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Special Meeting of the Critical Incident Review Committee 
DRAFT Meeting Minutes for 

Wednesday, June 15, 2022, at 10:00 a.m. 
(Virtual Meeting via Microsoft Teams Platform) 

At 10:07 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’s 
(Review Committee) Special Meeting to order, acknowledged a quorum, and provided an overview of the 
Review Committee’s proposed Special Meeting Agenda. 

Concerning the Review Committee’s proposed schedule for completion of its review of Internal 
Case No. 21-0018-P, Chairperson Brown summarized details of the Pennsylvania State Police’s (PSP) 
completed internal investigation, the receipt of various PSP investigative records, and outstanding records 
requested from PSP but not yet received.  Chairperson Brown and Review Committee members also 
discussed statistical data received from PSP, i.e., data related to internal affairs investigations of use of 
force incidents.  After Review Committee members noted questions about the data, i.e., deadly use of 
force incidents not included, Chairperson Brown replied that the Commission will seek clarification. 

Chairperson Brown and Review Committee members watched Motor Vehicle Recording (MVR) 
evidence of a slow speed chase resulting in the death of citizen during a traffic stop involving PSP 
concerning its review of Internal Case No. 21-0017-P.  Review Committee members asked several 
questions regarding the MVR evidence, and Chairperson Brown answered some of the questions based 
on PSP’s investigative summary.        

With no further confidential or administrative matters or other questions, the Executive Session of 
the Review Committee ended at 10:47 a.m.  

At 10:51 a.m. Public Session of Special Meeting Started and Recording Began 

At 10:52 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 such recording.  Commission Secretary Jaimie Hicks conducted a Roll Call and 
Commissioners Kelley Hodge [Review Committee Chairperson], Bishop Curtis Jones, Sr., Spero Lappas, 
and Charima Young along with Vice-Chairperson Elizabeth Pittinger were present remotely and a quorum 
of the Review Committee was present.  Commissioner Andrea Lawful-Sanders was excused from the 
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meeting.  A copy of the Roll Call and Attendance Form is attached hereto and made a part hereof [see 
Attachment 1]. 

At 10:53 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 10:53 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 June 15, 2022 Special Meeting Agenda, as adopted, is attached hereto, and made a part 
hereof [see Attachment 2]. 

At 10:54 a.m.  Motion to Approve Adoption of the Draft of the Critical Incident Review 
Committee’s March 24, 2022, Meeting Minutes by Unanimous Consent 

Chairman Brown asked for a Motion to approve the draft of the Critical Incident Review 
Committee’s March 24, 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 March 24, 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 10:54 a.m. Other Review Committee Administrative Matters 
There were no administrative matters or other remarks offered by Review Committee Chairperson 

Hodge. 

At 10:55 a.m. Consideration, Discussion, and Continued Deliberation Concerning Internal 
Case No. 21-0018-P 

Pursuant to committee’s Meeting Agenda, Chairperson Brown stated the Review Committee 
hoped to continue deliberations in connection with its review of Internal Case No. 21-0018-P and develop 
questions concerning its six Review Objectives for Internal Case No. 21-0017-P.   

Chairperson Brown began the discussion by summarizing previous actions taken by the Review 
Committee related to its review of Internal Case No. 21-0018-P.  First, Chairperson Brown stated that 
during its last meeting held on March 24, 2022, the Review Committee developed 35 questions related to 
its six Review Objectives and requested additional documents from PSP on March 25, 2022.  The Review 
Committee sent a revised request for additional records to PSP on April 27, 2022 for clarification purposes.  
However, Chairperson Brown reported that PSP has yet to respond and/or provide copies of the additional 
documents, which included redacted copies of both the General Investigation Report and Adjudication 
Report.  Chairperson Brown cautioned that the Review Committee will be limited in its review of PSP’s 
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completed internal investigation of the underlying incident concerning Internal Case No. 21-0018-P 
without the additional records [since records were necessary to independently verify the information 
provided by PSP in its comprehensive summary]. 

Chairperson Brown proceeded to lead the Review Committee’s discussion of reaching 
determinations regarding its six Review Objectives including whether PSP’s completed internal 
investigation [of the underlying fatal incident concerning Internal Case No. 21-0018-P] was prompt, fair, 
impartial, and complete along with whether adjudicatory findings and discipline (if any) were reasonable 
under a totality of the circumstances and whether any policy or training deficiencies exist.   

Concerning Review Objective No. 1 [determination of promptness and fairness], Chairperson 
Brown recounted that PSP generated a Blue Team Report following the incident and a prosecutorial 
decision was rendered on November 16, 2017 by the County District Attorney.  Chairperson Brown also 
stated that a PSP Captain ruled the involved Trooper’s actions appropriate and justified on December 29, 
2017 and a PSP Major concurred with that decision on January 3, 2018.  The source of this information, 
however, was PSP’s comprehensive summary and the Review Committee was unable to corroborate these 
assertions since PSP had yet to provide requested information.  Chairperson Brown also reported that the 
Review Committee was unable to determine whether the involved Trooper recorded all known facts and 
whether the involved Trooper was afforded protection of his or her Garrity rights along with union 
representation because the Review Committee was not provided with records that captured this 
information. 

Like Review Objective No. 1, Chairperson Brown reported that the Review Committee was unable 
to independently verify and/or answer questions related to its determination of completeness [Review 
Objective No. 2] or impartiality [Review Objective No. 3]. For example, Chairperson Brown stated that 
the Review Committee was unable to verify whether the investigative file contained statements of all 
known witnesses that were reasonably obtainable [only summaries of trucker and involved Trooper’s 
statements provided].  Furthermore, Chairperson Brown reported that the Review Committee was unable 
to independently determine whether the adjudicatory findings were reasonable, and whether the 
adjudicator addressed all performance issues, if any, based on a totality of circumstances since it was not 
provided with a redacted copy of the Adjudication Report [Review Objective No. 4; Review Objective 
No. 5 (reasonableness of discipline) was not applicable to this review].   

Concerning Review Objective No. 6 [determination of whether any policy  or training deficiencies 
existed], Chairperson Brown summarized that the Review Committee requested, but was not provided 
with, PSP’s specific policies, procedures and/or training materials related to interdiction stops or the use 
of criminal indicators, i.e., failure to make eye contact, during traffic enforcement activity which were 
directly relevant to the matter currently consideration [only provided copy of PSP Policy No. FR 6-8 
(Traffic Law Violation Stops) which provides basic information regarding procedures for conducting 
basic traffic stops].  In addition, PSP did not respond to the Review Committee’s questions related to the 
reason(s) for the traffic stop in this case [comprehensive summary only states “multiple” traffic violations 
but no details].  While the Review Committee received copies of PSP’s policies and/or procedures related 
to TASER deployments, Chairperson Brown reported that the Review Committee was unable to 
corroborate and/or verify whether the involved Trooper issued a verbal warning or gave the citizen an 
opportunity to comply (as required by policy) before deploying his or her TASER.  Lastly, Chairperson 
Brown reported that the Review Committee was unable to determine whether interviews were timely in 
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connection with its review of the effectiveness of PSP’s post-incident interview policies and practices in 
this case.  At this time, Chairperson Brown relinquished the floor to Review Committee Chairperson 
Hodge for initial comments. 

Review Committee Chairperson Hodge thanked Chairperson Brown for the extensive summary of 
the information received to date, the records requested but denied, and the records requested but still under 
consideration by PSP.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked for the dates the Review Committee 
sent all document requests to PSP and Chairperson Brown replied that records were requested on March 
25, 2022, and April 27, 2022. PSP responded on May 13, 2022, but failed to provide all requested 
documents and a renewed request for outstanding documents was sent to PSP on May 20, 2022, with a 
deadline of June 1, 2022.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked if PSP met the June 1, 2022, 
deadline and Chairperson Brown replied “no.”  However, Chairperson Brown reported that PSP, the 
Commission’s Chairperson, and respective legal counsel planned to meet [date of meeting not yet 
scheduled] to review PSP’s ongoing concerns, i.e., confidentiality of records, whether PSP planned to 
provide or deny requested records and establish date for PSP’s Oral Presentation.  Review Committee 
Chairperson Hodge asked about PSP’s Oral Presentation [scheduled on the Meeting Agenda for today], 
and Chairperson Brown replied the issues were interrelated, i.e., can avoid duplication of questions if 
receive documents prior to Oral Presentation.  Consequently, Chairperson Brown confirmed that PSP was 
excused from today’s meeting and that the Oral Presentation was tentatively rescheduled for the Review 
Committee’s Special Meeting on July 7, 2022.  Beside confirming what PSP will and will not provide, 
Review Committee Chairperson Hodge requested that PSP provide its rationale for withholding requested 
records especially since PSP provided the same types of documents for past reviews of the committee.  
Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked Chairperson Brown to send PSP its final request for records 
with a response due by June 30, 2022 allowing Commissioners sufficient time to review before its July 7, 
2022 Special Meeting.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked if any other Commissioners had any 
questions or wished to provide remarks on this subject. 

Commissioner Lappas expressed concern and added he was very disturbed by some of the content 
of PSP’s May 13th response letter.  Commissioner Lappas stated that Executive Order 2020-04, as 
amended, did not give a Covered Agency the unilateral authority to determine the relevancy of additional 
records requests to a review especially since PSP acquiesced to such requests in the past.  Commissioner 
Lappas questioned whether PSP changed its position because it did not want the Review Committee to 
see records because they would reflect negatively on the agency.  Commissioner Lappas added that PSP 
[in its letter] also responded that it provided the Review Committee with a PowerPoint representing a 
comprehensive summary of its investigation of the underlying incident which should suffice.  However, 
Commissioner Lappas noted that the Review Committee could not solely rely on the content of PSP’s 
summary without an ability to corroborate the information and conduct its own analysis of records.   As a 
course of action, Commissioner Lappas offered two options [both now and in the future]: (1) defer analysis 
of its review and report that it would be unable to make its determinations of fairness, promptness, 
reasonableness, etc. [because of the lack of information]; or (2) based on the information received, proceed 
to make its determinations, and can reopen a review once and if additional information is received.   
Commissioner Lappas believed it was a mistake to wait any longer or provide any more time for PSP to 
respond since the agency had three occasions to do so and have failed to comply.  Commissioner Lappas 
also reminded Commissioners that the Review Committee had limited time and meetings to conduct and 
complete their reviews and the Commissioners’ appointments to the Commission are also time limited.    
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Commissioner Young generally agreed with the comments of both Review Committee 
Chairperson Hodge and Commissioner Lappas but differed from Commissioner Lappas in his suggested 
approach.  Commissioner Young believed that the Review Committee could not provide to make 
appropriate determinations of fairness, promptness, impartiality, etc., as required, if the committee does 
not receive enough information.  Commissioner Young noted that it was a matter and issue of consistency 
and transparency [by the Covered Agency].  If the Review Committee decides to proceed, Commissioner 
Young stated that the committee’s report should be clear that it was unable to make determinations as 
required because of the lack of information and cooperation by PSP in this case. 

Commissioner Jones generally agreed that the varying options were available and sufficient but 
opted for providing PSP more time.  However, Commissioner Jones noted that this reprieve was limited 
(i.e., “go as far as we can go”) since the Commission anticipated a meeting between the various 
stakeholders.  Commissioner Jones added that the Review Committee can decide on which course of 
action to take at its next meeting. 

Vice-Chairperson Pittinger shared some of Commissioner Lappas’ concerns regarding a Covered 
Agency’s possible disrespect of the process which is of significant concern given that the purpose of the 
Commission’s reviews is to foster greater transparency in policing practices and policies.  Vice-
Chairperson Pittinger asked if a civil suit was filed in connection with the underlying incident currently 
under review and Chairperson Brown replied that his team was unable to conduct such research because 
the Review Committee lacked all personally identifiable information.  Vice-Chairperson Pittinger also 
asked if PSP provided information regarding the date a prosecutorial decision was made, and Chairperson 
Brown again was unable to provide this information. 

Commissioner Lappas stated that despite the general redactions made by PSP, i.e., names of 
Trooper(s), witnesses, victims, etc. which are all proper and appropriate, the Review Committee did 
possess the date of the incident along with other pertinent information.  Consequently, Commissioner 
Lappas noted that Executive Order 2020-04, as amended (E.O.), does not limit, or otherwise prohibit the 
Commission from reviewing information that is already in the public sphere, i.e., dates decisions were 
made, coroner’s update, other incidents involving the Trooper(s) in this case, etc.  Based on and using 
publicly available information, Commissioner Lappas stated that he was unable to determine whether a 
civil suit was filed but that did not mean a claim was not made. 

Vice-Chairperson Pittinger asked if the Review Committee was able to solicit information from 
PSP regarding the pendency of any civil action for any matter under consideration and/or information 
related to settlements.  Chairperson Brown deferred to Althia Bennett, Chief Counsel of the Office of State 
Inspector General (OSIG), who replied that all matters sent to the Commission for review are not active 
pursuant to the parameters of the E.O.  Under the terms of the E.O. for any matter under review by the 
Commission, Chief Counsel Bennett stated all criminal and administrative investigations are required to 
be completed, and the statute of limitations [for related civil matters] have expired. 

        Review Committee Chairperson Hodge thanked Chief Counsel Bennett for the clarification and 
addressed Vice-Chairperson Pittinger’s question regarding the ability to obtain information concerning 
civil settlements.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked Vice-Chairperson Pittinger whether and 
how information regarding civil settlements was relevant to the committee’s reviews, i.e., what does that 
information go to?  Vice-Chairperson Pittinger responded that the terms of a civil settlement and related 

http://www.osig.pa.gov/pslecac


Page 6 of 9 

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 

litigation may prohibit disclosure of such information but also thanked Chief Counsel Bennett for 
clarification that the potential of civil litigation is “off the table” and does not serve as a barrier to 
disclosure of records by a Covered Agency.  Chairperson Brown agreed that was an accurate statement. 

Chairperson Brown summarized some of the sentiments expressed by Commissioners and stated 
that the Review Committee can review and access all publicly accessible information concerning a matter 
under consideration and access information regarding civil litigation and sentiments through public 
databases like any other citizen.  Vice-Chairperson Pittinger agreed and added that there is a risk of 
injecting bias in their review if Commissioners know that a Covered Agency settled a claim, but as 
Commissioner Lappas pointed out, the same bears on how conduct effects the Commonwealth and its 
citizens since settlements are paid with taxpayer money. 

Because of technology issues limiting her access to information, Vice-Chairperson Pittinger asked 
again for the dates of the incident and prosecutorial decision and Chairperson Brown replied November 
15, 2016 and November 16, 2017, respectively.  Commissioner Lappas noted that if a claim was filed 
and/or any matter was settled using public funds that such information is subject to public inspection and 
disclosure. 

Chairperson Brown asked if any Commissioner had any other questions or comments regarding 
Internal Case No. 21-0018-P and received no response.  Chairperson Brown recommended that the 
Review Committee table its continued review of Internal Case No. 21-0018-P until the committee’s next 
Special Meeting scheduled for July 7, 2022.  At that time, Chairperson Brown stated that the Review 
Committee can decide whether it wishes to move forward with or without any additional information.  In 
the meantime, Chairperson Brown reported that he would send another request on behalf of the Review 
Committee. 

Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked if Chairperson Brown can inform the 
Commissioners if records and/or additional information is not received by June 30, 2022.  Review 
Committee Chairperson Hodge believed that the Review Committee cannot draw any negative inferences 
from the lack of information and can only decide whether it can reach a consensus [on its Review 
Objectives] based on all known information otherwise its determinations must be marked as “unknown.”  
Review Committee Chairperson Hodge added that the Review Committee will note in its report that it 
received information in the past and such requests for additional information are specifically within its 
authority pursuant to the E.O. 

At this time, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked for a motion to table the Review 
Committee’s consideration and review of Internal case No. 21-0018-P until its next meeting.  The motion 
was offered and seconded.  When prompted, Commissioner Lappas offered his objection based on the 
Review Committee’s ability to draw negative inferences if no additional information was received.  At 
this time, Chairperson Brown conducted a Roll Call Vote concerning the motion to table the Review 
Committee’s consideration and review of Internal Case No. 21-0018-P.  Three Commissioners (Review 
Committee Chairperson Hodge and Commissioners Young and Jones) voted in favor of the motion and 
Commissioner Lappas opposed.  Chairperson Brown announced that the motion was passed, and that 
consideration and review of Internal Case No. 21-0018-P was tabled until July 7, 2022.        

http://www.osig.pa.gov/pslecac


Page 7 of 9 

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 

At this time, Chairperson Brown opened the floor to and asked for public comment, but none was 
offered. 

Chairperson Brown proceeded to the Review Committee’s next item of business which included 
discussion and deliberation of any additional questions related to its Review Objectives (based on 
information contained in comprehensive written summaries) for Internal Case No. 21-0017-P and the 
identification of additional information (if any) needed from the Covered Agency to complete its review. 

Concerning Internal Case No. 21-0017-P, Chairperson Brown reported that the underlying use of 
force incident occurred on June 1, 2016 involving PSP.  Chairperson Brown also reported that the Review 
Committee viewed two Motor Vehicle Recordings (MVRs) capturing the incident during Executive 
Session held earlier in the day and confirmed receipt of a PowerPoint presentation summarizing PSP’s 
completed internal investigation of the incident.  To reach determinations concerning its six Review 
Objectives [i.e., regarding promptness, fairness, impartiality, completeness, and reasonableness], 
Chairperson Brown asked if Commissioners had any questions or comments or required additional 
information and relinquished the floor to Review Committee Chairperson Hodge. 

After reviewing videos of the incident captured by MVRs, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge 
stated her questions pertained to MVR evidence.  For example, Review Committee Chairperson Hodge 
stated she counted four PSP vehicles involved in the pursuit, but PSP only provided the Review Committee 
with redacted copies of two MVRs.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge asked if all vehicles 
[particularly the PSP vehicle that blocked the subject’s vehicle from the front immediately before the 
exchange of gunfire] were equipped with MVR capability.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge also 
asked for a copy of all MVR evidence if the answer was “Yes,” and for an explanation of their 
unavailability.  Review Committee Chairperson Hodge noted that at least four Troopers had their guns 
drawn when approaching the subject’s vehicle and that the PSP vehicle that blocked the subject’s vehicle 
in the front had the best vantage point regarding the discharge of weapons.  Because the subject was 
pursued again for another 10 minutes following the discharge of weapons, Review Committee 
Chairperson Hodge asked for more detailed information about the initial stop and PSP’s policies and 
procedures concerning the continuation or discontinuation of a vehicle pursuit, i.e., consideration of 
location like residential areas, business districts, highway, etc.   

Commissioner Lappas asked if the Review Committee received copies of PSP’s General 
Investigation and Adjudication Reports concerning Internal Case No. 21-0017-P as requested, and 
Chairperson Brown replied “No.”  Commissioner Lappas asked that the Review Committee request copies 
of these reports and that Commissioners consider not proceeding if PSP intends to stonewall the committee 
regarding all future reviews.  Nevertheless, Commissioner Lappas noted that the incident involved a high 
speed pursuit across multiple roadways and asked for more detailed information concerning the initial 
cause(s) or reason(s) for the traffic stop, i.e., information provided in PSP’s summary indicated that the 
motorist was improperly stopped on a roadway, which is a minor traffic offense. 

Commissioner Young agreed and expressed she had the same questions when reviewing the 
contents of PSP’s investigative summary.  Commissioner Young also asked for a copy of any type of 
firearm or weapons report, or applicable data related to the discharge of all weapons.  Commissioner 
Young also requested more details about whether and if medical aid was required and evidence that 
Troopers complied with PSP’s duty to render aid.  Commissioner Young also noted that MVRs do not 
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show any activity after the subject’s vehicle became disabled.  Consequently, Commissioner Young asked 
whether MVR equipment was/were turned off and, if so, why they were turned off, and requested copies 
of relevant policies related to the appropriateness of such action. 

Commissioner Jones concurred with the other Commissioners and supported the Review 
Committee’s request for copies of all MVR evidence, whether MVRs were operable during the entire 
incident, and if not, an explanation of why not.  Commissioner Jones also stated that PSP’s summary 
indicated that the subject was not shot, succumbed to injuries resulting from the car crash, and died on the 
scene.  Consequently, Commissioner Jones asked for information regarding whether an emergency 
medical services (EMS) unit was called to the scene, and if so, did the EMS unit try to revive the subject. 

Vice-Chairperson Pittinger also agreed with the sentiments expressed by all Commissioners and 
expressed concern regarding the initial reason for the stop and/or pursuit.  For example, Vice-Chairperson 
Pittinger stated that if the subject was stopped in the middle of the roadway, the subject could be located 
at another time if PSP knew the subject’s name.  Once the pursuit started, Vice-Chairperson Pittinger sated 
the circumstances escalated and changed.  Vice-Chairperson Pittinger indicated that medical aid was 
rendered [information contained in the summary of a Trooper’s witness statement] and the cause of death 
was not that of lethal injury but that the subject died in the hospital days later.  Vice-Chairperson Pittinger 
did question the number of rounds fired and agreed that the Review Committee request a copy of any 
firearms report [if one exits] and again noted the Commission’s previous recommendation concerning the 
discharge of weapons at or from moving vehicles. 

Commissioner Young was similarly concerned about the reason(s) for the initial stop and 
questioned whether this enforcement activity was part of any concentrated interdiction efforts which seem 
to allow for other considerations and pretextual reasons for initiating citizen contact.  Commissioner 
Young voiced trepidation that something so minor ended so tragically. 

Chairperson Brown stated that his team also made a few observations including whether PSP had 
a policy regarding the use of roadblocks, i.e., for vehicles stationed and positioned, along with the 
appropriateness of discharging weapons at or from moving vehicles and the safety risks posed to Troopers 
given their positioning.  Chairperson Brown also questioned why Troopers did not utilize pit maneuvers 
[like those showcased to Commissioners during their training] to disable the subject’s vehicle, i.e., did the 
condition or type of roadway [residential] prevent usage, was permission to deploy such a maneuver given 
but Troopers did not utilize the method, etc.  Chairperson Brown added that more details were also needed 
to determine whether a substance abuse or mental health crisis response was applicable here and that the 
Review Committee should request a copy of the arrest warrant that was issued for the subject since it is 
otherwise publicly accessible and may provide more information regarding the initial reason(s) for the 
stop. 

Commissioner Jones recalled the training Commissioners received regarding placement of spikes 
on a roadway to disable a vehicle and asked whether the length of spikes was standard and, if not, why 
they do not cover an entire roadway.  Chairperson Brown replied that extensions to make spikes wider are 
available but noted the Review Committee will request additional information regarding deployment 
procedures since it appeared that spikes were not properly deployed in this case based on the MVRs, i.e., 
spikes were just laid down. 
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Chairperson Brown asked if there were any more questions or comments from Commissioners 
and none were offered.  At this time, Chairperson Brown opened the floor to and asked for public 
comment, but none was offered. 

Chairperson Brown summarized that the Review Committee developed pointed questions 
concerning their six Review Objectives related to its review of Internal Case No. 21-0017-P and that the 
questions will be prepared for release to, and response by, the Covered Agency.  Chairperson Brown stated 
that he will also prepare the Review Committee’s request for additional documents to include its request 
for copies of PSP’s applicable General Investigation and Adjudication Reports along with pertinent 
policies.  Chairperson Brown also stated that all information sent and received will be posted to the Review 
Committee’s Teams channel. 

There were no other matters for deliberation by, or business before, the Review Committee at this 
time.  

At 11:57 a.m. Announcements by Commission Chairperson 
Chairperson Brown provided closing remarks and informed the public 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 11:58 a.m. Special Meeting of the Critical Incident Review Committee Adjourned 

http://www.osig.pa.gov/pslecac


pennsylvania

Roll Call and Xttendance Form

ed Lane

meat,ng and

Signature oi Sha s.

ATTACHMENT 1



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
      

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, June 15, 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; Oral Presentation
related to and proposed schedule for completion of Internal Case No. 21-0018-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 March 24, 2022;
(5) Approval of administrative and/or other procedural matters;
(6) Report and/or remarks by the Critical Incident Review Committee’s Chairperson;
(7) Opportunity for public comment;
(8) Discussion and deliberation regarding (i) adequacy and substance of Oral Presentations

and comprehensive written summary provided by Covered Agency concerning Internal
Case No. 21-0018-P currently under consideration; (ii) adequacy of policies, procedures,
regulations, practices and/or training applicable to Internal Case No. 21-0018-P currently
under consideration; (iii) identification of additional information (if any) needed from the
Covered Agency to complete the review of Internal Case No. 21-0018-P; (iv)
identification of root cause(s) and proposed recommendations, if any, concerning Internal
Case No. 21-0018-P;

(9) Opportunity for public comment;
(10) Discussion, deliberation, and adoption of the Review Objectives (based on information

contained in comprehensive written summaries) for selected investigatory reviews
currently under consideration including Internal Case No. 21-0017-P and identification
of additional information (if any) needed from Covered Agencies to complete each review;
and

(11) Opportunity for public comment.

ATTACHMENT 2

http://www.osig.pa.gov/pslecac


 

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
      

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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