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Special Meeting of the Critical Incident Review Committee 
Meeting Minutes for 

Wednesday, February 16, 2022, at 10:00 a.m. 
(Virtual Meeting via Microsoft Teams Platform) 

At 10:02 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], Charima Young, and Spero Lappas were present remotely and a quorum of the 
Review Committee was present.  Vice-Chairperson Elizabeth Pittinger was also present remotely as an 
advisor and Ex-Officio Member Jalila Parker (representing the Office of the Governor) was also present 
remotely.  Commissioners Bishop Curtis Jones, Sr. was unable to attend and excused from the meeting 
and Andrea Lawful-Sanders was absent.  A copy of the Roll Call and Attendance Form is attached hereto 
and made a part hereof [see Attachment 1].  Chairperson Brown announced that the Commission’s 
Secretary (Jaimie Hicks) will be responsible for minutes of this meeting. 

Chairperson Brown proceeded to provide an overview of the Review Committee’s proposed 
Special Meeting Agenda.  Chairperson Brown explained that the Review Committee would hear 
preliminary responses from the Covered Agency concerning Internal Case No. 21-0012-P and engage in 
a dialogue so that the Review Committee can complete deliberations and finalize the findings for its 
Preliminary Investigative Review Report (Preliminary Report) for presentation to the full Commission 
on February 28, 2022.  Chairperson Brown stated that prior to today’s meeting a copy of the Preliminary 
Report was distributed to all Commissioners, the Agency Head, and Agency Chief Counsel in accordance 
with the Commission’s Bylaws.  Chairperson Brown reminded representatives of the Covered Agency 
and all Review Committee members that the purpose of the Executive Session was to have an open and 
honest dialogue about the Review Committee’s preliminary findings regarding the Covered Agency’s 
confidential completed internal investigation, but that deliberative discussion regarding amendments to 
the Preliminary Report was reserved for the Public Session.  At this time, the Review Committee 
welcomed Captain Christopher King and Major Wayne Kline on behalf of and representing the 
Pennsylvania State Police (PSP).   

Chairperson Brown then restated previous determinations made by the Review Committee 
concerning its six Review Objectives including promptness, fairness, impartiality, and completeness of 
the Covered Agency’s completed internal investigation and the inapplicability of whether the discipline 
(if any) was reasonable since no discipline was issued [Review Objectives Nos. 1-3 and 5].  Chairperson 
Brown then also remarked that the Review Committee preliminarily determined (based upon its review) 
that the Covered Agency’s adjudicatory findings were not reasonable, i.e., did not consider all factors 
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related to member conduct and that certain considerations (required by agency policy) were not 
documented with respect to the reasonableness of force [Review Objective No. 4].  At this time, 
Chairperson Brown asked if PSP or any Commissioner had any questions or comments, and none were 
offered.   

[With respect to Review Objective No. 6 (police or training deficiencies),] Chairperson Brown 
then proceeded to read proposed language of five recommendations (some with subparts).  After reading 
a draft of Recommendation No. 1 regarding discharging a weapon at a moving vehicle and required 
considerations to avoid inadvertent injury to witness, officers and/or other bystanders, PSP advised that it 
would explore enhancements to its policy and no Commissioner had any further comment.  Concerning 
post-incident interview protocols [Recommendation No. 2], PSP advised that the agency would consider 
the recommendation contained in subpart (a) but remarked that discretion should be left to criminal 
investigative commanders regarding the recommendation contained in subpart (b) given the varying 
opinions in the industry regarding the pros and cons of allowing an officer to view video evidence before 
an interview, i.e., impact on recollection, tailoring of statement to video, etc.  Commissioners asked 
questions regarding circumstances where civilian witnesses or subjects of criminal investigations are 
allowed to view video footage before post-incident interviews and PSP described, as an example, where 
video evidence was shown to discredit a complainant’s accusation of stalking.  When asked if PSP had a 
policy or other guidance regarding the exercise of such discretion to ensure that guardrails are in place, 
PSP indicated that additional research was required to determine if such a policy or practice exists.  
However, PSP added that no actions are taken without the involvement and/or approval of the local 
District Attorney [with respect to criminal investigations] and that such decisions are not arbitrarily or 
independently made by PSP.  When asked if notations are required in PSP records when such discretion 
is exercised, i.e., “witness was allowed to view video prior to questioning,” PSP stated from an 
investigative standpoint the answer would be “yes” if interview is recorded but could not say with certainty 
under other circumstances.  Commissioners and PSP also discussed nuances of post-incident interviews 
and their interplay with constitutional rights, i.e., Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination and 
Garrity rights, and requests by attorneys representing members during criminal investigations.  
Chairperson Brown added that based on PSP’s collective bargaining agreement, the Commission was not 
able to identify a provision which required that video evidence must be made available before a post-
incident interview.  In response to final questions by Commissioners, PSP also indicated that other 
witnesses are not allowed to participate in another member’s post-incident interview and that members 
are not permitted to view video evidence together.   

Concerning the proposed language of Recommendation No. 3 regarding arrest warrant procedures 
and execution, PSP indicated that underlying criminal charges do not affect timing of execution of arrest 
warrants since PSP has a duty to act and that nighttime arrest warrants include an element of surprise but 
that every instance is situational, i.e., suburban, or urban area versus rural area, nighttime versus daytime, 
etc.  When asked about elevated risks associated with execution of nighttime arrest warrants and whether 
approaches and pre-planning is differentiated to account for such risks, PSP indicated that a threat matrix 
is used, and planning involves a shift supervisor(s).  Concerning the proposed language of 
Recommendation Nos. 5 and 6 regarding procurement of certain medical supplies and vehicle extraction 
tools along with inspection of such equipment, PSP indicated that the agency would explore the possibility 
of such procurements.  However, PSP requested that the Review Committee amend language regarding 
the member’s use of firearm to break vehicle window, i.e., not trained to use firearm (trained to use another 
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piece of equipment available on tool belt).  Commissioners indicated that the committee would take PSP’s 
request under advisement. 

With no other questions or comments, the Executive Session ended at 11:13 a.m. 

At 11:22 a.m. Public Session of Special Meeting Started and Recording Began 

At 11:22 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], Spero Lappas, and Charima Young 
along with Vice-Chairperson Elizabeth Pittinger were present remotely and a quorum of the Review 
Committee was present.  Commissioner Bishop Curtis Jones, Sr. was unable to attend and excused from 
attending today’s meeting and Andrea Lawful-Sanders was absent..  A copy of the Roll Call and 
Attendance Form is attached hereto and made a part hereof [see Attachment 1]. 

At 11:24 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 11:24 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 February 16, 2022 Special Meeting Agenda, as adopted, is attached hereto, and made a part 
hereof [see Attachment 2]. 

At 11:25 a.m. Motion to Approve Adoption of the Draft of the Critical Incident Review 
Committee’s February 2, 2022, Meeting Minutes by Unanimous Consent 

Chairman Brown asked for a Motion to approve the draft of the Critical Incident Review 
Committee’s February 2, 2022, 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 February 2, 2022 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 11:25 a.m. Other Review Committee Administrative Matters 
There were no administrative matters offered.  However, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge 

remarked that members appreciated their role and opportunity to serve on the Commission and 
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acknowledged the level of cooperation and information provided by the Pennsylvania State Police (PSP) 
to date. 

At 11:26 a.m. Final Considerations, Discussions, and Deliberations in Anticipation of Issuing 
a Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P 
for Presentation to the Commission 

Chairperson Brown reported that the Review Committee met with representatives of PSP to 
discuss their preliminary findings, conclusions, and recommendations during the Executive Session to 
honor the confidentiality of the Covered Agency’s completed internal investigations.  Chairperson Brown 
then proceeded to relay that the Review Committee preliminarily found that PSP’s completed internal 
investigation was prompt, fair, impartial, and complete and consistent with guidelines established by the 
United States Department of Justices’ published standards and guidelines concerning internal affairs 
investigations, departmental policy, and the relevant collective bargaining agreement [Review Objectives 
Nos. 1-3 and 5].  Chairperson Brown also remarked that the Review Committee previously determined 
(based upon its review of records provided by PSP that the Covered Agency’s adjudicatory findings were 
not reasonable because all factors related to member conduct and certain considerations (required by 
agency policy) were not documented by the adjudicator with respect to the reasonableness of force, i.e., 
possibility of ricocheting bullets, difficulty in hitting moving vehicle, possibility of vehicle losing control, 
and potential dangers to innocent bystanders and member [Review Objective No. 4].  Chairperson Brown 
then relinquished the floor to Review Committee Chairperson Hodge for any further comment. 

Regarding determinations, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge stated that Commissioners 
invested a great deal of time and considered effort into reviewing and analyzing information provided by 
PSP and found that the Covered Agency satisfied all standards except for one.  During its review, Review 
Committee Chairperson Hodge stated that it also identified a series of issues that PSP either failed to 
address and that its goal was to minimize unnecessary use of force.  Concerning whether any policy or 
training deficiency exists [Review Objective No. 6], Review Committee Chairperson Hodge remarked 
that it arrived at a series of recommendations and relinquished the floor back to Chairperson Brown.  
Chairperson Brown began by summarily stating that the Review Committee preliminarily arrived at 
recommendations concerning internal agency policies and best practices related to the discharge of 
firearms from a moving vehicle and viewing of video evidence before post-incident interviews.  With 
respect to the Review Committee’s first recommendation and based on best practices offered by the 
International Chiefs of Police, Chairperson Brown read the following into the record: 

Recommendation No. 1 – Use of Force Policy Enhancement (Discharge of Firearm at or from Moving Vehicle) 
The Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission’s Critical Incident Review Committee recommends 
that the Pennsylvania State Police adopt best practices policy language offered by the International Association of Chiefs of 
Police which mandates firearms shall not be discharged at, or from, a moving vehicle unless: 

a) a person in the vehicle is threatening the officer or another person with deadly force by means other than the
vehicle; or

b) the vehicle is operated in a manner deliberately intended to strike an officer or another person, and all other
reasonable means of defense have been exhausted (or are not present or practical), which includes moving out of
the path of the vehicle; and

[also adopt supplemental policy language regarding innocent bystanders inserted herein to read:] 
c) take all reasonable steps to avoid inadvertent injury to innocent bystanders.
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Chairperson Brown reiterated that the goal of the recommendation was to limit the scope and 
circumstances of when such a practice is allowed based on associated risks to innocent bystanders and 
officers alike and limited benefits.  No further comment or questions were offered. 

With respect to the Review Committee’s second recommendation regarding post-incident 
interview protocols, Chairperson Brown summarized the studied impact of viewing video evidence in 
advance of post-incident interviews and the Commissioner’s goal in understanding what is done and why 
it is done.  Then, Chairperson Brown read the following into the record: 

Recommendation No. 2 – Use of Force Post-Incident Interview Procedures  
The Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission’s Critical Incident Review Committee recommends 
that the Pennsylvania State Police enhance its policy to: 

a) prohibit members in officer-involved shootings or other use of force incidents from discussing any details of the
incident both before and after the officers are interviewed in accordance with best practices offered by the
Pennsylvania District Attorneys Association;

b) prohibit members from viewing Mobile Video Recordings, Body Worn Cameras, or other video evidence prior to any
criminal or administrative post-incident interview regarding an officer-involved shooting or other use of force
incident until a comprehensive record is obtained and the lead investigator(s) determines his or her investigation is
complete; and

c) ensure post-incident interviews are conducted as soon as practical following the conclusion of the 72-hour waiting
period unless exigent circumstances exist.

Based on feedback received from PSP, Chairperson Brown asked if the Review Committee wished to 
consider possible amendment to the language, i.e., in lieu of prohibition, allow such determinations to be 
made on a case by case basis in conjunction with the local District Attorney’s Office.  Commissioners 
expressed that there were pros and cons to each approach and believed that more concise language can be 
offered given 72-hour waiting period and appreciation that circumstances and situations may vary. 

With respect to the Review Committee’s third recommendation regarding arrest warrant 
procedures, Chairperson Brown summarized that the underlying incident involved service of an arrest 
warrant at 2:00 a.m. in a dark wooded area and involved six troopers [sizeable dedication of resources].  
Commissioners expressed concerns regarding pre-planning and supervisory approval, need for 
independent recognizance, an immediate need to apprehend a subject and whether underlying criminal 
charges, i.e., felony versus misdemeanor charges, should all play a role when executing nighttime arrest 
warrants.  Chairperson Brown then read the following proposed language into the record: 

Recommendation No. 3 – Arrest Warrant Service Procedures 
The Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission’s Critical Incident Review Committee recommends 
that the Pennsylvania State Police enhance its policy to: 

a) prohibit the service of nighttime arrest warrants at private residences without reasonable cause and supervisory
approval while also considering a totality of the circumstances, the nature of the crime, and the immediate need to
apprehend the suspect; and

b) require independent and documented operational, recognizance, and other pre-planning and supervisory approval
prior to any attempt to serve a nighttime warrant at a private residence.

Regarding the Review Committee’s fourth and fifth proposed recommendations concerning a member’s 
duty to render aid and need for vehicle extraction tools, Chairperson summarized the Commissioners 
sentiments behind each including the need to have certain medical supplies and inspected to ensure 
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supplies are readily available and the availability of extraction tools.  Chairperson Brown then relinquished 
the floor to Review Chairperson Hodge. 

Review Chairperson Hodge supported all proposed recommendations and reiterated that 
Commissioners understood that the subject was wanted but also struck by gunfire for minor offense and 
a civilian bystander in the subject’s vehicle was unknowingly placed in danger.  Review Committee 
Chairperson Hodge stated that Commissioners perceived defects in the underlying records themselves and 
unanswered questions based on analysis of PSP’s policies.  However, Review Committee Chairperson 
Hodge appreciated PSP’s comments and feedback. 

At this time, Chairperson Brown asked if Commissioners had any proposed amendments to any of 
the recommendations or if the Review Committee wished to adopt the recommendations as written.  Based 
on feedback received from PSP concerning language contained in Finding No. 5, Chairperson Brown 
asked if the Review Committee wished to add language that PSP does not train members to use their state-
issued firearm to breach car windows and relinquished the floor to Review Committee Chairperson Hodge.  
Review Committee Chairperson Hodge recognized Commissioner Lappas who offered a motion to amend 
the language regarding this finding.  Specifically, Commissioner Lappas stated that PSP’s current 
procedures are silent or neutral on this issue, but it was clear that they do not train members to use their 
firearm to breach vehicle windows (i.e., instructed to use ASP Baton).  However, Commissioner Lappas 
indicated that there was no disciplinary action or other adjudicatory determination regarding the member’s 
use of his or her firearm to breach the window. 

Vice-Chairperson Pittinger stated it was informative to hear the member’s actions could have been 
a reflex, or in other situations purposefully used because only available tool at the time and should not 
face the possibility of disciplinary action in such situations.  Vice-Chairperson Pittinger added that she 
believed it would suffice that the Review Committee add language that members are not trained to use 
their firearm to breach windows given the associated dangers.   

Review Committee Chairperson Hodge appreciated both points offered by Commissioner Lappas 
and Vice-Chairperson Pittinger along with PSP’s request to amend the language.  Review Committee 
Chairperson Hodge proposed the following amendment: (1) members are not trained to use firearm; (2) 
PSP policy does not restrict such use; and (3) members are trained to use ASP Baton on tool belt.  Review 
Committee Chairperson Hodge hesitated to go any further than that unless Commissioners wished to 
restrict such a practice absent exigent circumstance along with a recommendation to procure the necessary 
extraction tool.   

With no other comments or questions, Chairperson Brown then read aloud the following proposed 
amended language – members are not trained to use weapons to breach windows to extract occupants, but 
rather trained to use ASP Baton (current tool on tool belt) for such purposes.  The motion was offered and 
seconded with no objections or further discussion.  At this time, Chairperson Brown opened the floor to 
public comment and input, and none were offered.  The amended language was adopted by unanimous 
consent.   

Concerning Recommendation No. 2, Commissioner Young posed a process question and asked if 
the Review Committee will hold the recommendation and wait to receive additional information from PSP 
[as indicated during the Executive Session] or proceed.  Chairperson Brown remarked that the Review 
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Committee can hold the recommendation, i.e., subpart 2(b), if Commissioners believe it will change the 
substance of the recommendation or proceed and allow PSP to elaborate or provide the additional 
information when responding to the Commission’s Final Investigative Review Report, if adopted.  
Chairperson Brown also added that Recommendation No. 2(b) recommends prohibiting and/or limiting 
members from viewing video evidence before post-incident interviews and that best practices relay pros 
and cons of such a policy (PSP request is based on those best practices that favor such a practice but is not 
determinative).  Chairperson Brown then recognized PSP who wished to make comment. 

PSP indicated that the language, as proposed, was strict and would be difficult for PSP since it is 
not the sole entity to make such decisions and has no control over other third parties involved in the 
decision-making process. 

Review Committee Chairperson Hodge indicated that the Review Committee can recognize that 
PSP’s current practice is aligned with best practices which favor such a position.  Vice-Chairperson 
Pittinger offered a suggestion that may help to clarify Recommendation No. 2(b), i.e., make a distinction 
between administrative and criminal post-incident interviews since PSP has less control over the latter. 
PSP agreed that it had more control over post-incident interviews concerning administrative 
investigations.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked if the Internal Affairs investigative process 
was separate and distinct from the criminal investigative process.  PSP responded by stating that the 
administrative investigative process does not begin until the end of the criminal investigative process.  
Commissioner Lappas noted for the record that PSP maintained considerable influence over criminal 
investigations despite the theoretical distinction and that based on the records, there was a lot of overlap 
between the two, i.e., read Miranda Warnings and provided Garrity rights.   

Commissioner Lappas also noted that because PSP was on notice of the recommendations 
contained in the Preliminary Report, i.e., received five business days before the meeting, that there was 
no reason to delay further action and Review Committee Chairperson Hodge agreed.  Commissioner 
Young expressed that the Review Committee should just be certain to revise and/or amend language if 
PSP provides the additional information and it changes content.  Chairperson Brown reminded 
Commissioners that amendments can also be offered during the Commission’s meeting scheduled for 
February 28, 2022 when the Preliminary Report is offered for consideration and adoption by the full 
Commission and Commissioner Young was then fine with moving forward. 

Vice-Chairperson Pittinger remarked further that the dilemma exists when PSP leads criminal 
investigations of its own members (which is the case in most situations), but Commissioners have less 
concern when a third party is involved in the decision-making process, i.e., there appears to be a firewall 
in those cases. 

Review Committee Chairperson Hodge reiterated that any additional information provided by PSP 
will be considered (even if considered at the Commission’s scheduled February 28th regular meeting) and 
wanted to ensure that PSP understood it was invited to submit additional information or restrict PSP’s 
ability to support the Commission’s position, i.e., want to be comprehensive and inclusive.   

At this time, Chairperson Brown asked for a motion to finalize the Preliminary Report and submit 
for consideration to the full Commission on February 28, 2022.  A motion was offered and seconded, and 
the Review Committee unanimously approved, without objection or further comment, submission of a 
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final Preliminary Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P to the full Commission along with an 
accompanying resolution of the Review Committee. 

With this action, there were no other matters for deliberation before the Review Committee.  

At 12:11 p.m. Announcements by Commission Chairperson 
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.  Chairperson Brown also thanked representatives 
of the Covered Agencies for their time and participation. 

At 12:13 p.m. Public Session of the Special Meeting of the Critical Incident Review 
Committee Adjourned 

At 12:14 p.m. Executive Session II Commenced for Discussion of Amendments to the 
Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P                     

Chairperson Brown opened the discussion to proposed changes to the Preliminary Investigative 
Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P.  The Review Committee discussed several requests by 
the Covered Agency including removal of certain background information and to strike/or amend certain 
language in the Preliminary Report including proposed amendments regarding the distinction 
between administrative and criminal investigations and offered language about prohibiting the viewing 
of video evidence before involvement of a local District Attorney’s Office.  While Commissioners 
recognized that video evidence equates to the best evidence of use of force incidents, members were still 
concerned about tainting a member’s memory of facts and/or possible alteration of memory to conform 
to video evidence. The Review Committee then agreed on final language with an appropriate 
resolution and the Executive Session ended.   

At 12:27 p.m. Executive Session II Adjourned 
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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 Wednesday, February 16, 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 – Comments, if any, offered by the Covered Agency and
any Commission members in anticipation of the Review Committee’s issuance of a Preliminary
Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P; review of Meeting Agenda;
remaining schedule for completion of reviews for all matters currently under consideration; 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 February 2, 2022;
(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) Consideration, discussion, deliberation, and official action(s) concerning comments, if any, offered

by the Covered Agency and any other Commissioner in anticipation of the issuance and ratification
of a Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012;

(9) Opportunity for public comment;
(10) Consideration, discussion, deliberation, and official action(s) concerning Resolution No. CI – 1

[Adoption and Ratification of the Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case
No. 21-0012-P by the Critical Incident Review Committee for consideration by the
Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission] and the contents; and

(11) Executive Session [closed to the public – finalization of the Preliminary Investigative Review
Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P based on actions taken during meeting].

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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CRITICAL INCIDENT REVIEW COMMITTEE 

 
RESOLUTION NO. CI-1 
 
Title:  Adoption and Ratification of the Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case 

No. 21-0012-P by the Critical Incident Review Committee for consideration by the 
Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission 

 
Meeting Date: Special Meeting, February 16, 2022 at 10:00 a.m. 
  
Description of Action Under Consideration:         In accordance with Executive Order 2020-04, 
as amended, the Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission’s 
(Commission) Critical Incident Review Committee (Review Committee) completed its review of 
Internal Case No. 21-0012-P (a non-fatal police-involved shooting involving the Pennsylvania 
State Police (PSP) related to an incident occurring on February 19, 2019 in Troop J).  Following 
completion of its review which included, among other things, best practices and PSP’s policies 
concerning the discharge of firearms from or at a moving vehicle, use of force post-incident 
interview procedures, arrest warrant service, and duty to render medical aid (tactical medical and 
first aid kits), the Review Committee authorized the preliminary drafting and internal production 
of a Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P at its Special 
Meeting held on February 2, 2022.  The Review Committee wishes to consider, discuss, deliberate, 
and take official action(s) concerning comments offered by PSP and/or other Commission 
members, if any, regarding the Review Committee’s preliminary Findings and Conclusions, 
Additional Factor(s) for Consideration and Recommendation(s) for Corrective Action(s) in 
anticipation of the issuance and ratification of its Preliminary Investigative Review Report for 
Internal Case No. 21-0012-P.1  After consideration and deliberation, the Review Committee will 
vote to approve or deny presentation of its report for consideration by the Commission at its regular 
quarterly meeting scheduled for February 28, 2022 at noon or the next scheduled meeting.2  

 
Originating Request Submitted By: Kelley B. Hodge, Esq., 

Chairperson of the Critical Incident Review 
Committee 

 
1 This action was authorized by, and made pursuant to, Article 8 (Review Process), Section 8.3 (Covered Agency’s Opportunity to 
Respond to Preliminary Report) of the Commission’s Bylaws (adopted via Resolution No. 1 (dated May 20, 2021). 
2 This action is authorized by, and made pursuant to, Article 8 (Review Process), Section 8.4 (Presentation of Preliminary Report 
to Commission) of the Commission’s Bylaws. 
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RESOLUTION NO. CI-1 
 
Title:  Adoption and Ratification of Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case 

No. 21-0012-P by the Critical Incident Review Committee for consideration by the 
Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission 

 
 
AND NOW, on this 16th day of FEBRUARY, 2022, it is hereby certified that: 

 
WHEREAS, the Critical Incident Review Committee was duly formed and established by 

the Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission (Commission) at its 
Regular Quarterly Meeting held on August 6, 20211 in accordance with Article 8 (Review 
Process), Section 8.2 (Commission Sub-Committees and Review Committees) of the 
Commission’s Bylaws; and 

 
WHEREAS, in accordance with Executive Order 2020-04, as amended, the Critical 

Incident Review Committee completed its review of Internal Case No. 21-0012-P; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Critical Incident Review Committee authorized the preliminary drafting 

and internal production of a Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-
0012-P at its Special Meeting held on February 2, 2022; 

 
WHEREAS, a draft of the Critical Incident Review Committee’s Preliminary 

Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P was completed and distributed to 
the Agency Head, Agency’s Chief Counsel, and all Commission members for review on February 
8, 2022; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Critical Incident Review Committee considered, discussed, deliberated, 

and took official action(s) concerning comments offered by the Covered Agency and/or other 
Commission members, if any, during its Special Meeting held on February 16, 2022 regarding the 
Critical Incident Review Committee’s preliminary Findings and Conclusions, Additional Factor(s) 
for Consideration and Recommendation(s) for Corrective Action(s) contained in the draft of the 
Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P; and 

 
WHEREAS, following the Robert’s Rules of Order, the Commission’s Chairperson 

having attested to recognizing motions from committee membership, said motions having been 
seconded and recording the votes of committee membership as indicated in the Vote Tabulation 
Form, the Critical Incident Review Committee hereby adopts and ratifies the Preliminary 
Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-0012-P. 

 
1 This action is authorized by, and made pursuant to, Article 8 (Review Process), Section 8.2 (Commission Sub-Committees and 
Review Committees) of the Commission’s Bylaws. 
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NOW THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the undersigned hereby certify that the foregoing to be a true 
and correct excerpt of the Minutes of the Special Meeting of the Critical Incident Review 
Committee held on this date, at which a quorum was present, and that said Resolution was duly 
passed by a majority vote of the voting members of the Critical Incident Review Committee 
present; and   

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Critical Incident Review Committee authorizes the 
release of, and presents its, Preliminary Investigative Review Report for Internal Case No. 21-
0012-P to the Commission for further consideration and action. 

AS DULY ADOPTED BY THE CRITICAL INCIDENT REVIEW COMMITTEE (DATED 
FEBRUARY 16, 2022)  

SIGNATURE OF THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE LAW ENFORCEMENT ADVISORY 
COMMISSION’S CHAIRPERSON: 

___________________________ (Electronic Signature Authorized) 
PRINT: Sha S. Brown 

SIGNATURE OF CHAIRPERSON OF THE CRITICAL INCIDENT REVIEW COMMITTEE: 

___________________________  (Electronic Signature Authorized) 
PRINT:  Kelley B. Hodge, Esq.   

SIGNATURE OF SECRETARY OF THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE LAW ENFORCEMENT 
CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMISSION: 

___________________________ (Electronic Signature Authorized) 
PRINT: Jaimie L. Hicks 
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Vote Tabulation Form

Type of Conunission Meeting: Quarterly pesiill Rescheduled
I)ate and Tinte of Conunittee Meeting:
Name of Conunittee:

Pursuant to Article 6, Sections 2, 3 and 5 of the Pennsylvania State Law Enforcement

Citizen Advisory Commission's (Commission) Bylaws, and following the Robert's Rules or

Order, I hereby attest to recognizing motions from Committee membership, said

motions having been seconded, and recording the votes of Committee membership for

matters under review as indicated below:

ACTION ITEM:

Summary Tabulation of All Votes: YAY NAY PRESENT ABSTAIN

Seat Name

At-Lar •e Seat I

At-Lar e Seat 2
At-Lar •e Seat 3

At- •e Seat 4

At-Lar 'e Seat 5

At- e Seat 6

Troo A Seat

Troo B Seat

Troo C Seat

Troo D Seat

Troo E Seat

Troo F Seat

Troo C, Seat

Troo H Seat

Troo J Seat

Troo K Scat

Troo L Seat

Troo M Seat

Troo N Seat

Troo P Seat

Troo R Seat

Individual Votes
•ame of Commission Member

David A. Sonenshein

Dr. A. Suresh Cana ra•ah Ph.D.

Kelle B. Hod e Es uite

Denise Ashe

Elizabeth C. Pittin er

Keir Bradford-Gre

Jeffre Wilson
Brenda Tate

Joshua S. Maines. Es uire

Marisa C. Williams

Bisho Curtis L. Jones Sr.

Honorable Erick J. Coolid e
Charima C. Youn
S roT.La as J.D. Ph.D
VACANT

Andrea A. Lawful-Sanders

VACANT

Marvin Bo er

Maril M. Bro Ed. D.

Rev. Shawn M. Walker

Krista Somers

Signature of Sha S. Brown,

Commission Chairperson
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