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Memorandum 

To: Jonathan Jarvis 
Director, National P 

From: Matthew Elliott 

Subject: Report of Investigation- - Missing Firearm 
Case No. OI-PI-14-0454-I 

The Office of Inspector General has concluded its investigation into allegations that 
Officer , U.S. Park Police (USPP), mishandled a handgun held as evidence. 
We received a complaint from Attorney  of the firm  LLP, on behalf of 
his client , owner of the handgun, alleging that  kept the firearm in his 
possession for 4 days after having it test-fired. When the handgun was qot immediately available 
for pickup by  also suspected that USPP no longer had custody of the handgun and 
that  may have stolen it. 

We found no evidence to support  allegations that  kept the firearm in his 
possession between April 10 and 14 or that he stole the weapon when it was no longer needed as 
evidence. The investigation did reveal that  did not properly secure  handgun 
in a designated evidence locker between April10 and 14, in violation ofUSPP policy and 
procedure. We detail the results of our investigation in the attached report. 

We are referring this report to your office for review and action. Please provide a written 
response to the report and a completed Accountability Form (attached) within 90 days ofthe date 
of this memorandum. You may mail your response to: 

Office of Inspector General 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
12030 Sunrise Valley Drive, Suite 350 
Reston, VA 20191 

If you prefer, you may email your response to doioigreferrals@doioig.gov. This email 
address can also be used to advise us that you have mailed your response to us or, if necessary, to 
request an extension to the due date. An extension request should include a brief status summary 
and an anticipated completion date. 

Office of Investigations I W ashington, DC 

All redactions are pursuant to exemptions (b)(6)&(b)(7)



 

If you develop information or questions during your review that should be discussed with 
this office, please contact Special Agent  at  or Special Agent in 
Charge  at .  
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2 
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REPORT OF INVESTIGATION 
 

 
 

SYNOPSIS 
 
We initiated this investigation based on a complaint from Attorney  of the firm  

 LLP, on behalf of his client . On March 23, 2014,  was arrested by Officer 
 of the U.S. Park Police (USPP) at  Farm in McLean, VA, and 

charged with carrying a concealed weapon and possession of marijuana. At the time of the arrest, 
 seized  .45-caliber semiautomatic handgun as evidence.  

 
 alleged that on April 10, 2014,  removed the handgun from the evidence locker at the 

USPP District 2 Substation in McLean, VA, to have it test-fired, but did not return it until April 14, 
4 days later—causing  to question what  did with the weapon during that time.  also 
alleged that after  criminal case was dismissed, USPP did not immediately return the handgun 
to , and  suspected the handgun was no longer in USPP custody and that  may 
have stolen it.  
 
According to , after having the handgun test-fired by the DC Department of Forensic 
Sciences on April 10, he returned it to the District 2 Substation, but instead of securing it in a 
designated evidence locker, he placed it in a weapons locker used to secure law enforcement weapons. 

 said that on April 12, he was directed by his supervisor, Sergeant , USPP, 
to log the handgun into the evidence locker.  did not do so, however, until April 14, when he 
moved the handgun to a designated evidence locker in the District 2 Substation. We found that 

 violated USPP General Order 3211 when he did not properly secure  handgun 
between April 10 and 14. 
 
We also found no evidence to support  allegations that USPP refused to return  handgun 
or that  stole the weapon when it was no longer needed as evidence. Early in our 
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investigation we located  handgun at the USPP Brentwood Property Office in Washington, DC, 
where it had been held as evidence since being transferred there on April 14, 2014. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
U.S. Park Police (USPP) General Order No. 3211, “Evidence/Found Property,” establishes guidelines 
for the safeguarding of property taken into custody by USPP personnel until it can be either released to 
the rightful owner or disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations (Attachment 1). All 
property taken into USPP custody is to be properly packaged, secured at the officer’s worksite, and 
forwarded to the appropriate property section on the following business day.  
 
The USPP Evidence/Property Guideline Manual further requires that unless otherwise directed by a 
supervisor, an officer shall properly secure property at his or her worksite before the end of his or her 
tour of duty (Attachment 2).  
 
The Evidence/Property Guideline Manual also requires that property in USPP custody shall not be 
released to the owner or his or her designee unless positive proof of ownership can be produced or the 
designee has a proof of release authorization from the owner and proper identification. Property may 
also be released pursuant to a court order if the owner files a motion to return property under DC or 
Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure or a comparable rule. 
 

DETAILS OF INVESTIGATION 
 
We initiated this investigation based on a complaint from Attorney  of the firm  

 LLP, dated June 3, 2014, alleging that USPP Officer  mishandled and possibly 
stole a handgun being held as evidence (Attachment 3). In a separate letter to the Assistant Inspector 
General for Investigations dated June 2, 2014,  provided further information about the handgun, 
which had been seized as evidence from  client,  when  was arrested at  

 Farm in McLean, VA.  alleged that on Thursday, April 10, 2014,  
removed  handgun from the evidence locker at the USPP District 2 Substation in McLean, VA, 
to have it test-fired. Once it was tested,  alleged,  took  handgun home and did 
not return it to the evidence locker until Monday, April 14, 2014 (Attachment 4).  
 

 also alleged that once the criminal case against  was dismissed, USPP refused to return the 
handgun to   cited USPP’s lack of firearms accountability as reported in the Office of 
Inspector General’s (OIG) 2013 report entitled “Review of U.S. Park Police Weapons Accountability 
Program” (Case No. PI-PI-13-0141-I), and concluded that  may have taken the handgun once 
it was no longer needed as evidence.  
  
According to , on March 23, 2014,  arrested  at  Farm and 
charged him with carrying a concealed weapon and possession of marijuana (Attachments 5 and 6). 
At the time of the arrest,  seized  Colt Model IV, .45-caliber semiautomatic handgun 
(Serial No. ) as evidence (see Attachment 4).  
 
In preparation for  criminal trial, Attorney  co-counsel, obtained 
copies of the USPP Evidence/Property Control Receipt (USPP Form 43-11) completed by , 
and the Certificate of Firearm Examination prepared by the DC Department of Forensic Sciences, 
documenting the results of the test-fire examination (see Attachments 4 and 6).  
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 examined the two documents obtained by  and discovered that following arrest 
on March 23, 2014,  secured the handgun in the District 2 Substation evidence locker. 
On April 10, 2014,  removed the handgun from the evidence locker to be test-fired. The 
Certificate of Firearm Examination showed that  submitted the handgun for analysis on April 
10 and received it back on the same day. The next and final entry on the Evidence/Property Control 
Receipt showed that  returned the handgun to the District 2 Substation evidence locker on 
April 14, 2014, 4 days after it was test-fired.  
 
Based on  review of these documents, he questioned what  did with ’ handgun 
between April 10 and 14, 2014. He suspected that  may have taken it home during that time.  
 
Custody of ’ Handgun Between April 10 and 14, 2014  
 
On August 4, 2014, we conducted the first of two interviews of  to determine the chain of 
custody of  handgun between April 10 and 14 (Attachments 7 and 8). We asked  to 
review the Evidence/Property Control Receipt showing that he returned the handgun to the evidence 
locker on April 14. After reviewing the receipt,  said that the delay must have been an error 
on his part, that he had no reason to retain custody of the weapon.  also provided us with a 
copy of his entry in the District 2 Substation evidence log that showed he logged  handgun 
into evidence on April 14 (Attachment 9). He could not explain the gap in time but refused to 
acknowledge the possibility that he recorded the wrong date on the Evidence/Property Control Receipt 
and in the evidence log.  
 

 recalled that on the morning of April 10, he appeared in U.S. District Court in Alexandria, 
VA. Following court, he took the handgun to the DC Department of Forensic Sciences, where it was 
test-fired and returned to him. He returned to the District 2 Substation to return his USPP vehicle and 
change clothes. He did not specifically recall securing the handgun that day, but suggested that he may 
have placed it in a black weapons locker used to secure law enforcement weapons rather than in an 
evidence locker (see Figure 1).  explained that he had previously used the weapons lockers, 
in Room 200 of the substation, to temporarily store drug evidence when he was unable to process it 
before the end of his shift. He thought that he may have secured the handgun in the weapons locker 
until he returned on his next scheduled work day.  also explained that it was an acceptable 
practice to secure evidence temporarily in the weapons lockers.  
 

All redactions are pursuant to exemptions (b)(6)&(b)(7)
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Figure 1. Weapons locker in Room 200 of USPP District 2 Substation. 
 
On August 12, 2014, we interviewed Sergeant ,  immediate supervisor. 

 said that  came to him sometime after August 4 to report that he was under 
investigation by OIG for not logging in the weapon (Attachments 10 and 11). According to , 

 explained that on April 10, he returned the handgun to the District 2 Substation after having 
it test-fired. further said that he placed the handgun in a weapons locker in Room 200 rather 
than in the evidence locker. He did not log the weapon in as evidence until he returned to work on 
April 14. According to , this was the first he knew that  had not logged in the weapon 
immediately after its test-firing.  
 

 could not explain why  would have used the weapons locker to secure the firearm 
rather than a designated evidence locker, but he surmised that  may have been in a hurry to 
leave after attending court and intended to complete the necessary paperwork when he returned to 
work.  acknowledged that  did not follow District 2 procedures for securing evidence. 

 said that he counseled  about properly securing evidence but did not document the 
counseling session. According to , it was not an acceptable practice to secure evidence in 
weapons lockers.  
 
On September 11, 2014, we re-interviewed , and he provided a more decisive account of his 
actions on April 10 (Attachments 12 and 13).  was now certain that he secured the handgun 
in the weapons locker located in Room 200, as he had described in the previous interview.  
 

 said that he did not return  handgun to an evidence locker on April 10 because he 
knew the station commander would not want to pay him overtime for the additional time it would take 
to properly log the weapon in and secure it in the evidence locker that day. Instead, he placed the 
handgun in the weapons locker and planned to log it in when he returned to work. When asked how 
long it would have taken him to properly secure the weapon in an evidence locker and log it in, 

said that it would not have taken long. According to  it would have taken only a 
few seconds longer to properly secure the weapon in the evidence locker and log it in. 
 

All redactions are pursuant to exemptions (b)(6)&(b)(7)
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 said that he returned to work on the evening of April 12. He recalled having a conversation 
with  about the handgun and being directed by  to properly log the weapon into the 
evidence locker. Despite  direction,  said that he did not do so until the following 
day. When asked why he did not follow  initial direction to log in the weapon, said: 
“I know I should have logged it in Saturday night [April 12], but I just went out on the street. I was 
trying to make cases.” 
 

 said that on April 14, he contacted  to inform him that he still needed to log the 
handgun into the evidence locker.  said that  again directed him to log the weapon in. 
He subsequently moved the handgun into an evidence locker and properly logged it in the station 
evidence log and on the Evidence/Property Control Receipt.  
 

did not remember telling  to log the weapon in on either April 12 or April 14, as 
described by , but said that it may have happened (Attachment 14). 
 
Return of Handgun 
 
According to , on May 27, 2014,  appeared in U.S. District Court in Alexandria, VA, and 
pled guilty to possession of marijuana (see Attachments 5 and 6). The concealed weapon charge was 
subsequently dismissed. said that at the conclusion of the trial, , Assistant 
U.S. Attorney, told him  that  handgun was no longer needed as evidence and could be 
released to  at the District 2 Substation. 
 

provided investigators with copies of three emails from  regarding the release of 
 handgun (Attachment 15). On May 27, 2014,  told that the handgun had been 

moved to the USPP Brentwood Property Office in Washington, DC. The following day,  
sent a second email advising  that a USPP officer would retrieve the handgun from the property 
office and return it to the District 2 Substation. Later on May 28, 2014,  also advised  
that USPP would require proof of ownership before releasing the handgun to  
 

said that on May 29, 2014, he contacted the USPP District 2 Substation and asked when  
could retrieve the handgun (see Attachments 5 and 6). He reportedly spoke to an unidentified USPP 
sergeant, who confirmed that the handgun had been transferred from the District 2 Substation to the 
USPP Brentwood Property Office. According to  the sergeant said the handgun was not 
immediately available to be picked up at the District 2 Substation.  
 
On June 2, 2014,  filed a motion in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia 
seeking an order directing USPP to return  handgun (Attachment 16). On July 10, 2014, the 
Honorable T. Rawles Jones, Jr., Magistrate Judge for the U.S. District Court, issued the order 
(Attachment 17).  
 
On August 7, 2014, we met with Captain , District 2 Commander, who provided us 
with final copies of the Evidence/Property Control Receipt and a computerized chain-of-custody report 
(Attachments 18, 19, and 20). Both documents show that  handgun was transferred to the 
Brentwood Property Office on April 14, 2014. The documents also show that the handgun was held 
there until July 11, 2014, when it was returned to the District 2 Substation to be released to  

 retrieved the handgun on July 14, 2014. 
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SUBJECT(S) 
 

, Officer, U.S. Park Police. 
 

DISPOSITION 
 
We are providing this report to the Director of NPS for any action deemed appropriate. 
 

ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. USPP General Order No. 3211, “Evidence/Found Property,” July 5, 2000. 
2. USPP Evidence/Property Guideline Manual, February 29, 2012. 
3. Hotline complaint, E000372, dated June 3, 2014. 
4. Letter to Assistant Inspector General for Investigations, dated June 2, 2014. 
5. Investigative Activity Report (IAR) – Interview of  on June 18, 2014. 
6. Transcript of interview with  on June 18, 2014. 
7. IAR – Interview of  on August 4, 2014. 
8. Transcript of interview with  on August 4, 2014.  
9. Evidence log entry, April 14, 2014. 
10. IAR – Interview of  on August 12, 2014. 
11. Transcript of interview with  on August 12, 2014. 
12. IAR – Interview of  on September 11, 2014. 
13. Transcript of interview with  on September 11, 2014. 
14. IAR – Interview of  on December 28, 2014. 
15. Email string from , dated May 27 and 28, 2014. 
16. Defendant’s Motion to Return Defendant’s Property, dated June 2, 2014.  
17. U.S. District Court Order Directing the Release of Defendant’s Property, dated July 10, 2014.  
18. IAR – Review of USPP duty rosters and evidence custody documents, dated August 7, 2014.  
19. Evidence/Property Control Receipt (Case No. 14-25216). 
20. Chain of Custody Report (Case No. 14-25216). 
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