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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
vs.
JAMES SUTERA,

Defendant.

THE GRAND JURY OF THE COUNTY OF NEW YORK, by this
indictment, accuses the defendant JAMES SUTERA of the crime
of PERJURY IN THE FIRST DEGREE in violation of Paral Law §
210.15, as follows:

The defendant, in the County of New York, o or about
February 17, 2009, did swear falsely by intentionally
making a false statement which he dig not believe to be
true, while giving testimony under oath that was raterial
to the action, proceeding and ‘matter in which it vas made,
to wit:

On February 17, 2009, the New York Srtate Inspector
GCeneral’s Office was conducting an investigation :nto the
Waterfront Commission. In the course of that investigation,
Paul Ryan, Investigative Counsel for the New York State
Inspecteor General’s Office, and Robert Werner, an

investigator with the New York State inspector Gereral’s

Office, conducted a deposition of the defendant, who was at
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that time a detective working for the Waterfront
Commission. On February 17, 2009, defendant was duly sworn
and testified before the New York State Inspector General’s
Office, a body, agency and public servant authori:ed by law
to ceonduct such proceeding and to administer the »ath and
cause it to be administered. The defendant swore .inder oath
that he would testify truthfully and was questionsd about
the circumstances under which he applied for the mnosition
of detective at the Waterfront Commission, includ.ng
whether he took the entrance exsemination that was required
for the position of detective, whether he had beer given
either a copy of the test or the answers to the guestions
on the test beforehand, whether he had ever told &nyone
that he had been given a copy of the test or the snswers to
the guestions on the %test beforehand and whether le had
offered anyone a copy of the test or the answers.
Whereupon, on February 17, 2009, before the New
York State Inspector General’s Office, the defendant was
asked the following question and gave the following answer:
Question: At any point, did you receive any of the
information that was on the test, be it thke book, was the
answers circled, the questions circled, the test itself, or

any indication of what the questions were on test?

Defendant: No

Whereas, in truth and in fact, as the deferdant
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knew, that testimony was false and the truth was -hat
defendant had been provided with the questions that were on
the test and the answers to those guestions prior to his

taking the examination.

SECOND COUNT

ANLD THE GRAND JURY OF THE COUNTY OF NEW YORK, by this
indictment, further accuses the defendant JAMES SITERA of
the crime of PERJUBY IN THE FIRST DEGREE in viola:tion of
Penal Law § 210.15, as follows:

The defendant, in the County of New York, on o. about
February 17, 2009, did swear falsely by intentionally
making a false statement which he did not believe to be
true, while giving testimony under oath that was mwaterial
to the action, proceeding and matter in which it was made,
to wit:

On February 17, 2009, The New York State Inspector
General’s Office was conducting an investigaticn .nto the
Wateriront Commission. In the course of that investigation,
Paul Ryan, Investigative Counsel for the New York State
Inspector General’s Office, and Robert Werner, an
investigator with the New York State inspector General’s

Office conducted a deposition of defendant James Sutera,

who was at that time a detective working for the Vaterfront
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Commission. On February 17, 2009, defendant was duly sworn
and testified before the New York State Inspector General’s
Office, a body, agency and public servant authori:red by law
to conduct such proceeding and to administer the »ath and
cause it to be administered. The defendant swore under oath
that he would testify truthfully and was guestionad about
the circumstances under which he applied for the sosition
of detective at the Waterfront Commission, includ.ng
whether he took the entrance examination that was required
for the position of detective, whethar he had been given
either a copy of the test or that answers beforeh:nd,
whether he had ever told anyone that he had been wiven a
copy of the test or the answers beforehand and whether he
had offered anyone a copy of the test or the answaurs.

Whereupon, on February 17, 2009, before tle New
York State Inspector General’s Office, the defendint was
asked the following questions and gave the following

dnswers:

Question: Alright, did you ever tell anyone *hat you
received help with taking the exam?

Defendant: No.

Question: That you received the questions that were
going to be on the test?

Defendant: Absolutely not.
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Whereas, in truth and in fact, as the defendant
knew, that testimony was false and the truth was ~:hat
defendant had spoken with at least one person at —he
Waterfront Commission and said thét he had been givesn a

copy of the exam pricr to taking it.

THIRD COUNT

AND THE GRAND JURY IN THE COUNTY OF NEW YORK, by this
indictment further accuses defendant JAMES SUTERA of
the crime of PERJURY IN THE FIRST DEGREE in violaszion of
Penal Law § 210.15 as follows:

The defendant, in the County of New York, on ¢: about
February 17, 2009, did swear falsely by intentionally
making 2 false statement which he did not believe to be
true, while giving testimony under oath that was material

to the action, proceeding and matter in which it was made,

to wit:

On February 17, 2009, the New York State Inspector
General’s Office was conducting an investigation intc the

Waterfront Commission. In the course ¢f that investigation,

Paul Ryan, Investigative Counsel for the New York State
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Inspector General’s Office, and Robert Werner, an
investigator with the New York State inspector General’s
Office, conducted a deposition of defendant James Sutera,
who was at that time a detective working for the Haterfront
Commissicn. On February 17, 2009, defendant was daly sworn
and testified before the New York State Inspector General’s
Cffice, a body, agency and public servant authori:ed by law
to conduct such proceeding and to administer the -ath and
cause it to be administered. The defendant swore -.nder oath
that he would testify truthfully and was questioned about
the circumstances under which he applied for the josition
of detective at the Waterfront Commission, including
whether he took the entrance examination that was reguired
for the position of detective, whether he had beer given
either a copy of the test or that answers to the cuestions
on the test beforehand, whether he had ever told anyone
that he had been given a copy of the test or the answers to
the questions on the test beforehand, whether he had ever
told anyone that he had been given advance notice of the
examination, and whether he had offered anyone a copy of
the test or the answers.

Whereupon, on February 17, 2009, before the New

York State Inspector General’'s Office, the defendent James
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Sutera was asked the following questions and gave the

following answers:

Question: Okay, did you tell anyone you would
give them the questions that were in the test?

Defendant: Absolutely not.

Question: Did you ever bring in your Arc» book to
show to anyone else?

Defendant: Absolutely not.

Question: Okay, no one else at the Wateriront
Commission?
Defendant: Absolutely not.
Question: Did you ever talk to people aksut the
exam trying to help people out that wanted to taksz the
exam? .. specifically the Waterfront Commission exam

Defendant: Absolutely rnot.

Question: Did you ever tell anyone that vou had
the answers and that you would bring it in for tham?

Defendant: No
Whereas, in truth and in fact, as the defen:lant knew,
said testimony was ialse and the truth was that
defendant had offered to help at least one person at the
Waterfront Commission take the exam by providing that

person the answers to the guestions that were on the test

that the defendant had in his possession.
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ROBERT M. MORGENTHAU
District Attorney



http://www.courthousenews.com

Oct 1 2009 02:24pm PO10/010

INFO Fax: 12123359394

Www.courthousenews.co

MANHATTAN DA PUB.

UBUIRIO,

g2l v

Asuiony PISIA ‘NYHINIDYONW ‘W LYd90d

LNHALLDIAND

“Juepuaraqg

‘VIdLNS STAVI

-surede-

AYOA MIN 40 HLVLS HHL 40 41d03d GH.L

VN

NO Luvd OL CINYNOIMaV

SLANOVY

ATIDIH HVIOE3d vav

SID £ 61012 § "T'd "99dDHA LSU1d FHL NI A¥Nrdsd

‘ON

‘Pt



http://www.courthousenews.com

