COMPLAINT IV

Conspiracy to hinder prosecution of another, Official Misconduct, Assault, False Swearing and related Departmental charges:

The intentional myth perpetuated by the County Prosecutor's Office that the assault incident never occurred is refuted by overwhelming evidence, especially Officer Kozub's own multiple admission(s). 

On May 24, 1999 Officer Kozub was interviewed for the second time by County Investigator D. Leitenberger regarding the assault complaint signed against her. What is perplexing is why the actual complainant, myself, was never interviewed or asked for input? 


In this sworn statement, Officer Kozub provided a statement that she had come over to my house after having been out with Officer Brintzinghoffer. See Exhibit 11 


However, upon a review of County Investigator's D. Leitenberger's investigation report, Investigator Leitenberger questioned Officer Brintzinghoffer who contradicts this assertion and stated that he was in Florida at this time. See Exhibit 12  

The County exhibited no alarm at this untruthfulness, the first of many inconsistent statements. This mandates that if a higher authority is needed, the Burlington County Prosecutor’s Office must be excluded. 


What is also interesting is upon comparing my probable cause statement for the assault complaint See Exhibit 13 to Officer Kozub's description of the incident See Exhibit 14, it is apparent that they are almost identical. It is clear from Officer Kozub's statement, although embellished and minimized, that the incident as alleged did in fact happen and its "disappearance" was due to unlawful activity at the Prosecutor's Office.


Even during court testimony, Officer Kozub admitted to the incident and even admitted that her actions constituted an assault. See Exhibit 15 


Officer Kozub's testimony concurs with that of the actual witness to the assault. This witness was never approached or asked to provide a statement. Had she, she would have stated that which is described in her statement. See Exhibit 16 


Also, it should be noted that Officer Kozub was only asked to provide for her whereabouts for the time period after the alleged incident on June 9, 1998. Conveniently there is no attempt to have her explain her whereabouts before mid-morning on June 9, 1998 which is when the alleged incident took place. Therefore, any insinuation that Officer Kozub had an "alibi" is fraudulent and was proven so before Judge Sweeney. The more plausible explanation is that Officer Kozub had been out drinking with someone other than Officer Brintzinghoffer as she stated on the evening prior to her departure for Atlantic City the following day. 

A review of Officer Landell and Officer Zelauskas's sworn statements are consistent with the assault allegation and injuries that were sustained. See Exhibit 17 & 18  

Nowhere is there evidence that Officer Kozub sustained any injury during the assault, clearly indicating it was one-sided and not mutual as she portrayed. 


Most compelling of all however is Officer Kozub's own admission made on tape wherein she admitted to the incident in a phone message. This tape was unlawfully seized and withheld by the County Prosecutor's Office but has since been retrieved intact. See Exhibit 19 

