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Robert Delaney
David Oyague
A man wishing to file a CCRB complaint against officers in the 75th Precinct went into the precinct
itself. There he spoke with PO Delaney and PO Oyague; the man recorded the majority of their
interaction on his cell phone. Both officers told the man they could not give him a CCRB form, and
that if he wanted to file a CCRB complaint he had to call the agency or go to the CCRB.
This is not accurate – each precinct is required to have complaint forms on hand for civilians to fill
out, and the 75th precinct had such forms on hand during the time of the incident. In addition, PO
Delaney stated that the man had been cursing and acting disorderly, which was contradicted by the
video. PO Oyague, who escorted the man out of the precinct, stated that he had been instructed to
do so by a supervisor, but the video showed no evidence of that and the supervisor on the scene
stated he was not involved in the incident.
The CCRB substantiated allegations of failure to take a complaint against each officer and found
that each lied in their statement to the agency.
The NYPD provided the officers with formalized training and command discipline A for refusal to
process the civilian complaint but did not punish them for the false statement.
The CCRB allegation pertaining to the false statement was listed only as “other misconduct” in a
later letter from the district attorney regarding PO Delaney and as a CCRB finding of “false official
statement” for PO Oyague.

Interview Details

PO Oyague: White male, 5’9”, athletic build, bald, years old, uniform, shield #8107
PO1: Black male, 5’10”, athletic build, bald, uniform
PO2: Black male, 5’10”, heavyset, low-cut hair, 20s, uniform
PO3: Black male, 5’6”, slim build, receding hairline,
uniform
PO4: Male, plainclothes, business attire
PO5: Black male, 6’, 200 pounds, low-cut hair, 30s, uniform
PO6: White male, black hair, 30s
PO7: White male, 5’10”, heavyset, late 30s, plainclothes
PO McHale: Hispanic male, 5’10”, 170 pounds, black hair, uniform, shield #17625
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Interview Details

On October 7, 2016, Sgt. William Hall was interviewed at the CCRB as a subject officer. Sgt. Hall,
incident, is a 5’9”, 195-pound white male with blond hair and blue eyes.

years old at the time of the

On May 21, 2016, Sgt. Hall worked from 3:00 p.m. until 11:23 p m. He was assigned as the 75th Precinct desk officer. He did not
have a partner. Sgt. Hall was in uniform, and was not assigned to a motor vehicle.
Sgt. Hall has been assigned to administrative duties for the past two years. As a result, he does not keep a memo book.
Sgt. Hall had no independent recollection of the incident. He did not recognize a photograph of the complainant,
At
the time of the incident, Sgt. Hall worked as the desk officer, and worked behind the command’s front desk. The desk is located in
a room adjacent to the waiting area, which is in turn adjacent to the building entrance. The waiting area and the front desk room
are separated by a set of glass doors. Civilians do not have free access to the front desk area. There are signs posted on the
windows designating the front desk room as a restricted area. Numerous other officers besides Sgt. Hall work behind the front
desk, including officers assigned as the telephone switchboard operator or the assistant desk officer. He did not recall any officers
who were behind the desk on May 21, 2016. He did not recall if PO David Oyague or PO Robert Delaney were working behind
the desk at the time. From his position at the front desk, Sgt. Hall can see into the waiting area. Due to the doors between the
rooms, Sgt. Hall generally cannot hear what is said inside of the waiting area unless the speaker is yelling. Sgt. Hall would
occasionally visit other rooms in the stationhouse to inspect them. He did not recall if he conducted any such inspections at the
time of the incident.
Sgt. Hall did not recall any civilians coming to the stationhouse to file a complaint. He was not made aware of any civilian
attempting to file a complaint by any other officers. Sgt. Hall explained that when civilians come to the stationhouse to file
complaints against police officers, they are directed to a supervisor such as himself. The supervisor provides them with a form to
fill out. The civilian must fill the form out in their own handwriting. The form is then forwarded to the CCRB intake unit. IAB is
also notified. Sgt. Hall was not aware of any officer telling any civilians that they would not be allowed to file a complaint. He
was not aware of any officer telling a civilian that they would not be able to fill out a complaint form themselves, or that they
could only file the complaint with the CCRB directly.
Sgt. Hall did not recall any civilians using a cell phone to make recordings inside of the stationhouse. Sgt. Hall explained that
there is a small slot in the glass windows between the waiting area and the front desk room. He did not recall any individuals
sticking their hand through the slot, or attempting to record through the slot using a phone. Sgt. Hall did not recall any officer
telling an individual to stop recording inside of the stationhouse. Sgt. Hall did not know if civilians are entitled to record inside of
the stationhouse. He did not know if there were any specific regulations regarding areas inside of the building where recording is
forbidden. He felt that there are practical reasons why recording should be forbidden by the front desk, as it would intrude on the
privacy of both suspects and victims of crimes at the stationhouse, and because a person recording the layout of the stationhouse
might be doing so to plan for an assault or terrorist attack on the stationhouse.
Sgt. Hall did not recall any civilians shouting or causing a disturbance inside of the stationhouse. He did not recall any civilians
being asked to leave the stationhouse, or escorted out of the stationhouse. He did not recall any officers pushing any civilians
inside of the stationhouse.
Sgt. Hall was shown video footage of the incident recorded by
When shown the section of
second video
between 0:00 and 0:13, Sgt. Hall confirmed that the room depicted was the waiting area. At 0:20, he identified the doors seen as
the doors leading into the front desk area. At 0:54, he identified the bald male behind the desk as PO Oyague. He identified the
voice heard telling
that he cannot record as his own. He did not recognize the other white male officer seen at 1:03,
but recognized the black officer as PO Welsh. While Sgt. Hall recognized his voice, he did not recall the interaction himself in
detail. When shown the interaction at 1:18 where PO Oyague tells
that he will be arrested if he did not step outside,
Sgt. Hall stated that
could potentially have been arrested for trespassing if he remained by the front desk area without
permission, as it is labeled as a restricted area that civilians have limited access to. While Sgt. Hall did not think that it was
appropriate to record by the front desk area, he himself would not have arrested
just for doing so.
Sgt. Hall was then shown the section of
third video between 0:00 and 2:15, showing PO Oyague expelling
from the stationhouse. Sgt. Hall did not recall this interaction. He was unaware of PO Oyague making any contact with
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and did not recall observing any contact beyond what was seen in the video. Sgt. Hall did not recognize the officer
seen approaching
at 5:01. He did not recognize that officer’s voice during his subsequent conversation with
Sgt. Hall was shown still photographs #1-5, showing officers behind the front desk. He recognized the white-shirted officer in
photographs #1-3 as Lt. Cain, the platoon commander. He recognized the officer standing next to Lt. Cain as PO Morgan. Sgt.
Hall believed that the white-shirted officer in photos #4-5 might have been Captain Melendez, but he was not certain.
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PO Owens was then shown a section of the video at 5:04, showing several uniformed officers through a door affixed to a window.
Of the five officers shown, he recognized the officer standing on the right as PO Ramos, the officer standing on the left as PO
Diaz, and the officer standing to the right of PO Diaz as PO Drury.
PO Owens was also shown still photographs #1, #2 and #5, taken by
inside of the stationhouse. He identified the
white-shirted officer in the first two photographs as Lt. Cain. He identified the white-shirted officer in photograph #5 as Captain
Melendez. He did not recognize the other individuals shown in the photographs.
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Assistant District Attorney

Evi Gonzales
DsricAttorney
(INSERT DATE]
(INSERT D/C INFO]

Re:

[INSERT CASE NAME]
Kings County Dik./Ind. No. (His)
In connection with the above-named case, the People voluntarily provide the following information
regarding:
MOS NAME:
"ROBERT DELANEY
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 ts use and/or introduction into evidence.
Disclosure 1:
THENYPD SUBSTANTIATED THE FOLLOWING ALLEGATION, DATED 05/24/2017, AGAINST MOS DELANEY:
1. TRAFFIC VIOLATION BUREAU - COURT NON-APPEARANCE
CASE STATUS: CLOSED ON 11/07/2017
ACTION TAKEN: SCHEDULE A COMMAND DISCIPLINE
Disclosure #2:
THE NYPD SUBSTANTIATED THE FOLLOWING ALLEGATIONS, DATED 08/22/2015. AGAINST MOS DELANEY:
1: FOUND PROPERTY IN DEPARTMENT VEHICLE
2: FAILTO PROPERLY SEARCH DEPARTMENT VEHICLE
CASE STATUS: CLOSED 08/28/2019
ACTION TAKEN: CRAFT ENTRY/VERBAL INSTRUCTIONS
BASED UPON CCRB DOCUMENTS UP TO DATE THROUGH FEBRUARY 10, 2021, THE PEOPLE ARE AWARE OF THE
FOLLOWING CCRB SUBSTANTIATED AND/OR PENDIN G ALLEGATIONS AGAINST THIS OFFICER:
Disclosure #3:
CCRB CASE: 201605625
REPORT DATE: 06/29/2016.
INCIDENT DATE: 05/21/2016
SUBSTANTIATED CCR ALLEGATION(S):
1 Abuse refusal to process civilan complaint
2. Abuse- refusal to process civilan complaint
‘OTHER MISCONDUCT NOTED:
3. OMN- OTHER MISCONDUCT
NYPD DISPOSITION: FORMALIZED TRAINING AS TO ALLEGATIONS #1 AND 2. IN ADDITION, NYPD ISSUED.
ASCHEDULE A COMMAND DISCIPLINE AS TO ALLEGATION 2.

Disclosure # 4:
CCRB CASE NO. 201804621
REPORT DATE: 06/11/2018
INCIDENT DATE: 06/03/2018
SUBSTANTIATED CCRB ALLEGATION(S):
1.
Abuse – search of person
NYPD DISPOSITION: no disciplinary action – DUP

Eric Gonzalez
District Attorney
Kings County

RE

DISTRICT ATTORNEY

fin & &

KINGS COUNTY

S—

[INSERT
D/CINFO]

wos

so

Mos TAX:

—

A
————
a
oat see

prSuter
I
I
§

Disclosure # 5: (PENDING)
CCRB CASE: 201909830
REPORT DATE: 11/11/2019

Eric Gonzalez
District Attorney
Kings County

