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4. Police Officer Timothy Ryan, while assigned to the 106 Precinct, on or about
February 7, 2013, after being instructed by Sergeant Edward Galanty to request the 
response of an ambulance to the Precinct for a prisoner failed to i=ediately comply 
with said instruction. 

P.G. 203-03, Page 1, Paragraph 2 - COMPLIANCE WITH ORDERS 

5. Police Officer Timothy Ryan, while assigned to the I 06 Precinct, on or about
February 7, 2013, after being instructed by Sergeant Edward Galanty to cease 
antagonizing a prisoner failed to obey said instruction. 

P.G. 203-03, Page I, Paragraph 2- COMPLIANCE WITH ORDERS 

6. Police Officer Timothy Ryan, while assigned to the 106 Precinct, on or about 
or about February 7, 2013, was discourteous to a prisoner, Person A, in that Police 
Officer Ryan made insensitive remarks regarding Person A's medical condition. (As 

amended) 

P.G. 203-10, Page 1, Paragraph 5 -GENERAL REGULATIONS 
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7. Police Officer Timothy Ryan, while assigned to the 106 Precinct on or about
or about February 7, 2013, was disrespectful to Sergeant Edward Galanty in that Officer 
Ryan questioned Sergeant Galanty's decision to assign an arrest to another member of the 
service, and when said arrest was re-assigned Officer Ryan "threw up his hands" and 
stated, in sum and substance, "Thanks a lot, thanks for taking my collar and money out of 
my pocket," and while yelling, "That was my collar, I'm going to come in tomorrow, 
make another arrest and there is nothing you can do about it." 

P.G. 203-10, Page 1, Paragraph 5 -GENERAL REGULATIONS 

The Department was represented by Daniel Maurer, Esq., Department Advocate's 

Office, and Respondent was represented by Roger S. Blank, Esq. 

Respondent, through his counsel, entered a plea of Guilty to Specification Nos. I 

and 2 and Not Guilty to Specification Nos. 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7. A stenographic transcript of 

the trial record has been prepared and is available for the Police Commissioner's review. 
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DECISION 

Respondent, having Pleaded Guilty to Specification Nos. 1 and 2, is found Guilty. 

Respondent is found Guilty of Specification Nos. 4, 5, 6, and 7. Respondent is found Not 

Guilty of Specification No. 3. 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE PRESENTED 

Department's Case 

The Department called Sergeant Edward Galanty, Deputy Inspector Thomas 

Pascale, Lieutenant John Hawthorne, and Sergeant Kevin Mosiurchak as witnesses. 

Sergeant Edward Galanty 

Galanty is a24-year sergeant assigned to the 106 Precinct. Galanty's regular 

assignment was the precinct's crime analysis sergeant. However, on February 7, 2013, 

he was assigned as the desk officer. Part of his duties as a desk officer was to review the 

Roll Call. 

Around 12:00 p.m. Respondent, who was assigned to a foot post, entered the 

precinct to take his meal. Approximately "ten minutes later" Respondent approached 

Galanty and stated he wanted to effect an arrest for a violation of an Order of Protection. 

Galanty initially said, "No," but he changed his position and told Respondent, "All right. 

If there's an arrest to be made, you can go make the arrest" but that "it's going to be 

[done] on your meal time." A Command Log entry was made indicating that Respondent 

was authorized to effectthe arrest. 
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Respondent left and returned approximately 40 minutes later having not made the 

a,,est. Galanty informed Respondent that he had ten more minutes left for meal. 

Respondent stated that he would be "upstairs administrative preparing for [his] GO-15." 

Until that point, Galanty was unaware Respondent had an official Department interview. 

Around 1 :35 p.m. Police Officer Matterick, the precinct's Patrolmen's Benevolent 

Association delegate, approached Galanty and requested that he and Respondent be post 

changed for an official Department interview. The interview was scheduled to occur at 

2:00 p.m. at Patrol Borough Queens. A Command Log entry was made reflecting their 

post change. 

Galanty testified that approximately 4 5 minutes later, Respondent approached 

him with a copy of the Order of Protection and stated that the perpetrator, Person A, was 

in the precinct. Galanty stated that he was confused and asked if Respondent was back 

from his interview. Respondent did not answer. 

Galanty then instructed Respondent "three or four times" not to effect the arrest. 

He told Respondent that he is going to reassign the arrest to another officer. He further 

instructed Respondent to go "wherever you need to be right now." A minute or two later 

Respondent reappeared in front of the desk with Person A in handcuffs. Respondent told 

Galanty, "I need to make this arrest." 

Galanty testified he "reluctantly" permitted Respondent to make the arrest. 

Galanty requested the Order of Protection in order to verify it. He gave Respondent the 

Prisoner Pedigree Card and made a Command Log entry indicating that Respondent was 

the arresting officer. He testified at this point in the process he regarded Respondent as 

the arresting officer. 
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learning that he had not yet gone to the interview, Galanty specifically informed 

Respondent that "he was not taking the arrest." 

There came a time, after the interview that Respondent returned back to the 106 

Precinct. Galanty had been relieved from the desk by Sergeant Mortis. Galanty stated 

that as he came down a flight of stairs he overheard Respondent inform Mortis that he 

had returned from his interview in order to complete his arrest processing. Mortis 

explained to Respondent that the arrest had been reassigned. Respondent "slammed" his 

hand down on the desk, turned to Galanty, pointed his finger, and loudly stated, "You 

took money out of my pocket." Respondent stated he would have "another collar 

tomorrow" and there was nothing Galanty could do to stop him. 

Subsequently, Galanty was interviewed in an official Department interview that 

occurred on February 8, 2013. A second interview was held in regard to the incident on 

June 19, 2013. (See DX 2, a tape recording of both ofGalanty's official Department 

interviews. Also, see DX 2A and DX 2B, transcripts from Galanty's first and second 

official Department interview.) 

Deputy Inspector Thomas Pascale 

Pascale, a 19-year member of the service, was assigned as the commanding 

officer of the 106 Precinct. On February 7, 2013, he was hosting a meeting in his 

conference room, situated directly across from the front desk. At some point during the 

meeting he heard a "loud verbal dispute" going on outside the conference room. 

As Pascale left the room to investigate what was going on, the dispute subsided. 

He was able to determine that Galanty and Respondent had been participants in the 
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dispute. However, at that point, he was unsure of the subject matter of the dispute or 

which one of the participants had raised their voice. 
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Pascale first spoke with Galanty. Galanty told him that Respondent had been 

discourteous towards him. Pascale instructed Galanty to issue Respondent a Command 

Discipline. Pascale then addressed Respondent in the precinct's stairwell and informed 

him that he was receiving a Command Discipline "due to the events that occurred with 

Sergeant Galanty." Pascale told Respondent he could tell his side of the story at the 

adjudication. On questioning by the Court, Pascale stated that at this point of the process 

the Command Discipline had not yet been drafted. 

The next day Pascale reviewed the draft copy of the Command Discipline. In 

reading the draft copy, Pascale learned that Respondent failed to follow an order. At that 

point he determined a Command Discipline was no longer an appropriate penalty. 

Subsequently, Pascale placed Respondent on modified duty status. 

Lieutenant John Hawthorne 

On February 7, 2013, Hawthorne was assigned as the 106 Precinct's day-tour 

lieutenant. He testified that he observed an "altercation" between Galanty and 

Respondent. He stated that Respondent was speaking to Galanty in a "louder tone" than 

he considered "acceptable." He also stated that Galanty's voice was raised during the 

altercation. 






























