
Complainant/Victim Type Home Address

Witness(es) Home Address

Subject Officer(s) Shield TaxID Command

1. POM Sean Hughes 15710 PSA 3
2. SGT Dustin Edwards 02809 PSA 3

Witness Officer(s) Shield No Tax No Cmd Name

1. DT3 Mark Holder 6724 090 DET
2. SGT Ercan Aydin 01437 090 PCT
3. POM Michael Nocerino 28102 PSA 3
4. LT Ronald Perez 00000 PSA 3
5. LT Christophe Cantelmi 00000 090 PCT

Officer(s) Allegation Investigator Recommendation

A .  SGT Dustin Edwards Abuse of Authority: Sgt. Dustin Edwards entered and 
searched  in Brooklyn.

A .  

B .  SGT Dustin Edwards Abuse of Authority: Sgt. Dustin Edwards stopped  B .  

 

E .  POM Sean Hughes Other: PO Sean Hughes provided a false official statement to 
the CCRB when he denied entering  

 in Brooklyn and arresting .

E .  

F .  SGT Dustin Edwards Other: Sgt. Dustin Edwards provided a false official 
statement to the CCRB when he denied entering  

 in Brooklyn and arresting  
.

F .  

Investigator: Team: CCRB Case #: � Force � Discourt. � U.S.

Simon Wang               Squad #2                      
          

201310485 ; Abuse � O.L. � Injury

Incident Date(s) Location of Incident: Precinct: 18 Mo. SOL EO SOL

Wed, 11/06/2013   9:00 PM 90 05/06/2015 5/6/2015

Date/Time CV Reported CV Reported At: How CV Reported: Date/Time Received at CCRB

Thu, 11/07/2013  12:44 PM CCRB Phone Thu, 11/07/2013  12:44 PM

CCRB INVESTIGATIVE RECOMMENDATION
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did not recall going to the 90th Precinct stationhouse. PO Nocerino was not aware of any arrests at 
 that evening.  

PO Nocerino did not know how long he was present at  He did not know 
whether he was there the entire time from 6:40 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. PO Nocerino did not recall what 
the administrative reason was for him going out of service at 9:00 p.m. 

Witness Officer: Lt. RONALD PEREZ 
x Lt. Perez is a -ROG�+LVSDQLF�PDOH��ZKR�LV��¶�´�WDOO�DQG�ZHLJKV�����SRXQGV��+H�KDV�

EURZQ hair and EURZQ eyes.
x At the time of the interview, Lt. Perez was assigned to the aviation unit. On November 6,�

2013, Lt. Perez was the platoon commander of PSA 3. He was dressed in uniform and was�
driven by PO Hughes in patrol car number 

Memo Book 
On November 6, 2013, at 6:40 p.m., Lt. Perez arrived at  in response to a 
call for assistance regarding two police officers injured at the location. A level one mobilization 
was initiated to search for the suspect. The level one mobilization was terminated at 12:05 a.m. 
on November 7, 2013. (encl. 8e-h) 

CCRB Statement 
On November 12, 2014, Lt. Ronald Perez was interviewed at the CCRB. (encl. 8i-k) 

On November 6, 2013 at approximately 6:40 p.m., Lt. Perez and PO Hughes went to  
 in response to a call for assistance (10-13) by two police officers who were 

injured. Lt. Perez and PO Hughes found PO Eusebi and PO Dimichele, the two injured officers 
inside the stairwell on the second floor of the building. PO Dimichele was unconscious, and PO 
Eusebi was injured lying on his back. PO Eusebi informed Lt. Perez that while he and PO 
Dimichele were conducting a vertical patrol inside the stairwell of the building, they encountered 
two individuals inside the stairwell. One of the individuals, a black male, reached towards his 
waistband upon seeing the officers. One of the officers grabbed that individuals hand, and that 
individual responded by pushing the officers, causing them to fall down the stairwell. The 
individual then fled the location out of the first floor landing. PO Eusebi then transmitted a 10-13. 
Lt. Perez authorized a level one mobilization to search for the suspect. Lt. Perez did not recall 
ZKHWKHU�WKHUH�ZDV�DQ\�GHVFULSWLRQ�RI�WKH�VXVSHFW¶V�FORWKLQJ�DYDLODEOH�WR�KLP��/W��3HUH]�GLUHFWHG�
PO Hughes to remain with the injured officers to ensure they were properly treated and 
transported to the hospital, while Lt. Perez went to the building lobby to direct officers arriving in 
response to the level one mobilization.  

There was a large number of police officers from the various commands in the region who 
UHVSRQGHG�WR�WKH�FDOO�IRU�DVVLVWDQFH�SULRU�WR�/W��3HUH]¶V�DUULYDO��DQG�PRUH�RIficers responded to the 
level one mobilization. Lt. Perez directed officers to conduct vertical patrols of multiple 
apartment buildings in the vicinity. Lt. Perez did not recall whether Sgt. Edwards was present, 
and did not recall issuing any orders to Sgt. Edwards. Lt. Perez also began to conduct vertical 
patrols.  

$W�D�SRLQW�LQ�WKH�HYHQLQJ�ZKLFK�/W��3HUH]�GLG�QRW�UHFDOO��EXW�ZDV�³TXLWH�VRPH�WLPH´�DIWHU�KH�ILUVW�
arrived, Lt. Perez was inside the stairwell of  conducting a vertical patrol, 
as he walked past the 4th floor, he saw through the window of the stairwell fire door, several 
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police officers in both uniform and plainclothes, from different commands, escorting a young 
black male in handcuffs through the   hallway. The only officer amongst them that Lt. 
Perez recalled was Lt. Christopher Cantelmi of the 90th Precinct. Lt. Perez did not see PO Hughes 
or Sgt. Edwards. Lt. Perez did not see which apartment the officers came from and he did not 
know who the individual under arrest was. He did not recall whether Sgt. Edwards or PO Hughes 
were amongst the officers.  Lt. Perez escorted those officers downstairs, where he encountered 
executive level officers whom he debriefed regarding the level one mobilization, and so his 
attention was diverted. Lt. Perez had not directed any officer to enter any apartment and Lt. Perez 
did not order any officers to run computer checks or warrant checks in search of suspects. Lt. 
Perez stated that such orders would have come from the squad level. The only form of search that 
Lt. Perez ordered was a K-9 unit scent search, starting from the second floor. The dog did not 
lead officers to a suspect. Lt. Perez did not know whether at any point the K-9 unit lead officers 
to anywhere on the  . Lt. Perez denied entering  He also denied knocking on 
any apartment doors or instructing any officers to knock on any doors.   
 
Lt. Perez went to the rear of the outside of the building where he debriefed PO Vinod Seepersad 
and PO Toby Sullivan. Amongst the numerous officers that Lt. Perez ordered to patrol  

 PO Seepersad and PO Sullivan were the only two officers he recalled. At 
around this time, PO Hughes approached Lt. Perez and they spoke about PO Eusebi and PO 
DimLFKHOH¶V�FRQGLWLRQ��$V�KH�VSRNH�WR�WKHP��D�UHG�ODVHU�OLJKW�ZDV�SRLQWHG�DW�/W��3HUH]�IURP�WKH�
vicinity of the   of . This caused Lt. Perez to fear that the laser was part 
of a firearm aimed towards him, and to call for an aviation unit in support and to direct officers to 
conduct vertical patrols of that building in order to locate that suspect. Lt. Perez returned to  

 and continued to conduct vertical patrols inside that building. Lt. Perez was 
later informed that two suspects were arrested inside  on the , 
from the same apartment. The first arrest was of someone wanted for , Lt. Perez 
believed that the second arrest was for the same crime, but he was not sure. Lt. Perez did not 
know how the suspects were located or what led officers to arrest them. Lt. Perez did not know 
the names of the individuals arrested. The arrested individuals were taken to the 90th Precinct 
stationhouse. Lt. Perez was informed that a sector patrol car from PSA 3 transported the suspects 
to the 90th Precinct stationhouse, but he was not sure. Lt. Perez did not know whether that was the 
suspect he witnessed being escorted out earlier. Lt. Perez had no knowledge of who made the 
arrests. The information Lt. Perez received about  suspects was all second hand 
information, he did not recall who informed him or when he was given that information.  
 
Lt. Perez did not recall whether the suspect who caused injuries to PO Eusebi and PO Dimichele 
was apprehended. Lt. Perez pointed out that he was transferred to the Aviation Unit four days 
after the incident. Lt. Perez terminated the level one mobilization because he had been ordered to 
by his commanding officer.  
 

Witness Officer: Lt. CHRISTOPHER CANTELMI  
x Lt. Cantelmi is a -ROG�ZKLWH�PDOH��ZKR�LV��¶�´�WDOO�DQG�ZHLJKV�����SRXQGV��+H�LV�EDOG�

and has blue eyes.  
x On November 6, 2013, Lt. Cantelmi was the platoon commander of the 90th Precinct. He was 

dressed in uniform and assigned to a marked RMP number  operated by PO Stephen 
Loffredo.   
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Memo Book 
Lt. Cantelmi had no memo book entries related to this incident. On November 6, 2013, Lt. 
Cantelmi went on patrol with PO Loffredo at approximately 6:35 p.m. The next entry was for a 
report of a missing child at approximately 7:15 at the corner of . 
At 7:45 p.m., the child was reunited with the mother. (encl. 8l-n). 
 
CCRB Statement 
On November 17, 2014, Lt. Cantelmi was interviewed at the CCRB. (encl. 8o-p)  
 
On November 6, 2013, at a time he did not recall, Lt. Cantelmi went to the intersection of 

 in response to the level one mobilization regarding the 
injuries to PO Eusebi and PO Dimichele. Lt. Cantelmi did not recall whether he responded 
immediately upon hearing about the incident over the radio, or whether he responded hours later. 
However, Lt. Cantelmi was aware that Lt. Perez of PSA 3 was supervising the response, as were 
superiors of higher rank. Lt. Cantelmi also pointed out that from 7:15 p.m. to 7:45 p.m., he was 
responding to the report of the missing child, although the two incidents were close to each other 
geographically. At the intersection of , Lt. Cantelmi saw 
Lt. Perez. Lt. Cantelmi asked Lt. Perez whether he required any assistance. Lt. Perez declined.  
 
Lt. Cantelmi did not exit his vehicle while speaking to Lt. Perez. Lt. Cantelmi denied that he 
entered  going to  or entering the apartment. Lt. Cantelmi had 
no knowledge of any arrest that took place at  He denied knowing  

 or  
 
NYPD Documents  
 
Event Information  
On November 6, 2013, at 6:34 p.m., a call of officers in need of assistance, (10-13) was reported 
at  in Brooklyn. Two officers were injured, and a suspect fled the location. 
7KH�RIILFHUV�ZHUH�RQ�WKH�VHFRQG�IORRU��7KH�VXVSHFW�ZDV�D�EODFN�PDOH��¶�´�WDOO��VKLUWOHVV�Dnd 
wearing blue jeans. The officers had back injuries and EMS was called. At 6:54 p.m., a level one 
mobilization was authorized. At 7:19 p.m., aviation was requested to respond to the location. 
During the level one mobilization, there were no radio transmissions mentioning  

  or  The level one mobilization was terminated at 10:11 p.m. 
(encl. 9kk-oo) 
 
Event Summary 
There were no other Events at  in Brooklyn at the time of this incident 
(encl. 9ii-jj).  
 
90th Precinct Command Log 
On November 6, 2013, at 10:00 p.m.,  was entered into the command log as an 
arrestee. He was arrested at  at 9:40 p.m. for . His arresting officer 
ZDV�³32�+XJKHV´�EXW�WKDW�ZDV FURVVHG�RXW�ZLWK�D�VLQJOH�OLQH�DQG�³32�+ROGHU´�ZULWWHQ�DERYH�LW��
7KH�WD[�QXPEHU�RI�WKH�DUUHVWLQJ�RIILFHU�ZDV�³ �EXW�WKDW�ZDV�FURVVHG�RXW�ZLWK�D�VLQJOH�OLQH�
DQG�³ �ZULWWHQ�DERYH�LW��7KH�VKLHOG�QXPEHU�RI�WKH�DUUHVWLQJ�RIILFHU�ZDV��³������´�7KH�
DUUHVWLQJ�RIILFHU¶V�FRPPDQG�ZDV�³36$���´�EXW�WKDW�ZDV�FURVVHG�RXW�DQG�³���3'8´�ZULWWHQ�DERYH�
LW��7KH�VXSHUYLVRU�YHULI\LQJ�DUUHVW�ZDV�³6JW��(GZDUGV�´�WD[�QXPEHU�³ �,W�ZDV�QRWHG�WKDW�

 was lodged at the detective squad (encl. 9n).   
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