
 

 

Police Civilian Review Panel 

May 28, 2024 

Fairfax County Government Center, Conference Room 7 

Subcommittee Meeting Summary (CRP-24-02) 

Subcommittee Members Present:    Others Present: 

Cheryl Belkowitz, Chair of Subcommittee   Craig Miles, PCRP Liaison 

Celeste Peterson, Panel Member   Rachelle Ramirez, OIPA (virtual) 

Dirck Hargraves, Panel Member    Richard Schott, OIPA (virtual) 

       Complainant 

       Lt. Christopher Cosgriff, FCPD 

The Panel’s meeting was called to order at 7:04 p.m. Ms. Belkowitz welcomed everyone to the Panel’s 

May 28, 2024, subcommittee meeting.  

Ms. Belkowitz described the purpose of the subcommittee and its procedures to conduct an initial 

review of a complaint. She stated the subcommittee will complete the Initial Review Report, which was 

included in the meeting materials, and will make its recommendation to the full Panel at its June 6, 2024, 

meeting.  

Mr. Hargraves and Ms. Peterson were present in the room. The complainant was also present.  

Initial Review of CRP-24-02:  

Ms. Belkowitz stated that the subcommittee members reviewed the complainant’s statements, the 

Fairfax County Police Department (FCPD) disposition letter, and the FCPD’s investigative files, which 

included body-worn camera (BWC) and in car camera (ICC) recordings. Ms. Belkowitz provided a 

summary of the events of the incident that led to the complaint (CRP-24-02) and took comments from 

the complainant, Ms. Peterson, and Mr. Hargraves. She identified the allegations made by the 

complainant in his correspondence to the Panel:  

1. Failure to investigate. The FCPD officer acted in an abusive manner and lied repeatedly to 

cover up her actions. She arrested the complainant without conducting a thorough 

investigation and by ignoring the actual facts of the case.  

 

2. Improper Conduct of a police officer.   

a. Officer 2 acted in a condescending manner and intentionally provoked the 
complainant into refusing the test.   

b. Officer 2 taunted the complainant when the complainant reported being unable to 
fully remove the antiseptic agent applied by the phlebotomist post-blood draw, 
causing additional discomfort. After two weeks of trying to rub it off, residue from 
the antiseptic agent remained.   

c. The officer taunted the complainant when his wife called his cell phone.  The officer 
profiled the complainant by referring to him as “the guy with the Tesla.”   



 

 

d. Emotional and physical abuse by the FCPD officer and medical technician during a 
blood draw, including blatant disregard for complainant’s well-being. They allegedly 
taunted the complainant during detention at the Adult Detention Center (ADC).  

e. A young male officer teased the complainant by waving his cell phone at him 
[possibly sheriff’s deputy]. 

f. A female officer told the complainant she would come in and forcefully sit him down 
with handcuffs when he was simply staring out the window [possibly sheriff’s 
deputy]. 

g. Failure to Follow Code of Virginia §18.2-268.2 – Officer 2 failed to allow the 
complainant the chance to provide a breath sample at the ADC, as prescribed by 
Virginia Law Section §18.2-168.2, despite the complainant advising Officer 2 that he 
had a phobia of needles.  
 

3. Excessive Use of Force 

a. Officer 2 aggressively picked the complainant up by his arms and slammed him 

down on a table. She then held him down as the phlebotomist conducted a 

malicious blood draw by purposefully wiggling the needle to intentionally cause pain 

while it was in the complainant’s arm. The complainant experienced physical harm 

as evidenced by photos he supplied the FCPD Internal Affairs Bureau (IAB).   

b. Post-blood draw, Officer 2 restrained the complainant to a chair and covered his 

mouth with a disposable face mask to muffle his calls for witnesses and a supervisor.  

 

4. The head officer at the Adult Detention Center [possibly sheriff’s deputy] ignored the abuse 

taking place and tolerated a toxic environment by allowing immature and unprofessional 

behavior to persist. 

 

5. The FCPD officer falsified official statements to cover their actions. 

a. Officer 2 lied to the magistrate when giving her testimony. Officer 2 stated, “He’s just 

drunk,” prompting the magistrate to issue an arrest warrant for DWI. 

b. Officer 2 misled the Assistant Commonwealth Attorney (ACA) when she was 

presented with a photo of the complainant’s bruise caused by the needle. She 

stated, “He was so drunk he fell out of the chair and bruised himself badly.” Officer 2 

incorrectly informed the ACA by stating the blood was drawn from the complainant’s 

upper arm, and not the location of the bruising. When the ACA asked Officer 2 if she 

had offered a breath test, Officer 2 lied when she stated that she did offer it.   

c. Officer 2 lied in the police report about what happened in the blood draw room.  

Officer 2 made up a story to cover up how she tortured the complainant.   

d. Officer 2 fabricated the blood draw time in her report, as the complainant alleged 

that if the Body Worn Camera footage time is accurate, then “The timing that Officer 

2 noted (for the search warrant execution) is completely made up.”   

The complainant was present at the subcommittee meeting and was given 15 minutes to address the 

subcommittee panel. After the complainant spoke, Subcommittee Chair Belkowitz and Panel Member 

Peterson questioned the complainant for several minutes.  



 

 

The subcommittee members considered whether each allegation was considered serious misconduct or 

abuse of authority, which is required for recommending a full Panel review.  

Subcommittee members agreed that all of the allegations, if substantiated, would constitute abuse of 

authority or serious misconduct. They found that the evidence in the file did not substantiate a failure to 

investigate on the part of Officer 2. They found that there was evidence of an excessive use of force, but 

the Police Civilian Review Panel does not have the authority to investigate use of force incidents. The 

subcommittee said that there was information not contained in the Fairfax County Police Department 

Internal Affairs Investigation which included: 

1. Interview of the Fairfax County Sheriff’s Department deputies who may have been present when 

the blood was drawn 

2. Real time documentation of the blood draw 

3. Video of the incident or other video at the time of the incident from inside the Adult Detention 

Center.    

Mr. Hargraves moved that the subcommittee recommend a full Panel review based in part on the 

information that was missing or in question. Ms. Peterson seconded the motion, and it passed 

unanimously.  

The meeting was adjourned at 7:19 p.m. 
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Initial Review Report – Subcommittee Recommendation to the  
Fairfax County Police Civilian Review Panel 

 

Request for Review – Basic Information 

CRP Complaint Number: CRP-24-02  

Subcommittee Members: 

• Cheri Belkowitz, Panel Member (Chair of Subcommittee) 

• Dirck Hargraves, Panel Member 

• Celeste Peterson, Panel Member 

Key Dates: Incident Date: March 2, 2023, Date of Initial Complaint: September 5, 2023, Date of FCPD 
Disposition Letter: January 18, 2024, Date of Review Request: January 18, 2024 

Subcommittee Meeting 
Date: May 28, 2024 

☒  Complainant Present 

☐  Complainant Not Present 

☐  Complainant spoke  

 

Subcommittee Authority and Purpose 

The Subcommittee conducts an Initial Review of the subject Complaint to determine whether the 
Complaint meets the minimum criteria for review and consideration by the full Panel. (See Panel Bylaws 

Article VI.D.2.(d)) 

The Subcommittee reviews complaints to determine whether: (Panel Bylaws Article VI.D.3.(a)) 

(1) The Complaint alleges Serious Misconduct or Abuse of Authority as defined in its Bylaws; and 

(2) The evidence contained in the investigative file could lead a reasonable Panel to conclude that 
there is sufficient evidence to support the allegations. 

 

Subcommittee’s Role in Initial Review Process  

The Subcommittee Initial Review Report sets forth the Subcommittee’s recommendation.  A 
unanimous Subcommittee vote is required to recommend that the Panel not consider a complaint. 
The full Panel may or may not accept the Subcommittee’s recommendation on whether to review a 
complaint. 

The full Panel will consider the Subcommittee recommendation and vote to determine whether it 
accepts a Review Request. If the full Panel accepts the recommendation, it will conduct a full Panel 
Review Meeting. (Panel Bylaws Article VI.F.)  

 

Categories of Abuse of Authority or Serious Misconduct 

The Panel determines whether allegations can be categorized as one or more of the following: (Panel 

Bylaws Article VI(B)) 
A. Use of abusive racial, ethnic or sexual language or gestures. 
B. Harassment or discrimination based on race, color, sexual orientation, gender, religion, 

national origin, marital status, age, familial status, immigration status or disability. 
C. Acting in a rude, careless, angry, retaliatory or threatening manner not necessary for self-

defense. 
D. Reckless endangerment of detainee or person in custody. 
E. Violation of laws or ordinances. 
F. Other serious violations of Fairfax County or FCPD policies or procedures, including the FCPD 

Canon of Ethics, that occur both on or off duty. 
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Complainant Allegations 

The Panel subcommittee considered the following allegation(s) by the Complainant to determine 
(1) whether each constitutes Serious Misconduct or an Abuse of Authority as defined above, and, if 
yes, (2) whether the Investigation Report reveals sufficient substantiation.  

Allegation(s) 

(1) 
Abuse of 

Authority or 
Serious 

Misconduct  

(2) 
Substantiated 

in 
Investigative 

File 
List each allegation below as stated by the Complainant.  Indicate in the next two columns whether 
the two criteria are met for each allegation. 

Identify 
Category (A-F) 

Indicate 
Yes/No 

1. Failure to investigate. The FCPD officer acted in an abusive manner and lied 
repeatedly to cover up her actions. She arrested the complainant without 
conducting a thorough investigation and by ignoring the actual facts of the case.  

2. Improper Conduct of a police officer.   

a. Officer 2 acted in a condescending manner and intentionally provoked the 
complainant into refusing the test.   

b. Officer 2 taunted the complainant when the complainant reported being 
unable to fully remove the antiseptic agent applied by the phlebotomist 
post-blood draw, causing additional discomfort. After two weeks of trying 
to rub it off, residue from the antiseptic agent remained.   

c. The officer taunted the complainant when his wife called his cell phone.  
The officer profiled the complainant by referring to him as “the guy with 
the Tesla.”   

d. Emotional and physical abuse by the FCPD officer and medical technician 
during a blood draw, including blatant disregard for complainant’s well-
being. They allegedly taunted the complainant during detention at the 
Adult Detention Center (ADC).  

e. A young male officer teased the complainant by waving his cell phone at 
him [possibly sheriff’s deputy]. 

f. A female officer told the complainant she would come in and forcefully sit 
him down with handcuffs when he was simply staring out the window 
[possibly sheriff’s deputy]. 

g. Failure to Follow Code of Virginia §18.2-268.2 – Officer 2 failed to allow the 
complainant the chance to provide a breath sample at the ADC, as 
prescribed by Virginia Law Section §18.2-168.2, despite the complainant 
advising Officer 2 that he had a phobia of needles.  

3. Excessive Use of Force 

a. Officer 2 aggressively picked the complainant up by his arms and slammed 
him down on a table. She then held him down as the phlebotomist 
conducted a malicious blood draw by purposefully wiggling the needle to 
intentionally cause pain while it was in the complainant’s arm. The 
complainant experienced physical harm as evidenced by photos he 
supplied the FCPD Internal Affairs Bureau (IAB).   

b. Post-blood draw, Officer 2 restrained the complainant to a chair and 
covered his mouth with a disposable face mask to muffle his calls for 
witnesses and a supervisor.  

4. The head officer at the Adult Detention Center [possibly sheriff’s deputy] ignored the 
abuse taking place and tolerated a toxic environment by allowing immature and 
unprofessional behavior to persist. 

5. The FCPD officer falsified official statements to cover their actions. 

a. Officer 2 lied to the magistrate when giving her testimony. Officer 2 stated, 
“He’s just drunk,” prompting the magistrate to issue an arrest warrant for 
DWI. 

b. Officer 2 misled the Assistant Commonwealth Attorney (ACA) when she 
was presented with a photo of the complainant’s bruise caused by the 
needle. She stated, “He was so drunk he fell out of the chair and bruised 
himself badly.” Officer 2 incorrectly informed the ACA by stating the blood 
was drawn from the complainant’s upper arm, and not the location of the 
bruising. When the ACA asked Officer 2 if she had offered a breath test, 
Officer 2 lied when she stated that she did offer it.   
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c. Officer 2 lied in the police report about what happened in the blood draw 
room.  Officer 2 made up a story to cover up how she tortured the 
complainant.   

d. Officer 2 fabricated the blood draw time in her report, as the complainant 
alleged that if the Body Worn Camera footage time is accurate, then “The 
timing that Officer 2 noted (for the search warrant execution) is completely 
made up.”   

 

Missing Information 

1. Interview of the Fairfax County Sheriff’s Department deputies who may have been present when the 
blood was drawn 

2. Real time documentation of the blood draw 
3. Video of the incident or other video at the time of the incident from inside the Adult Detention 

Center.    
 

Subcommittee Findings and Recommendation 

Check the Subcommittee’s recommendation to the full Panel and keep one statement below that applies based on criteria met. 

☒ Subcommittee 
Recommends full Panel 
Review 

Criteria 1 and 2 are both met: The Subcommittee finds that the 
allegation(s) made by the Complainant meet the threshold of Serious 
Misconduct or Abuse of Authority as defined above AND that the 
evidence contained in the investigative file could lead a reasonable 
Panel to conclude that there is sufficient evidence to support the 
allegations. Therefore, the Panel subcommittee recommends that the 
full Panel take up review of this Complaint.    
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