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Police Civilian Review Panel 

September 3, 2025 

Fairfax County Government Center, Conference Room 2/3 

12000 Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, VA 22035 

Subcommittee Meeting Summary (CRP-24-14R)

 

Subcommittee Members Present: 

James Yang, Subcommittee Chair 

Todd Cranford, Panel Member 

Fazia Deen, Panel Member 

 

Others Present: 

Craig Miles, Office of the Police Civilian 
Review Panel Liaison 

Shaquishe Ferguson, Office of the Police 
Civilian Review Analyst  

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) subcommittee meeting was called to 
order at 6:30 p.m. Subcommittee Chair Yang welcomed everyone to the Panel’s September 3, 
2025, subcommittee meeting and took attendance. Subcommittee Chair Yang entertained a vote 
to approve the subcommittee agenda. Panel Member Cranford made a motion. The motion 
unanimously carried. 
 
CRP-24-14R Subcommittee’s Initial Review: Subcommittee Chair Yang 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 Yang explained the process for completion of the Initial Review Report and 
read the allegations. The allegations made by the complainant were:  

1. The complainant’s Fourth Amendment rights were violated when the detective forged and 
backdated a search warrant. 

2. The complainant was harassed and intimidated by police officers. 
3. The complainant was wrongfully arrested by police, who did not have a warrant. 

 
Subcommittee Chair Yang provided a summary of the events of the incident that led to the 
complaint (CRP-24-14R). Subcommittee Chair Yang asked for additions to this summary. Panel 
Member Cranford said he had nothing to add. Panel Member Deen stated she wanted to add 
context and mentioned that the complainant was upset due to his phone being taken away and 
that he was protecting a girlfriend.  
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Allegations and Comments: 
Subcommittee Chair Yang opened the floor to subcommittee members for comment and 
discussion. Subcommittee Chair Yang, Panel Member Cranford, and Panel Member Deen stated 
the first allegation did not rise to the level of Abuse of Authority or Serious Misconduct, and 
there was not sufficient evidence for a full [Panel] review. Panel Member Deen noted that the 
complainant was not aware of or did not fully understand the procedure, which contributed to the 
miscommunication. Subcommittee members stated the second allegation did not rise to the level 
of Abuse of Authority or Serious Misconduct, and there was not sufficient evidence for a full 
[Panel] review. Subcommittee Chair Yang noted that police detectives asked the complainant if 
he needed water and offered an ambulance and a trip to the hospital. Panel Member Deen stated 
that the complainant was treated with respect, and Panel Member Cranford agreed. 
Subcommittee members stated the third allegation did not rise to the level of Abuse of Authority 
or Serious Misconduct, and there was not sufficient evidence for a full [Panel] review. Panel 
Member Cranford added context, noting that the complainant had called two different precincts 
and was told there was no warrant for his arrest; however, he was ultimately arrested upon 
arriving at the precinct. The Panel Liaison suggested that the warrant may have been issued on 
the day of the arrest rather than the day before, when the complainant first called. 
 
The Panel Liaison asked for clarification on which category each allegation fell under. 
Subcommittee members stated that Allegations one and three fell under category “E/F” 
[violation of laws or ordinances/other serious violations of Fairfax County or FCPD policies or 
procedures, including the FCPD Canon of Ethics, occurring both on or off duty]. Subcommittee 
members further stated that Allegation two fell under category “C” [acting in a rude, careless, 
angry, retaliatory, or threatening manner not necessary for self-defense].  
 
Full Panel Recommendation: 
Panel Member Cranford moved that the Full Panel not review CRP-24-14R. Panel Member Deen 
seconded the motion. There was no discussion or opposition, and the motion was adopted 
unanimously. 
 
Meeting Adjourned: 
Panel Member Cranford moved to adjourn the meeting. Panel Member Deen seconded the 
motion. The motion unanimously carried, and the meeting was adjourned at 6:57 p.m. 


