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Julius Leung
Sergeant Leung was a witness to an arrest on November 17, 2016. When the CCRB obtained a copy
of his memo book from the Internal Affairs Bureau, it had a detailed account of the incident in it,
including a description of the injuries sustained by a civilian. In his CCRB interview later, Sergeant
Leung brought a memo book that had a single, shorter, entry in it and did not mention the injuries.
Under questioning, Sergeant Leung, first claimed that the entries in the book were accurate, then
when showed the photocopied entries from IAB, first stated that “they” may have written in a
“different book,” and then said that maybe he had lost his memo book. When asked about whether
he had in fact lost a memo book, he came up with yet another explanation, that he had written the
other entries in a different book to give a more complete account of the incident for an integrity
control officer. When asked when he had done this, he stated he could not remember.
In the incident that Sergeant Leung witnessed, the CCRB eventually cleared the officers. The CCRB
did find that Sergeant Leung had lied in his CCRB interview when he testified that he had not
doctored his memo book.
The NYPD issued no punishment to Sergeant Leung.
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Investigator:

Team:

CCRB Case #:

Nora Chanko

Squad #3

Incident Date(s)

Location of Incident:

201701731

 Force
¨ Abuse
Precinct:

18 Mo. SOL

EO SOL

107

5/17/2018

5/17/2018

Thursday, 11/17/2016 12:25 AM
Date/Time CV Reported

Complainant/Victim

CV Reported At:

How CV Reported:

Date/Time Received at CCRB

IAB

E-mail

Tue, 03/07/2017 11:08 AM

Type

Home Address

Witness(es)

Home Address

Subject Officer(s)

Shield

TaxID

Command

1. SGT Kenneth Farrell

05265

§ 87(2)(b)

107 PCT

02810

§ 87(2)(b)

107 PCT

5447

§ 87(2)(b)

107 PCT

2. SGT Julius Leung
3. DTS Kevin Choi

 Discourt. ¨ U.S.
 O.L.
 Injury

4. Officers

107 PCT

5. An officer

107 PCT

Witness Officer(s)

Shield No

Tax No

Cmd Name

1. POM Vincent Danseglio

13866

§ 87(2)(b)

107 PCT

2. POM Joseph Bergersen

11069

§ 87(2)(b)

107 PCT

3. POM Jeesoo Pak

09861

§ 87(2)(b)

107 PCT

Officer(s)

Allegation

Investigator Recommendation

A . SGT Kenneth Farrell

Force: Sergeant Kenneth Farrell pointed his gun at §(b)87(2)
.

A . Unfounded

Off. Language: Sergeant Kenneth Farrell made remarks to
based upon ethnicity.

B . Unfounded

Off. Language: Sergeant Kenneth Farrell made remarks to
based upon ethnicity.

C . Unfounded

Off. Language: Detective Kevin Choi made remarks to
based upon ethnicity.

D . Unfounded

Off. Language: Detective Kevin Choi made remarks to
son based upon ethnicity.

E . Unfounded

B . SGT Kenneth Farrell

§ 87(2)(b)

C . SGT Kenneth Farrell

§ 87(2)(b)

D . DTS Kevin Choi

§ 87(2)(b)

E . DTS Kevin Choi

§ 87(2)(b)

F . An officer

Off. Language: An officer made remarks to § 87(2)(b)
upon ethnicity.

based F . Unfounded

G . An officer

Off. Language: An officer made remarks to § 87(2)(b)
based upon ethnicity.

G . Unfounded

Off. Language: Sergeant Kenneth Farrell made remarks to
based on the perceived mental health of § 87(2)(b)
.

H . Unfounded

H . SGT Kenneth Farrell

§ 87(2)(b)
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Officer(s)
I . DTS Kevin Choi

Allegation

Investigator Recommendation

Off. Language: Detective Kevin Choi made remarks to
based on the perceived mental health of § 87(2)(b)
.

I.

§ 87(2)(g)

based J .

§ 87(2)(g)

§ 87(2)(b)

J . An officer

Off. Language: An officer made remarks to § 87(2)(b)
on the perceived mental health of § 87(2)(b)
.

K . Officers

Force: Officers pointed their guns at § 87(2)(b)

L . SGT Kenneth Farrell
M . SGT Kenneth Farrell
N . DTS Kevin Choi

K.

§ 87(2)(g)

Force: Sergeant Kenneth Farrell used a Taser against §(b)87(2)
.

L.

§ 87(2)(g)

Force: Sergeant Kenneth Farrell used a Taser against §(b)87(2)
.

M.

§ 87(2)(g)

Force: Detective Kevin Choi used physical force against
.

N.

§ 87(2)(g)

Discourtesy: Detective Kevin Choi spoke discourteously to
.

O.

§ 87(2)(g)

Other: There is evidence suggesting Sergeant Julius Leung Q .
provided a false official statement in violation of PG 203-08.

§ 87(2)(g)

.

§ 87(2)(b)

O . DTS Kevin Choi

§ 87(2)(b)
§ 87(2)(g)

Q . SGT Julius Leung
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§ 87(4-b), § 87(2)(g)

Allegation (Q) Other misconduct: There is evidence suggesting Sergeant Julius Leung
provided a false official statement in violation of PG 203-08.
The CCRB found evidence suggesting that Sgt. Leung provided a false official statement
regarding this investigation. CCRB case 201706469 was created and referred to IAB as a spin-off
in regards. The evidence is as follows:
The undersigned investigator requested a copy of Sgt. Leung’s memo book entries on April 6,
2017, and a copy containing three entries related to the incident was provided by the IAB/CCRB
Liaison on April 24, 2017 (27 Board Review). On August 4, 2017, Sgt. Leung appeared for his
CCRB interview and brought in a different copy of his memo book entries, which contained only
one entry related to the incident (28 Board Review). Sgt. Leung read the entry into the record,
which did not note § 87(2)(b)
s injuries or that he escorted EMS to the hospital. Sgt. Leung
was presented with the copy provided by the IAB/CCRB Liaison, and confirmed that they were
both his memo book. Sgt. Leung was asked to explain the differences between the copies, and
first said “they” might have wrote in a “different book.” Sgt. Leung then said that he might have
misplaced a book that he could not find. The last explanation Sgt. Leung provided was that he
thought he wanted to provide a more detailed entry when the Integrity Control Officer (ICO)
asked for his memo book entry for the date, so he wrote “some of the stuff onto this book.” One
of Sgt. Leung’s representatives asked him if he wrote it into a new book, and Sgt. Leung said he
wrote it on a new page. Later in the interview, Sgt. Leung said that he wrote it in a different book.
Sgt. Leung did not recall when he did this.
Patrol Guide Procedure 203-08 prohibits officers from intentionally making a false official
statement, which includes lying in an official NYPD document or report (29 Board Review).
Patrol Guide Procedure 212-08 states that chronological entries are to be made regarding
assignments (26 Board Review).
§ 87(2)(g)

Sgt. Leung brought the less detailed memo book entries into the CCRB and
provided conflicting explanations for the differences between his entries each time he was asked
on the record, which included that someone else may have written the entries and that he lost his
memo book. He also changed his answer regarding whether the second set of entries were on a
different page or in a different book. Sgt. Leung’s final justification, that he made the second set
of entries because he wanted to provide more detail about the incident when asked by the ICO
(who is tasked with conducting investigations and ensuring the integrity of officers in the
command), § 87(2)(g)
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