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UNDISCLOSED, The State V. Keith Davis, Jr. 

Episode 2 - Country On The West 
April 29, 2019 

______________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

Charles Holden: 
Well, everyone called me “Country” on the west, and “Charlie” on the east. 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Okay 
 
Charles Holden: 
“Charlie” on the east, here, “Charlie” on the east. And “Country” on the west. 
Everybody called me “Charlie” on the east, I know they’re from the east. 
Somebody “Charlie!”. If they say “Country”, they gotta be somebody that live 
west.  
 

[0:25] Amelia McDonell-Parry: Meet Charles Holden, otherwise known as Country on 
the west side of Baltimore and Charlie on the east. Charles Holden is in his sixties, 
which is perhaps why I feel a little uncomfortable calling him by his first name, let alone 
one of his nicknames -- I’ll refer to him by his full name or Mr. Holden from here on out. 
Mr. Holden drives a hack, or an unlicensed cab, giving people rides in exchange for 
cash. He’s been hacking since at least 1996, according to court records -- Mr. Holden 
has received several citations over the years.  
 
On Sunday, June 7, 2015, shortly after 9:30 am, Charles Holden was in Park Heights, a 
neighborhood in Northwest Baltimore, but his car was running low on gas so he wasn’t 
planning on doing any more pickups. As Mr. Holden drove up Park Heights Ave, he saw 
T, a guy he knew from the neighborhood, and pulled over.  
 

Charles Holden: 
T said “Hey, Country! Take me...drop me off right here ‘bout two blocks, up 
Belvedere, Park Heights and Belvedere.” I was “All right, c’mon man, you’re only 
like two blocks from it”.  
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Park Heights Ave and West Belvedere Ave is a prominent intersection in the 
neighborhood, in part because of its proximity to Pimlico Racetrack, where the 
Preakness Stakes takes place every year. But the location also figures prominently in 
the case against Keith Davis Jr. Because after T hopped out of Charles Holden’s car 
that Sunday morning in June 2015, someone else slid into the front seat and demanded 
a ride. 
 

Detective Charles Anderson: 
So, this gentleman jumps in your car, right? What does he say to you?  
 
Charles Holden: 
He said “Man I gotta go  to Yale Heights…” So I said “Man, damn! I’da take you 
down there but I ain’t got no gas!” So he said “Unc, let’s go!”. I said “Man, what 
the fuck is you doin?” “Unc, let’s go.”  I said “You shut up, cut that shit out!” “You 
damn mother fucker, I’m not playing with you, my girl’s baby”, what the fuck is 
wrong with the baby, or something wrong with his girl’s baby or that’s all I hear, I 
forgot.  He had the bag though, and he looked like he was gonna get me some 
gas when he went in it and no gas money never came out, this came out.  
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
He had the gun in the bag? 
 
Charles Holden: 
He had the gun in the bag, yeah.  

 
Charles Holden was scared half to death. Moments after he turned left from Park 
Heights Ave on to West Belvedere, traffic slowed down and up ahead, near the corner 
of St. Charles Street, he saw an accident was blocking the right hand lane. A Baltimore 
Police prisoner transport wagon and a cruiser were also on the scene, and standing in 
the median, at least one uniformed patrol officer. That big gun was still in his 
passenger’s hand, pointed in his direction, and Charles Holden did not want to stick 
around to find out what he might do with it.  
 
[3:30] Rabia Chaudry: Hi, and welcome to Undisclosed, The State V. Keith Davis, Jr. 
This is Episode 2 of our special series. My name is Rabia Chaudry, I’m an attorney and 
the author of the best selling book Adnan’s Story, and as you all know, Im part of the 
regular Undisclosed team. However this series is being reported by Amelia 
McDonell-Parry, a journalist and investigator who has been working on Keith’s case for 
more than six months now. Now if you missed Episode 1 of the series, go back and 
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listen, because this is a riveting story of a continuing injustice in the city of Baltimore, 
and you won’t want to miss a moment of it.  

 
[6:23] Amelia McDonell-Parry: On Sunday, June 7, 2015, Officer Lane Eskins was 
working overtime as the district’s wagon man, pulling a double shift that began late the 
night before. Earlier that morning, he transported a prisoner down to Central Booking 
and was on his way back to the Northwest District station when he spotted the two-car 
fender bender on West Belvedere, near St. Charles Street. Eskins pulled over in front of 
the accident, which was blocking the right hand lane, and alerted dispatch to send 
another unit.  No one was injured, but at least one of the vehicles needed to be towed.  
 
Although Eskins was first on the accident scene, the dispatcher assigned the call to 
Officer Catherine Filippou, another Northwest District patrol officer. When Filippou 
arrived, she parked her patrol car in the middle of the intersection near the median and 
perpendicular to West Belvedere, so traffic could continue to use the left lane. She and 
Eskins each took a driver and started gathering information for the accident report. 
There were several other car accidents that morning in different parts of the city, and 
they were waiting for an update from dispatch on the tow truck’s ETA. 
 
Filippou wasn’t working back-to-back shifts like Eskins, but the previous day had been 
fairly eventful. She’d responded to a domestic incident, an altercation between a 
pregnant woman and her mother, and at some point, Filippou got caught between the 
two of them. Maybe Filippou was still a little on edge from being attacked the previous 
day -- she was a fairly young officer; her 5-year anniversary on the force was coming up 
in July. Or maybe she was keyed up for others reasons.  

 
As Charles Holden’s car approached the accident scene, a city bus in the right lane, 
perhaps in an attempt to merge, hit the car’s outside mirror. Or maybe Mr. Holden, 
perhaps in an attempt to pass, hit the bus with his car -- he wasn’t sure. But there were 
now two accidents on West Belvedere near St. Charles Street, and, of greater 
importance to Mr. Holden, an armed robber still sitting in his car. On one hand, if Mr. 
Holden brought this car home with even a dent or a scratch, there would be hell to pay 
with his wife Marie. On the other hand, whatever the damage and whoever was at fault, 
that bus gave Charles Holden his chance. Here’s what happened next. 
 

Charles Holden: 
[cross talk] ...tell the police “Stop that bus! I jumped out and when I jumped out 
“Officer this man has got a big gun, this man got a big gun right here!” 
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Detective Charles Anderson: 
All right now you look at me and say it, ok? They’re not over there... [crosstalk] 
 
Charles Holden: 
OK. “He got a big gun, he got a big gun”. And the police said “Damn!” He jumped 
round and looked at him, and he [clap] boom!  
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
So the officer turned and looked at… 
 
Charles Holden: 
...the guy... 

 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
...the guy that was in your car... 
 
Charles Holden: 
He’s running though. The police couldn’t really see him at first. He...right there 
when they see him but they can’t see his face, see his back. He’s running from 
him.  

 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
He’s running... 

 
Charles Holden: 
Right. Police chased… 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
They start chasing him… 
 
Charles Holden: 
Yes 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
OK, which way did they chase him?  
 
Charles Holden: 
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They chased him to St. Charles, first alley. That’s all I could see they went down, 
going down. I thought he got away from them, but I seen about 10 police 
swarming the whole area again.  

 
In police dispatch terminology, a Signal 13 is a call for immediate backup to assist 
officers with an emergency. The first Signal 13 that morning was issued at 9:50am. 
 

Police Dispatch: 
(beeping sound) Signal 13, Signal 13, northwest, shots fired, by north 10-20. 
Shots fired. 

 
At 9:52am, the call went out again, this time with the garage location: 
 

Police Dispatch: 
(beeping sound) 5200 Eleanora, need more units, signal 13 shots fired, multiple 
shots fired.  

 
At 9:55, an anonymous 911 caller reported hearing 15-20 gunshots in the vicinity of 
West Belvedere and Reisterstown Road. Then, at 10:01am, dispatch reported that there 
were sufficient units on scene. 
 

Police Dispatch: 
(beeping sound) 10-32, 10-32 5200 Eleanora, 10:01. 

 
Until 2014, all Baltimore Police “categorical use of force incidents,” including officer 
involved shootings, triggered two separate investigations. The Homicide unit handled 
what was considered to be the criminal investigation, while Internal Affairs managed the 
policy compliance or administrative investigation. The criminal investigation followed the 
Homicide unit’s standard operating procedures, or SOPs, in order to determine whether 
there was a reasonable cause to believe that criminal law had been violated. That 
determination was ultimately made by the State’s Attorney’s Office, or SAO, which 
decided whether charges were warranted. If SAO decided not to prosecute, Internal 
Affairs would begin their investigation into whether the use of force violated department 
policy. These investigations could have been done concurrently, but for various 
reasons, they rarely were. 
 
The process was overhauled under Commissioner Anthony Batts in 2014. Batts formed 
the Force Investigation Team, or FIT unit, and tasked them with investigating all major 
use of force incidents, so they were no longer Homicide’s responsibility.  According to 
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Baltimore Police Policy 710, as updated in November of 2014, FIT was tasked with 
“thoroughly and impartially investigating the tactics taken by the officer leading up to, 
during and immediately after the event, as well as the use of force applied.”  
 
FIT’s investigation should gather “photographs, statements and other information” that 
could “be utilized to help determine if the force deployed was ‘objectively reasonable’ 
under Maryland common law and federal constitutional standards.” But the policy wasn’t 
clear that they were conducting a criminal investigation, as Homicide had done. FIT was 
also under the command of the Office of Professional Responsibility, just like Internal 
Affairs, which suggested that their focus was policy compliance, not a crime. If the unit 
implemented Standard Operating Procedures, their purpose might have been more 
clear, but alas, Baltimore Police have never been able to provide such materials upon 
request, likely because they never existed. 
 
Here’s what I can glean: according to Policy 710, FIT was responsible for producing 
three reports during its investigation. In addition to a 24 hour report detailing the basic 
facts of the case, FIT detectives were supposed to complete a Criminal Investigative 
Report and submit it to the State’s Attorney’s Office within 90 days. It was up to SAO to 
decide whether to pursue criminal charges. But FIT’s responsibilities didn’t end there. 
They were also supposed to present a final administrative report to the Categorical Use 
of Force Review Board within 90 days of SAO’s decision. According to General 
Order-24, published in July 2014, the Use of Force Review Board assessed whether the 
officer violated the department’s policies. 
 
Needless to say, Commissioner Batts’ vision for the Force Investigation Team was a 
complete clusterfuck. Wildly unclear though it may be, Policy 710 sure seems to 
suggest that the FIT team was actually supposed to conduct both the criminal and 
administrative investigations into major uses of force – yet the detectives assigned to 
that unit did not have the training or experience to do either very well. That became 
painfully clear when FIT was assigned to conduct the use of force investigation into 
Freddie Gray’s death. It was hardly their first investigation, but it was by far their most 
high-profile, and they made some big mistakes -- HUGE! -- early on.  
 
So when I first started looking into the case against Keith Davis Jr, and discovered that 
FIT conducted the use of force investigation, well, I was prepared to be underwhelmed. 
And I was in many respects. But I was also downright horrified. 
 
[15:55] Amelia McDonell-Parry: Larry Smith Jr. was a Baltimore Police Department 
officer for 18 years, until he resigned from the force in mid-2017. He worked in patrol, 
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several specialized units, and, for the last three years of his career, he was a detective 
with Internal Affairs, where he investigated cops accused of misconduct. Full disclosure: 
Larry contacted me in late November 2017 because he was interested in speaking to a 
journalist about some of the things he witnessed and experienced as a BPD officer. We 
became best buds instead. I trust him with my life, and to speak with authority about 
BPD’s policies, procedures and practices, including those that might have impacted FIT. 
 
Like, for example, the officers who were assigned to this supposedly elite unit and were 
tasked with investigating the police-involved shooting of Keith Davis Jr. on June 7, 
2015. Most were involved in the investigation into the death of Freddie Gray as well, 
including Detective Joseph Poremski, Detective Charles Anderson, and Sgt. Tashawna 
Gaines. But that Sunday morning in June, Detective Michael Boyd was notified by 
dispatch that he was to head to the garage at 5202 Eleanora Ave.  
 

[17:11] Larry Smith: 
A lot of the members of the FIT team weren’t exactly qualified to handle like a 
shooting incident. A lot of them had backgrounds in EOC, or they were in Internal 
Regulatory Affairs, but I don’t recall any of them having any background in 
homicide or any other sort of investigative background before joining the FIT 
team. So, Internal Affairs would assist them on some cases too. Like doing 
witness interviews, or canvassing neighborhoods, stuff like that. And I just don’t 
remember anyone having any real background in investigating police involved 
shootings or violent crime, really. I think you need to be present in a certain 
number of shooting scenes to sort of know what you’re looking for. So yeah, like, 
if shell casings are located in one spot, how far away was the shooter? Or from 
what direction did the officers fire? Was there crossfire? Where officers were 
positioned when they fired… there’s a lot of measurements and stuff that need to 
be taken by a crime lab that you’re now asking a detective to interpret who 
maybe has no experience in investigating a homicide or a shooting.  

 
[18:22] Amelia McDonell-Parry: I wanted to learn more about best practices for 
investigating police-involved shootings and other uses of force, so I reached out to Seth 
Stoughton, a former police officer turned Associate Professor at the University of South 
Carolina School of Law. That also makes him a colleague of Colin Miller’s. 

 
[18:39] Amelia McDonell-Parry: 
With something like a force-investigation team that is tasked with, in this case,  
investigating all high profile use of force incidents including police involved 
shootings, what kind of qualifications would you expect a detective in that unit to 
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have, given that all of them have been trained as police officers and trained to 
primarily investigate criminals? 

 
Seth Stoughton:  
Yeah. Good question. Some of it is just basic skills training, right? I want  
someone in that position to have some exposure to homicide investigations 
training. And that means an introduction to things like forensic evidence as it 
relates to homicide investigations. It means getting interview interrogation 
training, for example. Assault training that might include documenting injuries and 
identifying injuries, and even reading doctors’ notes, medical reports, and 
autopsies.  
 
I would want an investigator in that position to have significant training in uses of 
force. And not just uses of force generally, but the specific agency’s policies and 
procedures governing uses of force. So maybe those investigators have 
instructors’ certifications. They should have internal affairs training. There is a 
degree of specialized training for officers who investigate other officers. Training 
that covers, among other things, legal rights that apply, so that investigators don’t 
inadvertently screw up an administrative investigation by violating an officer’s 
administrative due process rights.  
 
Even with all of that training, you want officers to have some experience, some 
experience actually applying some of that training. So it would, for example, sure 
help if they had done a stint as a homicide investigator, or as an internal 
investigator. Or, better yet, in both the broader the investigator’s exposure and 
the broader their knowledge base, the better they will be able to apply the skills 
that they’ve learned to the situations that they have to investigate.  
 
Amelia McDonell-Parry: 
All of the detectives that were assigned to that unit not only didn’t have any 
homicide experience, they had no investigator experience.  

 
Seth Stoughton:  
Oh, God.  

 
Amelia McDonell-Parry: 
Yeah. So-- 

 
Seth Stoughton:  
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Uh, wow. Yeah. There’s so much wrong with this.  
 
You have no idea, Seth. You have NO IDEA. 
 

~~~~~ 
 

[21:53] Amelia McDonell-Parry: Lane Eskins and Catherine Filippou were just two of 
the officers who ended up at Big Herb’s Auto Repair on Eleanora [Avenue] that Sunday 
morning. The Northwest District Station was just a block and a half away, and the 
officer-in-charge, Sergeant Alfredo Santiago, was getting ready to fire up the grill in 
preparation for the early Father’s Day celebration he had planned for his squad. When 
dispatch issued the Signal 13, Santiago was already in the parking lot, so he sprinted 
over to his department-issued Chevy Tahoe, hopped inside, and hit the gas.  
 
Officer Israel Lopez was working a two-man unit that morning, doing a warrant initiative 
with Officer Thomas Kirby Jr., when the commotion on the radio caught their attention 
and changed their plans. They were still on Park Heights Avenue when they the first 
gunshots rang out. 
 
It’s not clear what time they arrived at the garage on Eleanora, but the shooting 
definitely wasn’t over -- because Lopez still had three bullets to fire himself. 
 

LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
At any point in time did you learn how many officers shot you, or shot at you?  
 
Keith Davis, Jr.: 
Yes. Four.  

 
Four officers who discharged their weapons into Big Herb’s Auto Repair that morning. 
Lane Eskins, Catherine Filippou, Sergeant Alfredo Santiago and Israel Lopez. Three of 
their bullets struck Keith Davis Jr. The first hit him in his right bicep. A second bullet 
grazed the right side of his back. And the third and last bullet pierced through Keith’s 
right cheek and down into the side of his neck, where it would remain for two long years.  
 

~~~~~ 
 

[23:42] Distinguishing a criminal investigation from an administrative investigation is 
important for several reasons. For starters, the stakes are different – an administrative 
investigation could, at its most severe, result in suspension or termination, while a 
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criminal investigation could result in serious charges. Second, determining whether a 
crime was committed requires detectives to take steps and ask questions that don’t 
apply to an administrative investigation, and vice versa. Third, the approach to 
interviewing officers under investigation must be cognizant of their right not to self 
incriminate according to Garrity vs. New Jersey. This 1967 Supreme Court ruling found 
that police and other government workers cannot be compelled to give a statement at 
the risk of losing their jobs, if the statement (or evidence derived from it) could be used 
against them in a criminal prosecution. As a result of Garrity, statements provided by 
government workers are given immunity from prosecution, unless they have waived 
their Miranda rights.  
 
In Maryland, the Law Enforcement Officers Bill of Rights, or LEOBOR, states that 
officers involved in a use of force incident must give a statement within 10 days of being 
notified of an investigation, or risk termination. If an officer is being criminally 
investigated, they can exercise their Miranda rights and refuse to give a statement at all 
-- which is what Officer Caesar Goodson did during the Freddie Gray investigation, and 
he’s still employed. But if an officer is compelled to give a statement after 10 days, that 
statement is given immunity under Garrity and cannot be used against them in the event 
they are prosecuted. That’s an exceptionally sweet deal that average citizens accused 
of a crime simply don’t have. And it makes use of force investigations particularly 
complicated, because detectives have to be strategic about when they compel accused 
officers to give a statement - they’re probably only going to get one bite at the apple, so 
to speak. Here’s Larry Smith Jr. describing how he and his fellow Internal Affairs 
investigators handled interviews with officers accused of misconduct. 
 

[25:53] Larry Smith, Jr.: 
If you’re an involved or accused officer, you’re supposed to be interviewed by  
Internal Affairs within 10 days of being notified of the investigation. So, obviously, 
if you’re involved in a police involved shooting, you know there’s going to be an 
investigation. So, you’re supposed to go and obtain legal counsel, which in this 
case would be the FOP attorneys.  
 
Amelia McDonell-Parry:  
So, but, when you say, ‘notification,’ by virtue of the fact that there was a police  
involved shooting, that would not count as notification?  

 
Larry Smith, Jr.: 
No. You’re supposed to received written notification. So, when I was in internal  
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affairs, almost every officer I interviewed was well after 10 days of the incident. 
We broke the 10 day rule all the time. Our workaround was we didn’t give officers 
notification until we were preparing to interview them. So, if I investigated a case, 
I would save my accused interview for last, and then I would give the officer 
notifications, and then do the interview within 10 days of that notification.  

 
Amelia McDonell-Parry:  
What was the reasoning behind that?  

 
Larry Smith, Jr.: 
What you try to avoid is having to interview the accused officer more than once.  
You want to have all the information that you can when you do the interview.  

 
Amelia McDonell-Parry:  
Were you also sort of mindful of the fact that, ‘well, I don’t want it to go too long,  
because the more distance the officer has from the incident itself, the less likely 
they are to be accurate in their memory of it?’  

 
Larry Smith, Jr.: 
Right. Especially with a shooting, with a police involved shooting, you want to get  
the information as soon as you can because, like you said, it’s going to be fresh 
in their mind. But what you also want to avoid is, the longer you go, the more 
chance you have for officers to kind of come up with an agreed version of events. 
I mean, it happens all the time.  

 
[27:38] In a police-involved shooting incident, any officers who were present for the use 
of force but did not discharge their own weapons are considered “witnesses.” They are 
not under investigation and are expected to give a statement as soon as possible. On 
June 7, 2015, four witnessing officers were interviewed by FIT detectives down at 
Baltimore Police Headquarters about the shooting of Keith Davis Jr. Their names are 
Diana Browne, Thomas Kirby Jr., Dean McFadden and Donald Burns.  
 
The accused or involved officers -- that is, Eskins, Filippou, Santiago and Lopez -- were 
subject to the 10-day rule, giving them ample time to consult with legal counsel. Ahh, 
but remember what Larry said? The 10-day window is triggered once an officer has 
been notified that they are under investigation. And, as insane as it may sound, 
shooting Keith Davis Jr. in the face doesn’t count.  
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Eskins, Filippou, Santiago and Lopez did not receive written notification that they were 
under investigation on June 7, 2015.  
 
They did not receive notification on June 8, when Keith Davis Jr’s family was not 
allowed to visit him in the hospital, or June 9, when his girlfriend, Kelly Holsey, still 
wasn’t allowed past the waiting room.  
 
The officers were not notified on June 10th, but at least Kelly and Keith got to finally see 
each other that day.  
 
On June 11th, FIT investigators Tashawna Gaines and Charles Anderson started 
asking Keith questions, like his jaw wasn’t still wired shut -- and when Keith put down 
his pen and held up a piece a paper that read “SUCK MY DICK,” Eskins, Filippou, 
Santiago and Lopez still had not been notified.  
 
On June 12th, Keith was alone because his visitors had been banned, and nope, still no 
notification.  
 
Then, on June 13th, Keith Davis Jr. was released to police, wearing just a hospital 
gown, and taken to a cell at Central Booking. When he could finally speak a little, 
enough to call Kelly, it was to tell her he was in jail. Keith read her the charges, all 17 of 
them, and Kelly crawled to the top of her bed to cry.  
 
Meanwhile, Eskins, Filippou, Santiago and Lopez still had not been notified. 
 

~~~~~ 
 
[33:52] The four officers who shot Keith Davis Jr. finally received written notification that 
they were under investigation in late December 2015. They didn’t actually give 
statements until late January 2016. That’s more than seven months after the shooting, 
six months after Commissioner Batts was fired, and five months after the FIT unit was 
disbanded by new Commissioner Kevin Davis.  
 
I have a hunch Seth Stoughton isn’t going to like this. 
 

[34:20] Amelia McDonell-Parry:  
I’m not sure how familiar you are with Maryland’s Law Enforcement Officer’s Bill  
of Rights. 
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Seth Stoughton:  
Fairly. But, I don’t claim to be an expert in it. But I know, for example, that the 10  
day delay for a lawyer provision is one of the longest in the country.  

 
Amelia McDonell-Parry:  
Right. Here’s an interesting fact about this case. The four shooting officers in this  
case were not asked to give interviews but the FIT team or any other detective in 
Internal Affairs within 10 days. They were not asked to give interviews, in fact, 
until 7 months later.  

 
Seth Stoughton:  
Oh my God. 7 months later is appalling. That’s way too long. Of course you need  
to respect their due process rights as established by both Constitutional and 
State law. That’s a given. But, you get the information in a diligent way. You don’t 
just let it sit for 7 months. That's just- I can’t think of an excuse for that.  

 
Oh yeah, and one more thing. Six weeks before Eskins, Filippou, Santiago and Lopez 
were finally compelled to give statements, Baltimore State’s Attorney Marilyn Mosby 
sent each officer a letter of declination, assuring them that no criminal charges would be 
filed. She never asked them to say a word. 
 

~~~~~ 
 
[35:47] Amelia McDonell-Parry: The charges filed on June 13, 2015 involved a long 
list of serious crimes and three, yes three, victims: Charles Holden, the hack driver; 
Officer Lane Eskins, the wagon driver who chased the man with the gun; and Sergeant 
Alfredo Santiago, the supervisor at the Northwestern District that Sunday morning. The 
charges against Keith Davis Jr. are as follows: attempted armed robbery and attempted 
robbery of Charles Holden; three counts of first degree assault and three counts of 
second degree assault against Mr. Holden, Lane Eskins and Alfredo Santiago; three 
counts of reckless endangerment involving a handgun; handgun on person; handgun on 
vehicle; failure to obey a reasonable and lawful order; firearm use in the commission of 
a felony; attempted theft of less than $100; and last, but not least, discharging a firearm. 
The officer who filed the charges, Sgt. Lakisha Sawyer, worked out of the Northwestern 
District, but she had no involvement in the shooting at the garage on Eleanora, the car 
accident at West Belvedere and St. Charles, or the investigation into the attempted 
armed robbery of Charles Holden.  
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The probable cause statement pegs Keith as the man with the gun in Mr. Holden’s car. 
According to the narrative, Keith took off running down the alley behind West Belvedere 
with a gun in his hand and Eskins in pursuit. Once inside the garage, he attempted to 
gain cover, then raised his hand and pointed the gun at Eskins and Santiago, who had 
arrived. When Santiago ordered him to drop the weapon and put his hands up, Keith 
refused, so both officers discharged their firearms. Keith continued to point the gun at 
the officers from a position of cover, refused to surrender, so more shots were fired. 
According to the probable cause statement, Keith yelled that he would put down the gun 
and surrender if officers wouldn’t kill him, at which time he laid on the ground with his 
arms spread. After Keith was handcuffed and the scene was secured, a .22 long rifle 
was located on top of the refrigerator that Keith had been hiding behind. He had placed 
it there before surrendering, the narrative explains. 
 
A very similar story, plus or minus a few officer names and other details, informs two 
key police reports in FIT’s case file. On June 17, 2015, ten days after the incident, 
Officer Donald Burns submitted an incident report for the police-involved shooting. 
Burns was one of the officers who arrived at the garage on Eleanora as the shooting 
was going on, and he gave a statement to FIT investigators that same day. Burns’ 
report names all of the shooting officers, and all of the other witnessing officers who 
gave interviews on June 7, 2015. It is missing one witnessing officer, however -- Ian 
Meertens, who didn’t give a statement until June 26th. A few other interesting details: 
Burns writes that six shots were fired while he was on scene, and he notes that, “At the 
time of this report, Mr. Davis was in critical, but stable, condition at Sinai Hospital.” By 
June 17th, Keith had been out of the hospital for four days, and down in Central 
Booking. 
 
The second report, with a similar narrative to the statement of probable cause, is the 
FIT Unit’s 24 hour report, written by Detective Lakishna DeGraffinried and addressed to 
Acting Deputy Commissioner Garnell Green, who was the Chief of the Office of Internal 
Oversight at the time. Although all four shooting officers are listed as “involved,” 
indicating that detectives knew they had fired their weapons, only Lane Eskins is name 
checked in the summary of the incident -- on one occasion, he’s referred to as “Officer 
Lane”, which is what his friends and fellow officers in the Northwest call him.  
 
Curiously missing from all three versions of this story is any reference to Keith Davis Jr. 
discharging a firearm. But the gun … well, a gun, exists. A Sig Hammerli Trailside 22, a 
target shooting gun that was taken off the market in the early to mid-2000s. The first 
crime scene photos, where the gun can be seen clearly, were taken at 12:20 pm the 
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day of the shooting. There’s a lot to say about this gun, a whole episode really -- but to 
start, Keith is clear, it’s not his.  
 

LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
Mr. Davis, did you own a gun? 

 
Keith Davis, Jr: 
No. 

 
LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
You saw what the State presented as a multi-colored handgun. Were you ever in 
possession of that hand gun? 
 
Keith Davis, Jr: 
No. 

 
Only one of the witnessing officers could describe the gun just a few hours later -- 
Officer Burns, who was the last to arrive at the garage, never saw Keith inside the 
garage during the shooting, and once it was over, chose to search the interior rooms of 
the garage while the other officers went to handcuff Keith. And Officers Burns 
description of the gun is so specific, it could be ripped from a catalog. 
 

LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
Did you see the weapon? The gun? 

 
Officer Donald Burns: 
Yes. 
 
LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
And what did the gun look like? 
 
Officer Donald Burns: 
Uh, semi-automatic. Um, small caliber … had a small hole in the barrell. 

 
LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
And what color was it? 
 
Officer Donald Burns: 
Uh, silver, black, and a multi-colored handle. 
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LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
Silver and black? 

 
Officer Donald Burns: 
It looked … it looked like the … 

 
LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
What part was silver? 

 
Officer Donald Burns: 
It looked like the slide was silver and it had like a piece of black trim on the 
frame. 
 
LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
So … the slide is silver? The handle’s …? 

 
Officer Donald Burns: 
Yeah, sorry. Yeah the hand … the handle, uh ...only thing because I … I’ve shot 
competition. 
 
LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
Right. 
 
Officer Donald Burns: 
It was a wooden grip, which is like molded and more like a hand, so it’s like made 
out of laminate wood, so it’s got multi colors to it. 
 
LaToya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
Alright, so a wooden grip, silver slide … 
 
Officer Donald Burns: 
And it looked like a piece of the frame was black 

 
 
But the person in the best position to describe that big ole’ gun is Charles Holden, who 
was mere inches away and for several long blocks.  
 

Detective Charles Anderson: 
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So he pulled out this gun? 
 

Charles Holden: 
Right. 

 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
What’d the gun look like? 

 
Charles Holden: 
Silver gun. 

 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Silver? 

 
Charles Holden:  
Yeah. 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Was it … was it automatic? 

 
Charles Holden:  
Automatic, yeah. Automatic. I know that. Yeah, yeah, it wasn’t no revolver. It was 
a clip thing. You could see where the gun was made … it was a nice, shiny gun 
… looked like it … I might be right on this, it looked like it was like a nine. It was 
silver. Yep, silver. 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Let me ask you this - did the handle of the gun … was it a different color? 
 
Charles Holden: 
No, all that shit was … like he just bought that gun maybe a year ago, as good as 
that gun looked, it was a silver gun. Man, ain’t no damn revolver, it was one 
[makes automatic gun noise]. You could see it. You could see it! I know a gun 
when I see a gun, man. 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Okay. Alright 
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Charles Holden’s description of a shiny silver gun withOUT a multi-colored handle was 
not the only detail in his interview that didn’t fit what FIT was selling. Here’s Keith’s first 
defense attorney, LaToya Francis Williams, listing just a few more… 
 

Latoya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
The description that Mr. Holden gave just wasn’t that of Keith Davis. It simply 
was not. That’s not me getting creative; he was not describing Keith -- what Keith 
was wearing. 

 
 

Charles Holden: 
That man, think it was that he had shorts on …. 

 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
What color shorts did he have on? 

 
Charles Holden: 
I think it was … I think it was blue or black. What the fuck was it …? 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
But he did have on shorts? 
 
Charles Holden: 
He had on shorts, yeah, yeah, yeah. 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Okay, what kind of shirt was he wearing? Do you remember what color? 
 
Charles Holden: 
Lord have mercy. I think it was white, too. Was it white? It had to be white, 
I think. White. I think it was … just put white, I think it was. 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Was it a white t-shirt? 

 
Charles Holden: 
Well a shirt like this. Like, you know, like that. A shirt like that. I think here 
it was white too. Might have … I don’t know whether it had marks on it, or 
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blue color here, or something. I can’t remember that. But I know he had 
that on …  
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
It had a design on it?  
 
Charles Holden: 
Yeah that’s right, it had a design on it or something, yeah. 

 
 
Latoya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
He didn’t describe his structure, his build …. 

 
Charles Holden: 
That nigga was 5”10 and a half. 
 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Oh, okay. 
 
Charles Holden: 
And you could tell, he was roughly … he wasn’t skinny, he was … this guy 
weighed about 175. 

 
Latoya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
His hue. 
 

Charles Holden: 
Light skin. Not real light. Lighter than me. 

 
Latoya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
His hair. 
 

Charles Holden: 
He had a good amount of hair. He had, well I think he had … well I think it 
was black. 

 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Okay. So he had, kinda like braids in his hair? 
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Charles Holden: 
Not braids, it was black. 

 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Oh, going back? 

 
Charles Holden: 
Yeah, black. Right, black. Not braids. It wasn’t no braids, it was black. 

 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
Oh, okay. 

 
Latoya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
And the irony is, some of the things about Keith Davis, like most of us, are 
distinguishing and memorable. Like, have you … imagine someone sitting in your 
vehicle, now prior to any trauma that you suffer, right, and there’s no mention of 
tattoos on ones arms? 
 

Detective Charles Anderson: 
Any earrings or any tattoos? 

 
Charles Holden: 
No, I ain’t payin’ no attention to none of that shit. I was so motherfucking 
scared, that motherfucker got that gun on me like that. 
 

Latoya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
And even after being in jail for years, he still doesn’t look “30’s”. 

 
Charles Holden: 
Shit, I woulda said 30’s. 

 
Detective Charles Anderson: 
30’s? 

 
Latoya Francis Williams, Defense Attorney: 
No! If you were to ever see him during the first trial, really (laughs). Nuh-uh. But 
the State presses on. 
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[45:20] Rabia Chaudry: Charles Holden never described a man with a gun who looked 
like Keith Davis, Jr., nor did he describe a gun that looked like the one found in the 
garage. But that didn’t stop the State’s Attorney from pressing on, and on, and on. Or 
putting the 4 officers who shot Keith Davis Jr. on the witness stand.  
 
Next week, on Undisclosed. 
 

~~~~~ 
 

Amelia McDonell-Parry: What’s that? Episode 2, in the can! Abundant thank you to 
Rabia, Susan, and Colin for having me back to tell this story and for sharing their 
platform with me. I appreciate that so much! Audio Producer, Rebecca Lavoie, is the 
wizard who puts everything together and makes it sound so beautiful. Thank you, thank 
you, thank you! Executive Producer Mital Telhan, what would I do without you? I know, I 
would be late! Thank you on behalf of everybody else, I’m sure.  
 
I learned so much in the making of this week’s episode from two former police officers 
who actually used their knowledge and experience for good! Thank you to Seth 
Stoughton for getting it and Larry Smith Jr. for getting out!  
 
As always, thank you to everyone on Team Keith for helping me learn this case 
backwards and forwards. Next week, your voices will shine! And thank you to Kelly 
Davis and Keith Davis Jr. for your trust and for being really, honestly, the cutest couple 
in the history of ever … I totally stan. 
 
Thanks for Undisclosed sponsors and of course to all of the listeners who keep coming 
back week after week. Make sure to follow us on Twitter, Instagram, and Facebook. Our 
handle is @undisclosedpod. And don’t forget to subscribe to the show on iTunes. Oh 
yeah, and don’t forget to rate us -- it really, really helps. Thank you, thank you, thank 
you. See you next week! 
 
 
 
 

Transcribed by Brita Bliss, Erica Fladell, Dawn Loges, and Skylar Park 
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