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Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission

Commission’s Webpage:  

www.osig.pa.gov/pslecac 

Tel: 717-772-4935 

555 Walnut Street, 8th Floor, Forum Place | Harrisburg, PA 17101 

Special Meeting of the Critical Incident Review Committee 

DRAFT Meeting Minutes for 

Friday, January 14, 2022, at 10:00 a.m. 

(Virtual Meeting via Microsoft Teams Platform) 

At 10:10 a.m. Executive Session [Call to Order, Roll Call and Opening Remarks by 

Commission Chairperson (Sha Brown) and Review Committee Chairperson 

(Kelley Hodge)] 

Sha S. Brown, Chairperson, called the Executive Session of the Pennsylvania State Law 

Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission’s (Commission) Critical Incident Review Committee 

(Review Committee) to order and conducted a Roll Call – Commissioners Kelley Hodge [Review 

Committee Chairperson], Andrea Lawful-Sanders (arrived late), and Spero Lappas along with Vice-

Chairperson Elizabeth Pittinger were present remotely and a quorum of the Review Committee was 

present.  Commissioners Bishop Curtis Jones, Sr. and Charima Young were unable to attend and excused 

from participation in the meeting.  A copy of the Roll Call and Attendance Form is attached hereto and 

made a part hereof [see Attachment 1]. 

Chairperson Brown proceeded to provide a review of the Meeting Agenda along with a recap of 

previous discussions related to and proposed schedule for completion of the Commissioners review of 

Internal Case No. 21-0012-P for the purpose of issuing a Preliminary Investigative Review Report, and 

other administrative matters.  Chairperson Brown first summarized the Review Committee’s methodology 

and the Review Process along with preliminary conclusions regarding the completed internal investigation 

and adjudicatory findings under review, i.e., prompt, fair, complete, impartial, and reasonable. 

Chairperson Brown summarized three high level issues previously identified by the Review Committee 

including: (1) the timing of interviews of members involved in use of force and/or officer-involved 

shootings; (2) discharging a weapon at a moving vehicle and considerations to avoid inadvertent injury to 

witness, officers and/or other bystanders; and (3) approval of operational plans and other criteria 

concerning warrant execution, i.e., nighttime warrants.   

During the remainder of the Executive Session, Chairman Brown read the statement of facts aloud 

and replayed the Motor Vehicle Recording (MVR) of the incident currently under consideration.  

At 10:48 a.m. Public Session of Special Meeting Started and Recording Began 

At 10:49 a.m.    Call to Order, Roll Call and Opening Announcements/Reminders by 

Commission Chairperson (Sha Brown) 

Chairperson Brown called the Special Meeting of the Commission’s Critical Incident Review 

Committee to order, announced that the meeting was being recorded and participation in the meeting 

conferred consent to being recorded.  Commission Secretary Jaimie Hicks conducted a Roll Call and 

Commissioners Kelley Hodge [Review Committee Chairperson], Andrea Lawful-Sanders and Spero 
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Lappas along with Vice-Chairperson Elizabeth Pittinger were present remotely and a quorum of the 

Review Committee was present.  Commissioners Bishop Curtis Jones, Sr. and Charima Young were 

unable to attend and excused from attending today’s meeting.  Chairperson Brown welcomed Ex-Officio 

Commission Member Jalila Parker and thanked her for joining the meeting.  A copy of the Roll Call and 

Attendance Form is attached hereto and made a part hereof [see Attachment 1]. 

    

At 10:50 a.m. Public Comment Reminder 

 Chairperson Brown reminded members of the public of the various ways citizens may participate 

and offer public comment before and during all meetings of the Commission and the Commission’s 

Review Committees to ensure public participation and transparency.  For purposes of this Special 

Meeting, public comment was limited to three minutes per speaker. 

 

At 10:51 a.m. Motion to Approve Critical Incident Review Committee’s Meeting Agenda by 

Unanimous Consent 

 Chairperson Brown asked for a motion to approve the Critical Incident Review Committee’s 

Meeting Agenda by unanimous consent.  The Motion was offered and seconded by Review Committee 

members in attendance.  Chairperson Brown asked if there were any objection(s) to the Meeting Agenda 

and after hearing no objections, Chairperson Brown recognized the approval of the Critical Incident 

Review Committee’s Meeting Agenda by unanimous consent.  A copy of the Critical Incident Review 

Committee’s January 14, 2022 Special Meeting Agenda, as adopted, is attached hereto, and made a part 

hereof [see Attachment 2]. 

 

At 10:52 a.m.  Motion to Approve Adoption of the Draft of the Critical Incident Review 

Committee’s December 3, 2021, Meeting Minutes by Unanimous Consent 

 Chairman Brown asked for a Motion to approve the draft of the Critical Incident Review 

Committee’s December 3, 2021 Meeting Minutes by unanimous consent.  The Motion was offered and 

seconded by Review Committee members.  Unanimous consent to approve adoption of the draft of the 

Critical Incident Review Committee’s December 3, 2021 Meeting Minutes passed with no noted 

objections [a copy of the Meeting Minutes as adopted is available on the Review Committee’s webpage 

found at www.osig.pa.gov/PSLECAC]. 

 

At 10:52 a.m. Other Review Committee Administrative Matters  

 There were no administrative matters offered.  However, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge 

remarked that the Review Committee will continue to diligently fulfill the Commission’s purpose and 

looked forward to continued discussions of all Commissioners.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge 

also recognized the steadfast work of Office of State Inspector General staff (OSIG) and cooperation of 

Covered Agencies in helping the Review Committee meet its goals.     

 

At 10:54 a.m. Consideration, Discussion, Deliberation, and Official Action(s) Concerning 

Comments Offered by Covered Agency in Anticipation of the Issuance and 

Ratification of a Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case 

No. 21-0012-P  

 Chairperson Brown opened the floor to consideration, discussion, deliberation, and official 

action(s) for purposes of reaching Findings and Conclusions for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P.   
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 To this end, Chairperson Brown restated into the record the Commission’s overall purpose when 

conducting reviews and the committee’s “Review Objectives” designed to preliminary identify and ensure 

that a Covered Agency’s completed internal investigations of critical incidents (i.e., police-involved 

shootings) are prompt, fair, impartial, complete, performed in a manner consistent with applicable 

policies, and whether the adjudicatory findings and discipline, if any, were reasonable under standard law 

enforcement protocol, as required.  Chairperson Brown summarized the criteria to be used by 

Commissioners when making such determinations as follows: (1) regarding promptness and fairness, 

Commissioners will review how the completed internal investigation was conducted as compared with 

the Covered Agency’s internal policies and relevant collective bargaining agreements; (2) regarding 

impartiality, Commissioners will review Covered Agency internal policies designed to ensure fairness 

and impartiality, ensure internal investigations are conducted in compliance with such policies, and 

determine whether any conflict of interest exists based on all known information; (3) regarding 

completeness, Commissioners will review completed internal investigations to ensure all relevant facts 

that were reasonably obtainable were collected and all relevant interviews were conducted; (4) regarding 

whether adjudicatory findings are reasonable, Commissioners will review the adjudication report to 

ensure all relevant facts were considered, including all known actions by the enforcement officer, and 

determine whether the adjudicator’s decision was reasonably based on a totality of the circumstances; and 

(5) regarding whether discipline was reasonable, Commissioners will compare discipline issued (if 

any) to past disciplinary precedent and that such discipline is consistent with the Covered Agency’s just 

cause standard, rules and regulations, collective bargaining agreements, and/or past grievance and 

arbitration decisions.  With respect to the Review Objective No. 6, Chairperson Brown stated that 

Commissioners will compare facts and circumstances described in the Covered Agency’s completed 

internal investigation with relevant internal policies, agency training, and best practice guidelines to 

determine if any policy or training deficiencies are apparent.  Where deficiencies are identified, the 

Review Committee will research best practices and make recommendation(s) for corrective action(s) (if 

any) to the Covered Agency for consideration by the full Commission. 

    

 There were no questions regarding the purpose of the committee’s “Review Objectives,”  

  

Internal Case Number #21-0012-P [involving use of force on February 19, 

2019, involving the Pennsylvania State Police out of Troop J; Ruled 

justified by the Lancaster County District Attorney under Title 18 and 

ruled justified by the PA State Police Bureau of Integrity and 

Professional Standards—Internal Affairs]. 

 

 At this time, Chairperson Brown opened the floor to public comment and input, and none were 

offered. 

 

 Chairperson Brown proceeded to open the floor for discussion and deliberation of Internal Case 

No. 21-0012-P which began with whether the Review Committee agreed that the Covered Agency’s 

completed internal investigation was deemed both prompt and fair.  Chairperson Brown recapped that the 

Incident Date was February 19, 2019, a prosecutorial decision was made on August 14, 2019 and 

adjudicatory findings were issued on October 31, 2019 (within 90 days from the date of the prosecutorial 

decision as required by applicable the applicable collective bargaining agreement).  Chairperson Brown 

then opened the floor for any questions and turned the floor over to Review Committee Chairperson 

Hodge.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge posed a question regarding the time frame between the 
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incident and the time the adjudication was rendered and asked whether the criminal investigation was 

handled at the same time and Chairperson Brown responded in the affirmative.  Review Committee 

Chairperson Hodge then opened the floor to Commissioners for any comments and/or objections to this 

matter being considered prompt.  With no hands raised or further comments, Review Committee 

Chairperson Hodge posed the question and all Review Committee members agreed that the Covered 

Agency’s completed internal investigation concerning Internal Case No. 21-0012-P was deemed 

prompt.   

 

 Review Committee Chairperson Hodge then posed the question about whether the Review 

Committee agreed that the Covered Agency’s completed internal investigation was deemed fair.  

Commissioner Lappas asked for clarification about whether Commissioners were being asked to 

determine fairness as it related to the member involved or as it related to the subject who was injured or 

community at-large.  Chairperson Brown clarified that Commissioners were being asked about fairness of 

the investigative process as it related to the involved member.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge 

again posed the question to Commissioners on whether all agreed that this incident was handled fairly.  

With no hands raised or further comments, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge posed the 

question and all Review Committee members agreed that the Covered Agency’s completed internal 

investigation concerning Internal Case No. 21-0012-P was deemed fair. 

 

 Chairperson Brown then opened the floor for discussion and deliberation concerning whether the 

Review Committee agreed that the Covered Agency’s completed internal investigation was deemed 

impartial (which is a determination of whether the investigation was conducted in a manner consistent 

with internal policy designed to ensure fairness, and free from any bias, and if there were any apparent 

conflicts of interest based on all know information.  Chairperson Brown turned the floor over to Review 

Committee Chairperson Hodge for any comments and/or objections regarding the Review Committee’s 

determination of impartiality and Review Committee Chairperson Hodge opened the floor to 

Commissioners.  Commissioner Lappas asked for clarification of the Review Committee’s scope of 

review and whether Commissioners were being asked to determine if this investigation was impartial or 

if Commissioners were being asked to express an opinion about fairness and/or impartiality of the policies 

themselves.  Chairperson Brown stated the Review Committee is being asked to determine impartiality 

based on the completed investigation and policies in place at the time and further discussion and 

deliberation about policy and/or training deficiencies are reserved for Review Objective No. 6.  With no 

hands raised or further comments, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge posed the question and 

all Review Committee members agreed that the Covered Agency’s completed internal investigation 

concerning Internal Case No. 21-0012-P was deemed impartial. 

   

 Chairperson Brown then opened the floor to discussion and deliberation regarding whether the 

Review Committee agreed that the Covered Agency’s internal investigation of the matter under 

consideration was complete (which is a determination that all available information required to achieve 

the purpose of the internal investigation, under the totality of the circumstances, and from all points of 

view, was collected and presented for administrative adjudication).  Chairperson Brown turned the floor 

over to Review Committee Chairperson Hodge for any comments and/or objections concerning this 

determination.  Commissioner Lappas stated he was not present for the Covered Agency’s Oral 

Presentation and asked if the records included date(s) of interviews of involved members and if an 

extended of period lapsed between the incident and interview dates.  Chairperson Brown responded that 

responded that records indicated the Covered Agency [Pennsylvania State Police (PSP)] followed PSP 
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Policy No. FR-15 (time frame allows for lapse of 72 hours) and that Commissioner Lappas’ question about 

the policy’s appropriateness is reserved for discussion under Review Objective No. 6 when discussing 

policy and/or training deficiencies.  Commissioner Lappas thanked Chairperson Brown for the 

clarification and had no further questions.  With no hands raised or further comments, Review 

Committee Chairperson Hodge posed the question and all Review Committee members agreed that 

the Covered Agency’s completed internal investigation concerning Internal Case No. 21-0012-P was 

deemed complete. 

 

 Chairperson Brown then opened the floor to discussion and deliberation regarding whether the 

Review Committee agreed that the Covered Agency’s adjudicatory findings were reasonable and based 

on the totality of circumstances or whether the adjudicator failed to address, or otherwise properly certain 

conduct identified by Commissioners and turned the floor over to Review Committee Chairperson Hodge.  

Review Committee Chairperson Hodge then asked Commissioners if each believed whether the action(s) 

taken by the adjudicator were appropriate and opened the floor to Commissioners for questions and 

comments.  Commissioner Lappas asked if PSP had any policy or training in place at the time of the 

incident concerning shooting at a moving vehicle.  Chairperson Brown responded “Yes” (PSP Policy No. 

FR 9-106(D)] and that any further discussion about the appropriateness of PSP’s policy is reserved for 

Review Objective No. 6.  Vice-Chairperson Pittinger asked if a statement of the female witness 

[passenger] was included in the investigative file and Chairperson Brown responded “Yes.”  Review 

Committee Chairperson Hodge asked if PSP had any policy in place at the time of the incident about 

discharging a weapon at a moving vehicle other than its Use of Force policy.  Although unable to locate 

the policy at the time, Chairperson Brown suggested that the Review Committee table the discussion until 

this can be verified.  With no hands raised or further comments, Review Committee Chairperson 

Hodge agreed that it was appropriate to suspend discussion and table deliberation of whether the 

Covered Agency’s completed internal investigation concerning Internal Case No. 21-0012-P 

included adjudicatory findings that were deemed reasonable and complete until confirmation of 

PSP policies at the time of the incident. 

 

 Chairperson Brown then stated that Review Objective No. 5 (a determination of whether the 

discipline (if any) was reasonable and based on just cause standards along with past disciplinary precedent) 

was not applicable to the matter currently under consideration since no discipline was issued.  With no 

hands raised or further comments, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge posed the question and 

all Review Committee members agreed that the question of whether disciplinary action was 

reasonable was not applicable to Internal Case No. 21-0012-P. 

  

 Chairperson Brown then opened the floor to discussion and deliberation regarding whether the 

Review Committee identified any policy and/or training deficiencies concerning their review of Internal 

Case No. 21-0012-P.  To this end, Chairperson Brown restated that PSP allows involved members up to 

72 hour waiting period prior to being interviewed following an incident and that some interviews occurred 

on February 19, 2019 (immediately following the incident) while others were delayed until February 25, 

2019.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge stated while members can be interviewed sooner it 

appeared that members dictate the timing of their interviews and questioned why PSP left this to the 

discretion of members since the 72-hour waiting period is standing policy [PSP Policy No. FR 1-5, Section 

506(a)(2)].  Chairperson Brown stated that OSIG staff can do additional research regarding PSP’s post-

incident procedures (17-page document) and further ask PSP for the Covered Agency’s rationale behind 

its practice and policy.  With no hands raised or further comments, Review Committee Chairperson 
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Hodge agreed that it was appropriate to suspend discussion and table deliberation of questions 

related to the Covered Agency’s policies and practices concerning the timing of investigative 

interviews following an incident until further research can be done.      

  

 Regarding execution of the arrest warrant, Chairperson Brown restated questions posed by the 

Review Committee concerning internal approvals necessary for warrant service, operational planning for 

high-risk warrants, and service of arrest warrants at night and at a residence [did not have a search warrant 

for residence] and turned the floor to Review Committee Chairperson Hodge.  Review Committee 

Chairperson Hodge remarked that the arrest warrant was served at 2am and questioned whether the body 

warrant was validly registered and approved and when members were given the authority to proceed.  

Review Committee Chairperson Hodge also asked for clarification regarding available options regarding 

warrant execution, i.e., looking to apprehend subject for over 30 days, timing of when warrant was issued 

[January 30, 2019] versus when warrant was executed [February 19, 2019], whether approval was secured 

[at time of application] to execute warrant at night (when visibility is less and risk to safety is increased), 

content of arrest warrant which can affect how encounter with subject unfolds, etc.  Chairperson Brown 

replied by stating records were not clear [do not have copy of arrest warrant/only have copy of General 

Incident Report].          

 

 Commissioner Lawful-Sanders asked if PSP executed warrant at night because subject was a flight 

risk, their previous attempts to apprehend subject failed, and this was meant as a “sneak attack.”  

Chairperson Brown stated that the scenario described by Commissioner Lawful-Sanders was certainly 

possible but that the Review Committee could not be certain since it lacked details. 

 

 Vice-Chairperson Pittinger recalled the incident involved a self-initiated investigation 

not within the PSP’s primary jurisdiction and questioned how and if PSP developed a tactical and/or 

operational plan (which included a risk assessment and intelligence) prior to execution of the arrest 

warrant.  Vice-Chairperson Pittinger also remarked that PSP found themselves in a dead ended rural area.  

Chairperson Brown replied that the records did not indicate PSP engaged in operational planning.  

 

 Commissioner Lappas remarked that PSP records indicated that an officer first confronted the 

subject on January 17, 2019 which gave rise to the charges that formed the basis of the arrest warrant 

which was secured on January 30, 2019 and then executed on February 19, 2019.  Commissioner Lappas 

also stated that records do not include any details about interim efforts to apprehend the subject between 

January 30th and February 19th but only that a search warrant was executed on another residence where 

subject’s brother informed PSP where to locate subject.   

 

 Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked if Commissioners had any comments or questions 

concerning the striking of the subject’s vehicle window and discharging a weapon at a moving vehicle 

and opened the floor to comment.  Commissioner Lappas questioned the appropriateness of discharging 

weapons at a moving vehicle that is driving away, i.e., what if bullet struck driver, members were in path 

of moving vehicle and in line of gunfire, etc.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge agreed since the 

MVR appeared to show that the subject’s vehicle first accelerated and veered toward a member and the 

member tripped and fell.  Chairperson Brown remarked that discharging weapon at a moving vehicle 

where members are visible presented a potential training issue.       
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Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked if Commissioners had any other questions or 

comments, and none were raised.  Following a consensus, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge stated 

that the Review Committee required additional predicate information concerning the arrest warrant, i.e., 

the subject was charged with theft versus homicide [did not pose an immediate threat to the public], and 

that execution of arrest warrants require deliberate considerations, i.e., female passenger in vehicle.  In 

addition, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked for additional information regarding the discharge 

of a weapon at a moving vehicle, at bystanders [female occupant] and in direction of fellow officers. and 

Chairperson Brown asked to revisit questions once the Review Committee submits a request for additional 

information and/or clarification from PSP.  With no hands raised or further comments, Review 

Committee Chairperson Hodge agreed that it was appropriate to suspend discussion and table 

deliberation of questions related to the Covered Agency’s timing and execution of the arrest warrant 

along with relevant policies and practices until further information is sought.     

Chairperson Brown then opened the floor to discussion and deliberation of questions posed by the 

Review Committee concerning medical kit supplies and equipment, i.e., what equipment is provided in 

members’ medical kits and how often is equipment inspected and/or replenished.  Chairperson Brown 

stated that records indicated one of the members did not have necessary medical equipment on hand and 

had to rely on his or her personal medical kit to render first aid on scene.  Review Committee Chairperson 

Hodge stated that the Review Committee confirmed that the medical kit did not contain sufficient supplies, 

asked Chairperson Brown if PSP can provide additional information on the Covered Agency’s relevant 

policies [PSP Policy No. 5-7] and asked if Commissioners had any other questions or comments on this 

issue.  Chairperson Brown stated that he would place copies of all applicable PSP policies on hand in the 

Review Committee’s folder for access by Commissioners.  

Vice-Chairperson Pittinger posed a question related to members’ certification, carry and use of 

personal firearms while on duty, the number and type of personal weapons allowed, and if a member was 

required to surrender a personal weapon if used during an incident.  Chairperson Brown was uncertain but 

stated he would submit a request for additional information on the subject to PSP.  

At this time Chairperson Brown read a summary of the statement of facts for Internal Case No. 

21-0012-P into the record as follows:

On February 19, 2019, PSP Troopers went to a residence to serve an arrest warrant on a 

subject who was charged with several felony crimes and who (one month prior) eluded a 

previous attempt at capture.  Upon arrival at the residence, Troopers observed a parked 
vehicle near the residence with a male and female occupant and determined that the male 

occupant was the subject.  One of the Troopers used a duty pistol to break out a window 

on the driver’s side of the vehicle.  The subject started the vehicle, turned on the vehicle’s 

headlights, accelerated and veered toward Troopers and police vehicles, and struck one of 

the parked police vehicles.  The subject’s vehicle also traveled toward the direction of a 

Trooper who fell to the ground.  Several Troopers discharged their service pistols shooting 

at the driver of the vehicle which traveled a short distance and came to a stop in a wooded 

area.  The Troopers took the vehicle’s occupants into custody and determined that the male 

driver was shot.  The subject sustained gunshot related wounds to his right shoulder and 

back areas.  Troopers rendered medical aid to the subject and summoned medical personnel 

to the scene.  The subject was taken to the hospital and survived his injuries.  While at the 

hospital, the subject admitted that he was a methamphetamine user and that he used them 
on the date of this incident.  Following this incident, the Lancaster County District 

Attorney’s Office along with PSP’s Major Case Team conducted a criminal investigation 
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of the incident.  PSP’s Bureau of Integrity and Professional Standards-Internal Affairs also 

conducted an administrative investigation of the incident.  All investigations determined 

that members’ use of force was justified.     

At 12:01 p.m. Announcements by Commission Chairperson and Public Session Adjourned 

Chairperson Brown provided closing remarks and informed the public about how to file complaints 

using the Commission’s hotline, access the Commission’s webpage, and contact the OSIG and its Bureau 

of Law Enforcement Oversight (BLEO) for assistance. 

At this time, Chairperson Brown asked for any final comments or input from the public, and no 

comments were offered. 

At 12:04 p.m. Special Meeting of the Critical Incident Review Committee Adjourned 
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ATTACHMENT 1



CRITICAL INCIDENT REVIEW COMMITTEE 
SPECIAL MEETING AGENDA 

The Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission (Commission), 
established by Executive Order 2020-04 (as amended by Governor Tom Wolf on April 30, 2021) 
announces a Special Meeting of the Commission’s Critical  Incident Review Committee (Review 
Committee) to be held in person at the Office of State Inspector General located at 555 Walnut Street, 
7th Floor, Forum Place, Harrisburg, PA 17101 and virtually via the Commission’s information 
technology platform (Microsoft Teams) on Friday, January 14, 2022, at 10:00am (Executive Session) 
and at 10:30am [Public Session).   

In accordance with 65 Pa.C.S. § 709(b) and Article 6, Section 2 of the Commission’s Bylaws, the 
Review Committee’s Meeting Agenda consists of the following items: 

(1) Executive Session [closed to the public – Review of Meeting Agenda; Recap of previous
discussions related to and proposed schedule for completion of Internal Case No. 21-0012-P for
the purpose of issuing a Preliminary Investigative Review Report; and other administrative
matters];

(2) Call to Order and Roll Call [expected to begin at approximately 10:30am];
(3) Acceptance of Meeting Agenda;
(4) Approval and adoption of previous Special Meeting Minutes from December 3, 2021;
(5) Approval of administrative and/or other procedural matters;
(6) Report by the Critical Incident Review Committee’s Chairperson;
(7) Opportunity for public comment; and
(8) Discussion, deliberation and official action(s) for purposes of reaching preliminary Findings and

Conclusions in anticipation of issuing a Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal
Case No. 21-0012-P which will include: (i) whether the completed internal investigation of the
Covered Agency was prompt, fair, impartial, complete, and reasonable; (ii) whether the substance
of all related use of force and any other relevant internal policies, procedures, controls, regulations,
guidance, practices and/or training of the Covered Agency applicable to Internal Case No. 21-
0012-P are adequate and effective; and (iii) if not considered adequate and/or effective, what
recommendation(s), if any, may be necessary to minimize and/or reduce likelihood of future
incidents.

Individuals having questions regarding this Special Meeting of the Commission’s Critical Incident 
Review Committee, which is open to the public, should contact the Bureau of Law Enforcement Oversight 
within the Pennsylvania Office State Inspector General (OSIG) at (717) 787-6835.  Media inquiries may 
be directed to the OSIG’s Deputy State Inspector General for External Affairs Jonathan Hendrickson at 
(717) 265-8396.

Sha S. Brown, Chairperson  
Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory 
Commission 
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