the other officer on the left.
He recognized the plainclothes officer as Sgt. Gonzalez. At 2:00, it was noted that Sgt. Gonzalez patting down a male
after which time he takes his coat and looks through the sleeves. Lt. Lagrasta could not recognize the male in a nonNYPD uniform emerges from the left as the security guard to whom he spoke and could not recall how many were
on-duty at the time or if there was more than one. The security guard was stationed behind the desk seen on the left of
frame.
Lt. Lagrasta viewed the third and last video. He identified the officer in the gray sweater as PO Storer. When
it was noted that he seemed to specifically remember PO Storer, he could not recall why and could recall no specific
action PO Storer took. Lt. Lagrasta recognized himself as the officer in the white shirt. It was noted that he arrived at
least ten minutes into the incident and he could not recall why he arrived when he did. He could not recall issuing any
instructions to the officers. He was informed some officers said they conducted a vertical of the building. He could
not recall conducting a vertical. At 6:33, it was noted that Lt. Lagrasta stood very close to the stopped individuals. Lt.
Lagrasta could not recall what was happening in the moment or if he was speaking to them. He could not identify the
officer standing right in front of the door and facing the camera. At 7:49, it was noted that
and
would soon be handcuffed and led out of the building. After viewing the video, Lt. Lagrasta could recall no further
information he received about
and
or what Sgt. Gonzalez said. When Lt. Lagrasta came close
to the camera and seemed to look around, he said that he could not recall what was out of view and he was looking for
narcotics. He could not recall if
or
were ever suspected of narcotic activity. At 09:21, it was
noted that it seemed that Lt. Lagrasta was speaking to the security guard. He could not recall the contents of the
conversation but said they usually ask for a name and shield number for a required report. He did provide this
information.
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of the incident. After viewing the video footage of the incident, he said the non-crime corrected notation at 8:38 p.m.
in his memo book did not refer to this incident, but was the result of a previous job, either the roving band (10-51) or
complaint (10-68).
PO Bautista did not return to the stationhouse until the end of the night at 11:35 p.m. and took no break that
day. Sgt. Gonzalez did not instruct him to conduct a strip-search of any of the stopped males and he never did that of
his own accord.
PO Bautista was informed of the following details regarding the incident:
and
were
with one to two other males in the lobby of the incident location. Many officers enter the building and the group is
approached almost immediately. Sgt. Gonzalez (identified by the investigator) took the lead with them. He gets on his
phone, conducts a warrant check, and tells the individuals that they have warrants. He does not tell the individuals
what the warrants are for and they do not know.
and
are taken to the stationhouse. They speak
to no one. One is held upstairs in a room supposedly waiting for a detective who he never sees and the other is held in
a cell. One is taken to a bathroom and asked to remove all his clothing, and he refuses. The officer did not insist and
he is taken back to the cell. They are released without summons, arrest or explanation. They never learned why they
were stopped. This did not sound familiar to PO Bautista.
PO Bautista was informed that when the investigator requested warrants for the individuals, witness I-cards
were returned for both
and
and both were shown to him. PO Bautista has done a warrant
check before. This is done either over the radio, via a computer in the patrol car or by calling the front desk.
Information about I-cards does not come up during warrant checks unless a check is done at the precinct stationhouse.
I-cards are sometimes indicative of criminality. PO Bautista did not know if it is voluntary for subjects of witness Icards as to whether or not they want to return to the stationhouse.
PO Bautista was shown the 3 videos obtained from the incident location. He recognized the lobby as the
incident location and he pointed out the security guard booth. He could not see the officers who walk in at the end of
the first video clearly enough to identify them. During the second video, he identified Sgt. Gonzalez at the 00:26
minute mark and recognized himself and his partner walking in at 00:34. The video did not prompt his memory of any
conversation between Sgt. Gonzalez and the males, and he could not identify the other officers present. It was noted
that from 01:21 to 01:40, an individual in red was patted down by PO Bautista in the waistband. PO Bautista thought
he did this because it was a call for a gun run. He did not reach into the individual’s pockets. He could not recall if
Sgt. Gonzalez instructed him to do this. This portion of the video was shown again, and it was noted that 01:17, the
Sgt. Gonzalez indicated by pointing that the individual in red should go to PO Bautista, who could not recall any
statement made during the moment. PO Bautista saw nothing on this individual resembling a weapon. He may have
seen a bulge of a cellphone, but he could not recall. He did not recognize this individual from anywhere. At 01:54, it
was noted that Sgt. Gonzalez patted down an individual in a black jacket. He could not recall if he saw bulges and
noted it was hard to tell because the individuals were wearing jackets and generally everyone has bulges from
cellphones. He saw nothing on this individual that resembled a weapon. It was noted that at 3:10, the individual
removed his jacket and at 03:20, Sgt. Gonzalez reached into the sleeves. PO Bautista could not recall what Sgt.
Gonzalez did during this time and received no indication to inform on why he did this. PO Bautista said the individual
who walks into frame from the left at 03:41 looked like a security guard because of his shield. He did not know this
individual. It was noted that at 03:52, Sgt. Gonzalez patted down the third individual. PO Bautista could not recall
seeing any bulges on this individual and he saw nothing resembling a weapon. It is customary for officers to inquire
about weapons, but he could not recall if Sgt. Gonzalez asked them about weapons. He did not speak to the
individuals about whether or not they had weapons. It was noted that at 04:52, PO Abadia was still to the left of
frame. PO Bautista did not know what Sgt. Gonzalez had in his hand at 05:03, and the investigator noted that he took
this item from the third individual’s pocket and it may have been identification.
During the third video, at 00:09, it was noted that PO Bautista and PO Abadia left the location. He could not
recall Sgt. Gonzalez telling them to leave and it may have been that they just asked to do so, since so many officers
were there. He could not identify the officers who entered after he and PO Abadia left.
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