Police Civilian Review Panel
June 3, 2025

Fairfax County Government Center, Conference Room 7
12000 Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, VA 22035

Subcommittee Meeting Summary (CRP-24-17R)

Subcommittee Members Present: Others Present:

Michael Lau, Subcommittee Chair Craig Miles, Office of Police Civilian Review

David Adams, Panel Member Panel Liaison

Shaquishe Ferguson, Office of Police Civilian
Review

Bryon Garner, Panel Member

Captain Christopher Cosgriff, Fairfax County
Police Department Internal Affairs Bureau

Lieutenant Gregory Bedor, Fairfax County
Police Department Internal Affairs Bureau

The Fairfax County Police Civilian Review Panel’s (Panel’s) subcommittee meeting was called to
order at 6:00p.m. Subcommittee Chair Lau welcomed everyone to the Panel’s June 3, 2025,
subcommittee meeting and took attendance.

CRP-24-17R Subcommittee’s Initial Review: Subcommittee Chair Lau described the purpose of
the subcommittee and explained its procedures and authority, based on the Panel Bylaws, to
conduct an initial review of a complaint to determine whether the Fairfax County Police
Department (FCPD) engaged in serious misconduct or abuse of authority.

Subcommittee Chair Lau explained the process for completion of the Initial Review Report and
read the allegation. The allegation made by the complainant was:

1. The complainant was falsely arrested.

Subcommittee Chair Lau provided a summary of the events of the incident that led to the
complaint (CRP-24-17R). Subcommittee Chair Lau asked for additions to this summary.
Subcommittee Chair Lau noted, for the record, that the hotel provided conflicting information
to the police department regarding the complainant’s guest status at the hotel. Panel Member
Adams said the hotel manager completed trespass paperwork, saying they didn’t want the
complainant on the property.

Complainant’s Attorney




The complainant’s attorney mentioned that when the complainant said he was a guest, it
wasn’t captured on the body-worn camera (BWC), but the complainant asserted that he was a
guest. He also said the breakfast attendant was shocked when the officer said the complainant
was not a guest. The attorney said that upon the officer’s arrival on the scene, it took him three
minutes to ask the complainant if he was a guest. The attorney also said that when the officer
made contact with the complainant, there was an immediate touch and shove on the
complainant's chest. The attorney said three minutes after initial contact is when the
complainant said “Yes, | am a guest.” The attorney also said the officer’s conduct was
threatening and the situation continued to escalate. He said unwelcome touching constitutes
assault/battery and the officer’s conduct was careless because, [once found], no one scanned
the room key or checked the registry to ensure he was a guest. The attorney mentioned that
there was [unreasonable] seizure when the officer told him he was free to go but then pulled
him back. Also, the disorderly conduct charge was dropped when the complainant’s attorney
told the commonwealth’s attorney the complainant was a guest. The attorney said the
complainant had a right to be on the property, so what was the statutory right [for the officers]
to ask him to leave? The attorney also said the complainant’s constitutional right was infringed
upon; he didn’t need to be polite.

Allegations and Comments:

Subcommittee Chair Lau opened the floor to subcommittee members. Panel Member Adams
said that when the police officer and the complainant were heading to the Adult Detention
Center, there was a cordial conversation between the complainant and the officer. Panel
Member Garner commented on focusing on the allegation at hand so as not to get off topic. He
asked if the issues the attorney brought up were a change in the allegation. The attorney said
abuse of authority is more appropriate given that the initial contact was the officer shoving the
complainant's chest, and the de-escalation only occurred after the complainant pulled out his
phone to record. Panel Member Garner said the police had been trying to figure out the
situation [which is why he might have shoved the complainant]. He also said it is a challenge to
control a dynamic situation and that the complainant was already upset before the officers
arrived. Panel Member Garner also said the officer was using de-escalation techniques like not
raising his voice or taking in an authoritative manner so what more did the complainant’s
attorney think the officer could have done. The attorney said that when the complainant said,
“Yes, | am a guest,” that’s when the officer should have asked the desk associate to ensure he
was a guest. Subcommittee Chair Lau said the complainant used vulgar language and asked if
the complainant’s attorney thought that escalated the matter. The attorney said it was already
escalated at that point, but it was justified based on the situation. Subcommittee Chair Lau,
other Panel members, and the attorney continued to discuss the issue.

Panel Member Garner addressed a comment made by the complainant’s attorney that the
officers were rude, careless, and threatening. The attorney said he was concerned about
whether the officers' response was lawful. Panel Member Adams said the officer’s demeanor
on the footage was calm and professional. Subcommittee Chair Lau and Panel Member Garner
discussed the trespassing issue.



Full Panel Recommendation:

The Subcommittee unanimously found that the allegation did not meet the threshold of Serious
Misconduct or Abuse of Authority and therefore the Panel did not have authority to review the
complaint. The Subcommittee unanimously recommend that the full Panel not take up a review

of CRP-24-17R.

Meeting Adjourned:

The Panel Member Garner asked if there was a motion to adjourn the meeting. Panel Member
Adams moved to adjourn the meeting, and the motion was seconded by Panel Member Garner.
The motion carried unanimously, and the meeting was adjourned.




