Police Civilian Review Panel
March 5, 2026
Fairfax County Government Center, Conference Room 7
12000 Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, VA 22035
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Call to Order and Roll Call: Chair Garner called the Police Civilian Review Panel’s (Panel) business meeting
to order at 7:05 p.m., and the Panel Analyst took attendance.

Approval of Meeting Agenda: Chair Garner entertained a motion to approve the Panel Meeting agenda.
Vice Chair Adams made a motion to approve the agenda, and Panel Member Belkowitz seconded the
motion. The Panel voted, and the motion unanimously carried.

Approval of February 5, 2026 Draft Meeting Summary: Chair Garner gave Panel Members time to review
the February 5, 2026 draft meeting summary. Panel Member Yang made a motion to approve the draft
summary, and Panel Member Hargraves seconded the motion. There was no discussion. The motion to
approve the February 5, 2026 draft meeting summary unanimously carried.

Panel Member Introduction
Chair Garner welcomed a new Panel Member, Allen Denette, who gave a brief introduction. All Panel
Members present, including Staff, Counsel and the Office of the Independent Auditor, also gave brief
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introductions.

Panel Member Belkowitz raised a point of order regarding the change of Counsel. Discussion ensued on when
the Panel will discuss the reasons for the change and Panel Member Yang stated that the Panel received
information in an email. Chair Garner requested the Panel move on to the next agenda item.

Subcommittee Report for CRP-25-28R:

Panel Member Yang described the Panel subcommittee process and explained the Panel’s procedures and
authority. Based on the Panel Bylaws, in conducting a review of a complaint, the Panel determines whether
employees of the Fairfax County Police Department (FCPD) engaged in Serious Misconduct or Abuse of
Authority. Panel Member Yang, who was the Chair of the subcommittee, stated that a subcommittee met on
February 9 to discuss three allegations made in the complaint.

Panel Member Yang read the allegations made by the complainant and reviewed the facts of the case:

1. The complainant alleged the officer randomly issued a summons to them for no operator's license.

2. The complainant alleged the officer threatened to tow their vehicle.

3. The complainant alleged the officer required the complainant to check their home security video
without a warrant.

Panel Member Yang provided a detailed summary of the incident that prompted the complainant to file the
complaint. He asked the subcommittee members if they had any additions. Vice Chair Adams said the body-
worn camera footage supports the subcommittee's findings. Chair Garner entertained a motion to accept the
subcommittee report for CRP-25-28 [that the full Panel not review the case]. Panel Member Cranford made
a motion to accept the subcommittee report. Panel Member Hargraves seconded the motion. Chair Garner
asked if there was any discussion. Panel Member Hargraves asked if anything in the body-worn camera
footage suggested the police officers acted in a rude, careless, angry, retaliatory or threatening manner not
necessary for self- defense [Category “C” on the Initial Review Report]. Vice Chair Adams said no; the
officers were polite and tolerant. Panel Member Hargraves asked how it was determined that the
complainant intentionally struck another vehicle. Panel Member Yang responded that the complainant
verbally confirmed she intentionally backed into the vehicle behind her. The Panel voted to accept the
subcommittee report, and the motion unanimously carried.

Subcommittee Report for CRP-24-26R

Chair Garner described the Panel subcommittee process and explained the Panel’s procedures and authority.
Based on the Panel Bylaws, in conducting a review of a complaint, the Panel determines whether employees
of the Fairfax County Police Department (FCPD) engaged in Serious Misconduct or Abuse of Authority.
Chair Garner, who was the Chair of the subcommittee, stated that a subcommittee met on February 10 to
discuss three allegations made in the complaint.

Chair Garner read the allegations made by the complainant and reviewed the facts of the case.

1. The complainant alleged the officer harassed her during an encounter and subsequent traffic stop due
to her race.

2. The complainant alleged the officer identified himself as a supervisor when interacting with her
during the traffic stop.

3. The complainant alleged the officer improperly referred her to Child Protective Services (CPS).

Chair Garner provided a detailed summary of the incident that prompted the complainant to file the
complaint. He asked the subcommittee members if they had any additions. Panel Member Hargraves
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provided context regarding why the supervisor on the scene made the referral to Child Protective Services.
Panel Member Deen had no additional comments. Chair Garner gave the complainant fifteen minutes to
speak.

The complainant stated that her constitutional rights under the Fourth Amendment were violated. She
alleged that she was pulled over without cause and incorrectly informed that she did not have a driver’s
license. She provided details of the incident and indicated that it reflected a broader issue.

Panel Member Hargraves added that the officer’s response of “yes” to the complainant’s question, “Are you
going to shoot me?”” was due to the heightened state of the situation. He noted that the officer immediately
apologized. Chair Garner entertained a motion to accept the subcommittee report for CRP-25-28 [that the
full Panel not review the case]. Panel Member Hargraves moved to accept the subcommittee report. Panel
Member Deen seconded the motion to accept the subcommittee report. Panel Member Belkowitz asked how
the complainant knew it was the same officer who referred her to CPS. The complainant and Panel Member
Hargraves stated that documentation exists to substantiate that occurrence. Chair Garner briefly explained
the details of the miscommunication between the officer and the complainant. Panel Member Cranford
reminded the complainant of the purpose of the Panel’s review process. Chair Garner called for the vote to
accept the subcommittee report. The Panel voted, and the motion to accept the subcommittee’s report
unanimously carried. Panel Member Hargraves and Chair Garner briefly discussed the details of the traffic
stop. Panel Member Belkowitz said she would also like to propose a recommendation regarding restorative
justice.

Report of Independent Police Auditor
Independent Police Auditor (IPA) Richard Schott stated he would present his findings on his recent review
of FCPD of force incidents.

IPA Schott summarized two incident reports regarding a welfare check.

e An officer knocked on a woman’s apartment door multiple times and stated he wanted to check
on her. Eventually, the woman opened the door and immediately slashed at the officer several
times with a knife, which led the officer to fire multiple shots. The officer radioed for additional
officers and medical personnel; however, the woman was pronounced dead at the hospital. A
criminal and administrative investigation was initiated. The FCPD concluded that the officer did
not violate any laws and complied with department policies.

¢ Another incident involved an officer who failed to immediately proceed to a welfare check
despite indicating he was en route. IPA Schott concluded that the investigation was accurate,
complete, thorough, impartial, and objective. The report referenced pertinent literature and
included two recommendations for improving police responses to individuals in crisis.

IPA Schott summarized three incidents involving takedowns.

e Officers responded to a report of an intoxicated man trespassing. After speaking with the man, the
officers attempted to arrest him for public intoxication. He resisted, leading officers to perform a
controlled takedown, during which the man’s head struck the floor. He was transported to the
hospital, where he was disruptive, and was later taken to the Adult Detention Center.

e FCPD officers responded to two calls regarding a domestic violence incident. The woman was
arrested for assaulting her husband. She later became aggressive, prompting officers to use a
controlled takedown before placing her in the police vehicle. The woman subsequently filed
complaints alleging false arrest, malicious prosecution, and excessive use of force.

e Officers assigned to the Street Crimes Unit [SCU] conducted an undercover operation in which an
officer planned to purchase illegal narcotics from an individual who was seated inside a vehicle with

the officers. However, the individual exited the vehicle before the transaction was completed and he
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was tackled and arrested by an SCU detective. He later filed a complaint alleging excessive force.

In all three cases, IPA Schott agreed with the FCPD investigation that the force used complied with
departmental policies.

The next incident involved a call for service at a Sunoco gas station, where a woman was arrested for being
intoxicated in public. She later alleged that the arrest caused bruising. The internal investigation concluded
that officers did not use force and, therefore, did not violate the department’s policy on use of force.

In the thirteen incidents that IPA Schott reviewed, he found that the FCPD investigations were all accurate,
complete, thorough, impartial, and objective. He opened the floor for questions. Panel Member Cranford
asked whether the Prince William County Police received any communications prior to the wellness check
that would have indicated the individual was potentially unstable. IPA Schott responded affirmatively and
said that the officer was aware the individual was potentially unstable but not dangerous. Panel Member
Cranford also asked whether there was anything in the record explaining why the officer did not use a
TASER when the individual was wielding a knife. IPA Schott said there was nothing in the record. Panel
Member Cranford then asked two additional clarifying questions, and IPA Schott provided the necessary
details.

Training Schedule
Chair Garner stated there is upcoming training on Saturday, March 7. FCPD will be conducting the Crisis
Intervention Team training (CIT) at the Police Safety headquarters.

New Business

Panel Member Belkowitz referenced the memo prepared regarding remote access to case files. Chair Garner
said the memo had been provided the previous day and gave a brief summary of its details. Panel Member
Hargraves asked whether a closed session could be held regarding counsel selection. Panel Member
Cranford stated such a session would need to be properly noticed.

Panel Member Deen offered the Panel an option to attend a government Iftar on March 11.

Panel Member Belkowitz asked about the deadline for the case that went to the Full Panel. Chair Garner and
Panel Member Yang said the case is not yet ready.

Adjournment
Panel Member Cranford made a motion to adjourn, and Panel Member Hargraves seconded the motion. The

Panel voted and the motion unanimously carried. The meeting adjourned at 8:32 p.m.



