COMPLAINT IIX

Perjury, false swearing, Official Misconduct, Conspiracy, Related Departmental Violations:


In almost all relevant interviews, including to her own statement to Internal Affairs Officer Richardson, Officer Kozub falsely maintained that the romantic relationship between her and I had:

1.) Been exclusive and 

2.) Ended in April 1998

      See Exhibits 33 

In fact, this is repeated many times but Officer Kozub is quite adamant in relaying this false assertion as seen on Court testimony pg. 55-56, Officer Kozub. 

However, on May 6, 1999, under the skillful and competent questioning of Officer Kozub's own attorney, Mr. J. Rosenberg, Officer Kozub erred and admitted: That our relationship had not ended in April 1998 but sometime around the end of June 1998 and that prior to the end of this relationship, she had begun seeing Office Lazarrotti. See Exhibit 34 Applicable transcribed portion may be located in rear of this binder. 


The relationship lasting into the summer months was consistent with her statement to County Detective Leitenberger. This admission was highlighted during trial under cross-examination by attorney Charles Nugent, Jr. See Exhibit 35
Officer Kozub then went on to say that despite the relationship having lasted at least to the end of June 1998, and that the relationship was an "romantically exclusive" one, that she began dating Mr. Lazarrotti on May 1, 1998. She again was untruthful when she claimed this relationship between her and Officer Lazarrotti was exclusive as well. 



Officer Lazarrotti's own testimony, as well as that which he told Officer Scott Kelly of his same Police Department, describes behavior that is more consistent with someone who has been caught cheating with another person's girlfriend.  Even Officer Kelly's reaction (laughing) is consistent with someone who is told of Officer Lazarrotti's behavior. See Exhibits 36 & 37
By his own admission, Officer Lazarrotti attempted to escape out the back window while I entered, with the codes, through the front. Common sense and tangible action leads to the proper and inescapable conclusion of who was supposed to be there and who wasn't. 

