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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-24-05 

Subcommittee Members: 

• Todd Cranford, Panel Member 

• Michael Lau, Panel Member 

• Cheri Belkowitz, Chair of Subcommittee 

Key Dates: Date of Incident: May 25, 2022, Date of Initial Complaint (to FCPD): October 9, 2022, Date 
of FCPD Disposition Letter: January 25, 2024, Date of Review Request: February 12, 2024 

Subcommittee Meeting 
Date: September 3, 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) 
 Sufficient 

Evidence for 
Full Review 

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 

Inappropriate conduct of two FCPD officers at the Reston District Station, 
to include threatening and intimidating tactics, unprofessionalism, and 
conduct unbecoming of an FCPD police officer  

C Yes 

   

   

   
 

Missing Information 

Missing interviews of the officers involved in the complaint. 
 

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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Police Civilian Review Panel 

September 3, 2024 

Fairfax County Government Center, Conference Room 7 

Subcommittee Meeting Summary (CRP-24-05)

 

Subcommittee Members Present: 

Todd Cranford, Panel Member 

Michael Lau, Panel Member 

Cheri Belkowitz, Chair of Subcommittee 

 

Others Present: 

Complainants 

Sanjida Lisa, PCRP 

Craig Miles, PCRP 

Lt. Chris Cosgriff, IAB 

 

The Panel’s meeting was called to order at 8:10 p.m. Ms. Belkowitz welcomed everyone to the Panel’s 

September 3, 2024 subcommittee meeting.  

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

review of a complaint. She stated that 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 

September 5, 2024, meeting.   

Initial Review of CRP-24-05: 

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) recordings. Ms. Belkowitz provided a summary of the events of the 

incident that led to the complaint (CRP-24-05) and took additional information from Mr. Lau and Mr. 

Cranford.  

The Complainants were present and given up to 15 minutes to address the Panel. The Complainants 

provided a summary of the events that led to their complaint.  

Ms. Belkowitz identified the allegation made by the Complainants in their correspondence to the Panel:  

1. Inappropriate conduct of two FCPD officers at the Reston District Station, to include threatening and 

intimidating tactics, unprofessionalism, and conduct unbecoming of an FCPD police officer. 

 

Mr. Lau stated that he missed reviewing the body-worn camera footage in the Internal Affairs Bureau 

(IAB) investigative file, and the video footage encompassed a large portion of the allegation made by the 

Complainants.  
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Ms. Belkowitz recommended deferring the subcommittee vote to allow time for Mr. Lau to review the 

video footage he missed in his initial review.  

Subcommittee members discussed the allegation, and all three Panel members agreed that it did rise to 

the level of Serious Misconduct or Abuse of Authority under category C and the evidence was 

substantiated in the file.  

Mr. Cranford moved that the subcommittee recommend that the full Panel review the complaint based 

on all subcommittee members voting yes to the allegation. Mr. Lau seconded the motion. Ms. Belkowitz 

amended the motion to state there was missing information from the investigative file. The amended 

motion was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Cranford motioned to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Lau seconded the motion and the meeting 

adjourned at 9:10 p.m.  
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