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PENNSYLVANIA STATE LAW ENFORCEMENT CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMISSION 
Special Meeting of the Use of Force Review Committee 

Meeting Minutes for 
Friday, August 13, 2021, at 1:30 p.m. 

(Virtual Meeting via Microsoft Teams Platform) 

At 1:31 p.m. Executive Session 
Sha S. Brown, Chairperson, began an Executive Session of the Pennsylvania State Law 

Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission (Commission) Use of Force Review Committee (Review 
Committee).  The Executive Session began with Chairperson Brown’s welcome of Review Committee 
members and an overview of the Review Committee’s proposed Special Meeting Agenda.  Following 
Chairperson Brown’s request that the Review Committee consider appointment of a Secretary for 
purposes of roll call, preparation of meeting agendas and recording of meeting minutes for all proposed 
Review Committee meetings, the Commission’s Vice Chairperson and Review Committee Advisor 
[Commissioner Beth Pittinger] agreed to serve as the Acting Secretary of the Review Committee for 
purposes of this meeting.  After some discussion, the Chairperson [Commissioner David Sonenshein] and 
members of the Review Committee agreed that members will serve as Acting Secretary in a rotating 
schedule.  The Executive Session ended at 1:50 p.m. 

At 1:51 p.m. Special Public Meeting Started and Recording Began 

At 1:51 p.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 Use of Force Review 
Committee to order, announced that the meeting was being recorded and participation in the meeting 
conferred consent to being recorded.  Chairperson Brown conducted a Roll Call and Commissioners David 
Sonenshein [Review Committee Chairperson], Joshua Maines and Krista Somers were present remotely 
and a quorum of the Review Committee was present.  A copy of the Roll Call and Attendance Form is 
attached hereto and made a part hereof [see Attachment 1].  The Commission’s Vice Chairperson 
Pittinger was also present as an advisor and Commissioner and Review Committee member William 
Colon was excused from this Special Meeting.    

At 1:53 p.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. 
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At 1:54 p.m. Motion to Approve Use of Force Review Committee’s Meeting Agenda by 
Unanimous Consent 

Chairperson Brown read the Use of Force Review Committee’s Meeting Agenda aloud into the 
record and asked for a motion to approve the Meeting Agenda by unanimous consent.  The Motion was 
offered and seconded by Review Committee members in attendance.  Chairperson Brown asked if any 
Review Committee member had any objection(s) to the Meeting Agenda and after hearing no objections, 
Chairperson Brown recognized the approval of the Use of Force Review Committee’s Meeting Agenda 
by unanimous consent.  A copy of the Use of Force Review Committee’s August 13, 2021 Special Meeting 
Agenda, as adopted, is attached hereto, and made a part hereof [see Attachment 2]. 

At 1:55 p.m. Other Review Committee Administrative Matters 
Chairperson Brown outlined administrative procedures for discussion, public comment, 

deliberation, and adoption of objectives concerning completed internal investigations currently under 
consideration by the Use of Force Review Committee as follows: (1) a summary of the facts of each 
selected incident will be read aloud; (2) the public will be invited to comment on the specific case; and 
(3) members of the Review Committee will deliberate to determine objectives for each review and identify
any information that may still be needed to complete each review and outstanding factual questions in
preparation of Oral Presentations by Covered Agencies.  Chairperson Brown relinquished business of the
meeting to Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein.

Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein emphasized that the committee’s Review Process is 
designed to be transparent, noting that transparency was fundamental to the establishment of the 
Commission.  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein announced that the recording duties of the 
committee’s Secretary will rotate among members [in respective order – Commissioners Sonenshein, 
Maines, Somers, and Colon] and proceeded to publish the Review Committee’s proposed Special Meeting 
calendar for this quarter: August 27, 2021, at 1:30 p.m.; September 10, 2021, at 10:00 a.m.; September 
24, 2021, at 1:30 p.m.; and October 8, 2021, at 1:30 p.m. 

At 2:02 p.m. Case Review Process Discussion and Deliberation 
The Review Committee moved to case review process, discussion, and deliberation of matters 

currently under consideration.  Cases are reviewed to determine if completed internal investigations are 
prompt, fair, impartial, complete, consistent with policy, and discipline (if issued) was reasonable. 
Chairperson Brown presented a summary of the facts of each case under review. 

1) Internal Case Number #21-0001-P [case involving a lower-level use of force on June 6, 2018
involving the Pennsylvania State Police out of Troop G (covering Centre, Blair, Mifflin, Juanita,
Huntingdon, Bedford, and Fulton counties); Ruled Justified by County District Attorney
(September 7, 2018); and Ruled Justified by Commanding Officer of Troop G (November 19,
2018)].  Summary of Incident as determined by internal investigation is as follows:

The IAD investigation revealed that on June 6, 2018, at 2312 hours, Trooper 1 and Trooper 
2 were dispatched to assist with locating a runaway juvenile. Troopers arrived on the scene 
at 2336 hours and contacted the homeowner (who granted the Troopers access and led them 
to a bedroom of the bi-level residence). Troopers located the runaway juvenile in a 
bedroom that was occupied by multiple juveniles. The runaway juvenile was identified and 
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allowed to gather belongings and say goodbye to friends. Trooper 1 handcuffed the 
runaway juvenile behind the juvenile’s back and began a search in preparation of transport. 

As Trooper 1 was conducting this search, the runaway juvenile took two (2) steps away 
from Trooper 1. Simultaneously, the runaway juvenile referred to the Troopers as 
“pussies.” Trooper 1 was still holding on to the runaway juvenile and pulled the juvenile 
back to the juvenile’s original position. Trooper 1 then turned the runaway juvenile into a 
position where they were facing each other. While holding the upper chest area of the 
runaway juvenile’s sweatshirt, Trooper 1 stated, “What did you say? What did you say? 
What did you say? The runaway juvenile responded by stating, “Don’t get in my face like 
that,” and then abruptly moved the juvenile’s body and head forward striking Trooper 1 in 
the forehead with the brim of the juvenile’s hat. While holding a flashlight in the Trooper’s 
right hand, Trooper 1 strikes the runaway juvenile with the Trooper’s right arm causing the 
runaway juvenile to move backwards into a dresser. Trooper 1 and Trooper 2 then both 
take control of the runaway juvenile and escort the juvenile from the room without further 
incident. 

a) Public comment was invited by the Commission’s Chairperson, but none was received.
b) Discussion and deliberation among Review Committee members followed.

Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein initiated discussion focusing on development and
agreement of Review Objectives.  Chairperson Sonenshein noted that all personally identifying 
information was omitted in the material provided by the Pennsylvania State Police (PSP) and that no 
statements were provided regarding conflicts of interests or relationships among internal investigators and 
involved personnel.  Review Committee members agreed that these omissions by PSP render the Review 
Committee unable to assess the impartiality of the investigation and requested that PSP provide a copy of 
its Conflict of Interest policy and/or deconfliction protocols when assigning matters for investigation. 

Review Committee members agreed that the material received thus far suggested that the internal 
investigation was fair to troopers as warnings were provided and reports appeared to be filed in a timely 
manner.  No discipline was recommended or issued.  However, Review Committee members believed it 
was premature for the Review Committee to assess the reasonableness and completeness of the internal 
investigation until additional information was obtained.  For example, Review Committee members 
questioned whether being a runaway constituted a crime, whether taunting by juvenile(s) justified use of 
force under PSP policy, and the exercise of control, patience and courtesy required by Troopers.   

Additional information required of PSP includes: (1) legal authority (if any) concerning the status 
of a run-away juvenile and related custodial detention, transport and/or arrest [also referred by the Review 
Committee to the OSIG’s Legal Office for proper research and legal guidance]; (2) statements from 
involved civilians (including juvenile witnesses) and review of witness video (policy concerning 
investigators’ obligation to gather and review all witness video concerning incidents particularly when 
lack body camera footage); (3) identification of the source of the information conveyed to responding 
Troopers regarding the subject’s demeanor; (4) policies and regulations (if any) concerning interactions 
with juveniles, including the training related to use of force (particularly the circumstances permitting 
forcible handcuffing of juveniles (if different from those involving adults), de-escalation techniques, and 
standards of conduct for personnel); and (5) possible range of discipline that could be imposed for this 
type of conduct.  
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2) Internal Case Number #21-0002-P [case involving a lower-level use of force on January 16, 2019
involving the Pennsylvania State Police out of Troop B (covering Allegheny, Washington,
Greene, and Fayette counties); and Ruled Justified by Commanding Officer of Troop B (June
26, 2019)].  Summary of Incident as determined by internal investigation is as follows:

The IAD investigation revealed that on January 16, 2019, the Troop B Station received 
notification from County 911 regarding a person walking along a roadway and stumbling 
into traffic. Troopers responded to the location and encountered the individual. It was 
determined that the individual was manifestly under the influence of alcohol and that there 
was an active warrant for the individual’s arrest for an out of state parole violation. Upon 
confirming the validity of the warrant and securing approval for extradition, the individual 
was transported to the station. The individual was escorted into the patrol room, seated on 
one of the metal security benches, and handcuffed in the front with a set of leg shackles 
securing the handcuffs to a floor-level metal bracket on the bench.  

After a period of compliance, the individual’s behavior became increasingly disorderly. 
The individual began to spit on the floor in the patrol room, and when given paper towels 
to clean it up, the individual threw some of paper towels in the general direction of a trash 
can (placed nearby) thereby depositing them on the floor. Despite the Troopers’ efforts to 
calm the individual and de-escalate the situation, the individual grew even more agitated, 
addressing Troopers in an extremely derogatory manner and directing racial epithets at a 
Trooper [Trooper 1] who was present.  

At that time, Trooper 1 approached and instructed the individual to calm down and restrain 
from using said language. The individual then stood up from the bench and “squared off” 
with Trooper 1 who grabbed the individual by both shoulders and forcibly sat the individual 
back on the bench. The individual continued to disregard Trooper 1’s instructions and 
verbally antagonized the Troopers that were present. Eventually, a decision was made to 
“hog tie’ the individual to further restrict movement and gain the individual’s compliance. 
This action resulted in a physical struggle between the individual and Trooper 1 along with 
two other Troopers to some degree, as did a Sergeant, a Corporal, and multiple additional 
Troopers.  

The individual actively resisted any further restraint efforts and verbally threatened and 
attempted to spit on, bite, grab, and/or kick Troopers that were in close proximity. At some 
point in the struggle, the individual was successful in kicking two of the Troopers with one 
of the Troopers sustaining an abrasion to the Trooper’s leg. During this physical altercation, 
two of the Troopers administered compliance strikes to the individual’s head/face and/or 
torso. Eventually, the Troopers were directed to desist with any further attempts to restrain 
the individual in the patrol room, carried the individual into the parking lot, and attempted 
to secure the individual in the rear of a patrol vehicle for transport.  

The individual continued to struggle violently to prevent from being secured in the patrol 
vehicle and a Trooper administered additional compliance strikes to the individual’s torso 
at that time. While the individual never fully complied with the Troopers’ commands, 
eventually the individual’s movements were adequately restricted (with a combination of 
handcuffs, two pair of leg shackles, and the vehicle’s rear seatbelts) which resulted in the 
individual’s transport to the County Booking Center for arraignment. The individual was 
later examined at a hospital for treatment of facial contusions that the individual sustained 
during the altercations with Troopers. After being medically cleared for incarceration, the 
individual was lodged in the County Jail.  

a) Public comment was invited by the Commission’s Chairperson, but none was received.
b) Discussion and deliberation among Review Committee members followed.
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Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein opened discussion with an overview of the Review 
Objectives as informed by the initial material received for this case: 

(i) Promptness and Fairness: Members agreed that it appeared warnings were given regarding
the internal investigation, recordings made, and no arbitration was involved;

(ii) Impartiality: Members opined that the Review Committee had no ability to verify the
absence of conflicts of interests among internal investigators and subject personnel;

(iii) Completeness: the investigation was lengthy but there were no statements of troopers or
subject provided; and

(iv) Reasonableness of Discipline: no discipline was recommended or issued.

Members of the Review Committee agreed that the following additional information of PSP was 
required to complete its review, including: (1) information regarding PSP’s training related to interactions 
with persons who actively verbally resist, are impaired, in crisis or otherwise impaired or altered 
(particularly in this case require duration of interaction with subject); (2) policies and procedures related 
to the use of compliance strikes applied to the upper body and head, and the propriety of any such use of 
force against an otherwise restrained individual who is knowingly impaired; and (3) training provided on 
de-escalation tactics and techniques as alternatives to the use of physical force when subject is partially 
physically restrained, knowingly impaired and/or only verbally noncompliant. 

3) Internal Case Number #21-0003-P [case involving a lower-level use of force on February 23,
2019 involving the Pennsylvania State Police out of Troop B (covering Allegheny, Washington,
Greene, and Fayette counties); and Ruled Justified by Commanding Officer of Troop B (June
17, 2019)].  Summary of Incident as determined by internal investigation is as follows:

The IAD investigation revealed that on February 23, 2019, Trooper 1 responded to a report 
of an unauthorized use of a motor vehicle.  The victim reported his vehicle was taken by a 
female friend without his permission.  While enroute to the incident, Trooper 1 received 
information that there were existing arrest warrants for the female friend identified by the 
victim.  Trooper 1 arrived at the location and observed a female leaving the front porch of 
the residence.  The female pulled up her hood and tried to avoid looking at the Trooper. 
Trooper 1 briefly spoke with the female and advised her she had to be interviewed because 
she was leaving a residence where a vehicle was reported stolen.  The female initially 
provided Trooper 1 a false name, but as soon as she provided correct identifying 
information, the female fled from Trooper 1 on foot.  

Trooper 1 chased the female through several yards while issuing multiple verbal commands 
for the female to stop.  Trooper 1 caught the female, wrapped his arms around her, and they 
both fell to the ground (grass).  While on the ground, the female continued to resist arrest 
by attempting to release Trooper 1’s handhold on her as Trooper 1 advised her to “stop 
resisting.” Trooper 1 handcuffed the female, affected the arrest, and escorted the female to 
the curb of the roadway.  The arrestee complained of shoulder pain and EMS was called to 
respond to the scene.  The female was transported via ambulance to the hospital, and it was 
determined she had a broken clavicle.  Trooper 1 notified his supervisor of the incident and 
the use of force. 

a) Public comment was invited by the Commission’s Chairperson, but none was received.
b) Discussion and deliberation among Review Committee members followed.
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Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein summarized his preliminary assessment of the 
internal investigation of this incident to be prompt, fair and complete with no discipline initiated. 
Regarding impartiality, Review Committee members opined that the committee had no ability to verify 
the absence of conflicts of interest among internal investigators and subject personnel nor whether the 
lack of discipline was reasonable if the range of possible discipline is unknown. 

Commissioner Maines requested additional information related to the Motor Vehicle Recording 
system (including its availability to troopers aside from vehicle systems and activation criteria), and the 
training and accompanying policies related to the appropriate use of force concerning “fleeing subjects”. 
Commissioner Maines also requested case-specific information related to the presence of reasonable 
suspicion justifying detention of the female subject (i.e., what information the Trooper had to believe the 
female was, in fact, the person being sought) and Commissioner Somers concurred.  

[Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein then requested to add the same for Internal Case No. 21-
0001-P (i.e., request additional information regarding the source of the information that the juvenile was 
known or likely to flee)] 

4) Internal Case Number #21-0004-P [case involving a lower-level use of force (OC Spray) by a
Park Ranger, Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR), on June 16, 2018,
Point State Park in the region of Pennsylvania State Police Troop B; and Ruled Justified by the
DCNR Review Board].  Summary of Incident as determined by internal investigation is as
follows:

Per the PA DCNR Review Board - On June 16, 2018, a DCNR Ranger began a tour of duty 
at Point State Park at 0800 hrs.  The Ranger was alone and not working with a partner.  The 
Ranger first stopped at Mon Wharf Cubby at or about 0805 hrs.  The Ranger reported that 
this was an area where the homeless population frequently slept thereby committing 
possible camping violations within the park.  As the Ranger approached the area, the 
Ranger detected an odor of burnt marijuana in the air.  The Ranger then noticed a white 
male smoking a marijuana blunt.  The Ranger engaged in conversation with this individual 
and asked where the marijuana was located.  The individual showed the Ranger the 
marijuana.  The Ranger and the individual then spoke about marijuana and their respective 
views on whether marijuana was legal.  According to the Ranger, the individual was 
argumentative.  The Ranger informed the individual that the Ranger intended to issue a 
citation for disorderly conduct.  The Ranger directed the individual to provide some form 
of identification.  The individual did not comply with the Ranger’s request.  The Ranger 
then directed the individual to provide the individual’s name and date of birth.  The 
individual did not comply.  The individual became increasingly agitated and began to 
become upset.  The Ranger then informed the individual that the Ranger was going to 
charge the individual with possession of marijuana.  The Ranger made the decision to 
handcuff the individual for transport to the Ranger Office to issue a summons for the drug 
offense at that location.  The Ranger directed the individual to place the individual’s hands 
behind the individual’s back.  The individual did not comply.  The Ranger contacted the 
Pittsburgh Police Department for assistance.  The Ranger chose to use physical force to 
handcuff the individual and a struggle ensued.  During the struggle, the Ranger warned the 
individual that if the individual did not cease resistance that the Ranger would use OC 
spray.  The Ranger warned the individual several times.  The individual refused to comply, 
and the Ranger deployed the OC spray.  The Pittsburgh Police Officers arrived, and the 
individual was then handcuffed.  Following the placement of handcuffs, EMS was called 
to the scene to evaluate the individual for injuries.  The individual was also given the 
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opportunity to decontaminate.  The Ranger contacted a supervisor and informed the 
supervisor of what occurred.   

a) Public comment was invited by the Commission’s Chairperson, but none was received.
b) Discussion and deliberation among Review Committee members followed.

Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein recognized the comprehensive collection and
submission of policies and procedures provided by DCNR to the committee.  In addition, Review 
Committee Chairperson Sonenshein recognized that DCNR’s Use of Force policy included general 
guidance along with escalation of force standards.  

Commissioner Maines expressed concern for officer safety and asked for more information 
regarding the response time of Pittsburgh Police to the Ranger’s location following a call for assistance 
and DCNR’s policy regarding waiting for backup before engagement.  Commissioner Somers asked for 
clarification of the Ranger’s description of the subject as “agitated” and the criteria necessary to issue a 
citation for “disorderly conduct” (particularly whether it included custodial detention).  Also, 
Commissioner Somers asked for more information regarding the training provided to DCNR Rangers on 
de-escalation tactics and techniques as alternatives to the use of physical force. 

Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein noted the dilemma of encountering a person who 
refuses to provide identification (when cause is present to issue citation) and not elevate to physical arrest: 
the option of issuing a citation is negated when a person refuses to provide identification thereby 
necessitating a custodial arrest to determine identity or simply prosecute the original summary offense.  
Chairperson Sonenshein also questioned the need for more information regarding the necessity of the use 
of pepper spray when  

To complete its review, Commissioners then formed a consensus that the Review Committee 
required: 

i) DCNR policy specifically concerning guidance on the use of OC Spray;
ii) Response time of Pittsburgh Police to the Ranger’s location;
iii) Objective description of subject’s “agitated” demeanor;
iv) Criteria necessary to charge “disorderly conduct;”
v) Applicable training content addressing “de-escalation” tactics and techniques; and
vi) Any agency policy or guidance on custodial arrest verses detention for purposes of

identification.

5) Internal Case Number #21-0005-P [case involving a lower-level use of force involving Probation
and Parole, Department of Correction, employees on July 16, 2016 in the region of Pennsylvania
State Police Troop K; Ruled Justified by Chief Counsel of the Department of Probation and
Parole].  Summary of Incident as determined by internal investigation is as follows:

On July 21, 2016, at or about 1245 hrs., a re-entrant was meeting with Agents at a PA 
Board of Probation and Parole office building located at 2630 N. 13th St., Philadelphia, PA. 
While there, the re-entrant was asked to provide a urine sample so that it could be tested 
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for the presence of illegal drugs.  The sample provided was tested and it indicated that 
cocaine and THC were present in the urine.  A short time later, Agents met with the re-
entrant and informed him that he was going to be taken into custody for having illegal 
drugs in his system.  The Agents attempted to handcuff the re-entrant.  The re-entrant broke 
free from their grasp and then attempted to flee down a nearby hallway.  Other Agents 
present in the building heard and observed what was occurring.  These Agents assisted with 
attempting to take the re-entrant into custody.  A physical struggle ensued.  One of these 
Agents removed his taser from his person but the re-entrant was able to knock the taser out 
of the Agent’s hand.  Another Agent in the area removed his taser from his person, inserted 
a cartridge into the taser, and deployed the taser in the direction of the re-entrant.  The taser 
probes made contact with the re-entrant’s person in his chest and groin area and the re-
entrant fell to the floor.  While on the floor, several Agents attempted to restrain and 
handcuff the re-entrant.  The re-entrant continued to struggle with Agents.  During this 
time, one of the taser wires became detached from the probe.  The Agent who deployed his 
taser then placed the taser against the re-entrant’s left shoulder and performed a drive stun.  
Following this maneuver, the Agents were able to handcuff the re-entrant.  Agents also 
placed leg restraints and a spit mask on the re-entrant and were able to remove the probe 
from the re-entrant’s chest.  EMS and the Philadelphia Police Department were contacted. 
When EMS arrived, the taser probe attached to the re-entrant’s groin fell off without having 
to be removed.  EMS evaluated the re-entrant and intended to take the re-entrant to a 
hospital to be examined.  Before that occurred, Philadelphia Police Officers took custody 
of the re-entrant and began to transport him to the police station.  While enroute to that 
location, the re-entrant complained of chest pains.  The Philadelphia Police Officers then 
took the re-entrant directly to a hospital rather than the police station.  During the incident, 
it was reported that two of the Agents involved in this incident sustained injuries. 
Following this incident, all investigative reports and materials were reviewed by several 
different levels of supervision throughout the PA Department of Probation and Parole’s 
chain of command.  It was decided that appropriate levels of force were used.   

a) Public comment was invited by the Commission’s Chairperson, but none was received.
b) Discussion and deliberation among Review Committee members followed.

Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein recognized the number of policies provided by the
Department of Probation and Parole, Department of Corrections [collectively “DOC”] and the clarity of 
resistance and control required of Agents at each step in the use of force continuum (from beginning all 
the way through deployment of weapon) developed by DOC.  Chairperson Sonenshein also noted that the 
internal investigation appeared prompt and fair though its impartiality cannot be assessed due to factors 
previously mentioned [lack of identities of the parties involved and investigators, statements of all 
witnesses and personnel involved, and lack of information regarding departmental conflict of interest 
protocols]. 

To complete its review, Commissioners then formed a consensus that the Review Committee 
required: 

i) Policy guiding use of TASER/CEW (including its status level on the force continuum);
ii) Policy guiding use of impact weapons with authorized weapons identified (hard and soft

impact);
iii) Objectively described levels of aggression (i.e., passive to active) of subjects correlated to

authorized intervention tactics on the use of force continuum;
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iv) Policy on recording (audio and/or video) contacts with re-entrants; and
v) Existence of any audio and/or video recordings (i.e., hallways of building) documenting this

incident.

At 2:47 p.m. Case Review Process Discussion and Deliberation Closed 
With no additional cases currently under review, Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein 

closed the case review and deferred to Commission Chairperson Brown.  Chairperson Brown reported 
that he would relay all requests for additional information to Covered Agencies in preparation of Oral 
Presentations. 

At 2:48 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 BLEO for 
assistance. 

At 2:52 p.m. Special Meeting of Use of Force Review Committee Adjourned 
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ATTACHMENT 1



PENNSYLVANIA STATE LAW ENFORCEMENT 
CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMISSION 

USE OF FORCE REVIEW COMMITTEE 
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 Use of Force Review Committee to be held 
virtually via the Commission’s information technology platform (Microsoft Teams) on Friday, 
August 13, 2021, at 1:30pm. 

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

(1) Executive Session (closed to the public);
(2) Call to Order and Roll Call;
(3) Acceptance of Meeting Agenda;
(4) Approval of administrative and procedural matters [nomination and appointment

of Secretary for Use of Force Review Committee and announcement of proposed
meeting schedule through October 2021];

(5) Report of the Use of Force Review Committee’s Chairperson [State of the Use of
Force Review Committee];

(6) Opportunity for public comment; and
(7) Discussion, deliberation, and adoption of objectives for selected investigatory

reviews currently under consideration and identification of additional information
needed from Covered Agencies to complete each review.

Individuals having questions regarding this Special Meeting of the Commission’s Use of 
Force 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 Jonathan Hendrickson, Director of External Affairs,
OSIG, at (717) 265-8396.

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