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

DRAFT of Meeting Minutes for 
Friday, September 10, 2021, at 10:00 a.m. 

(Virtual Meeting via Microsoft Teams Platform) 

At 10:06 a.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 then proceeded to provide an overview of the Review Committee’s proposed Special 
Meeting Agenda to include Oral Presentations by representatives of the Department of Corrections 
(Probation and Parole) and Pennsylvania State Police on matters currently under consideration.  Pursuant 
to administrative matters decided during its Special Meeting held August 13, 2021, Commissioner Joshua 
Maines will serve as the Review Committee’s Acting Secretary for purposes of this meeting. 

At 10:08 a.m. Executive Session (continued) [Call to Order, Roll Call and Opening Remarks 
by Commission Chairperson (Sha Brown) and Review Committee 
Chairperson David Sonenshein] 

Chairperson Brown called the Special Meeting of the Commission’s Use of Force Review 
Committee to order and conducted a Roll Call – Commissioners David Sonenshein [Review Committee 
Chairperson], Joshua Maines (late), 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 Beth Pittinger was present as an advisor 
and Ex-Officio Member Jalila Parker (appointed to the Review Committee pursuant to Section 8.2 of the 
Commission’s Bylaws) was also in attendance remotely.    

Chairperson Brown reiterated the purpose of the Executive Session was to hear Oral Presentations 
by representatives of the Department of Corrections (Probation and Parole) (hereinafter DOC) and 
Pennsylvania State Police (PSP) in attendance on matters currently under consideration by the Review 
Committee.  Because of the confidential nature of the Covered Agencies’ underlying completed internal 
investigations, this portion of the Executive Session was not recorded or open to the public.  Chairperson 
Brown also reiterated the overall purpose of the Commission’s reviews (including the work processes 
associated with each review) and relinquished the floor to Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein 
and DOC representatives.    

At 10:12 a.m. Executive Session (continued) [Oral Presentation for Internal Case No. 21-
0005-P by representatives of DOC] 
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[Internal Case Number #21-0005-P (case involving lower-level use of force (taser deployment) on July 
26, 2016 involving agents assigned to PSP Troop K in Philadelphia County); Not referred to County 
District Attorney; and Ruled Justified by DOC’s Chief Counsel (PA Board of Probation and Parole)]. 
 
Review Chairperson Sonenshein first thanked DOC representatives for their time and effort and 

the ease of cooperation received to date.  Review Committee Chairperson also commented that he was 
very impressed with DOC’s Use of Force Policy along with its detailed use of force continuum and asked 
how long it was in place and whether it was effective.  DOC stated that the Covered Agency constantly 
reviews its policies for potential modifications to improve its internal enforcement practices and that its 
Use of Force Policy was effective.  When asked whether its Use of Force Policy has hindered agents’ 
ability to perform their duties or jeopardize agent safety, DOC replied “No.”  DOC also reiterated that its 
Use of Force Policy adheres to United States Supreme Court standards in that any force deployed is subject 
to review under a reasonable person’s standard [whether actions are deemed reasonably necessary based 
on an agent’s knowledge and experience].  Review Committee Chairperson relinquished the floor to DOC.    

 
DOC’s Deputy Secretary introduced representatives in attendance and provided Review 

Committee members with an overview of the facts of the incident currently under review and all 
investigative steps taken by the Covered Agency.  Following the Oral Presentation, no Review Committee 
member had any questions for DOC seeking clarification of any fact of the incident or investigation.  
Chairperson Brown questioned DOC about its policy regarding the rendering of aid.  Vice Chairperson 
Pittinger commented that while DOC’s Use of Force Policy comports with constitutional standards, 
Review Committee members believed that another Covered Agency’s policy may not and asked DOC 
whether a statutory change may be necessary to ensure compliance by all Covered Agencies.  DOC’s 
Chief Counsel replied that there were different sections of The Pennsylvania Code/Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes that pertain to both parole agents and correctional officers and offered to assist 
Review Committee members with identifying those sections to verify whether the “objective 
reasonableness standard” was embedded within those sections.  The Oral Presentation of Internal Case 
No. 21-0005-P ended at 10:27 a.m.   

 
At 10:30 a.m. Executive Session (continued) [Oral Presentation for Internal Case No. 21-

0001-P by representatives of PSP continued from August 27, 2021 Special 
Meeting Executive Session] 

 
[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)].   
 
Chairperson Brown recognized that Internal Case No. 0001-P was discussed at length during the 

Executive Session of the Review Committee’s Special Meeting held on August 27, 2021 but that members 
still had questions for PSP and relinquished the floor to Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein.   

 
Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein again thanked PSP for their efforts to date and 

proceeded to ask if PSP had any type of written policy regarding pertaining to potential conflicts of interest 
between investigators [both criminal and internal affairs investigators] and members under investigation 
given that investigators rotate every five years.  PSP responded that all members are subject to the 
Governor’s Code of Conduct and that PSP’s internal policy was embedded within AR-33 [a member is 
required to report any conflict to their supervisor and are subject to disciplinary action if they fail to do 
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so].  PSP added that those who review disciplinary actions are also subject to the same ethical standards 
as all personnel.  [Later, PSP revisited this issue and stated that internal affairs investigators are at-will 
employees subject to higher standards regarding honesty and integrity and may be terminated immediately 
and/or returned to field service for violating such standards].  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein 
also sought clarification about whether a member’s previous disciplinary history is reviewed during any 
general internal investigation (including use of force completely independent of circumstances currently 
under investigation at the time).  PSP replied that the Covered Agency maintains a database which, among 
other things, tracks any complaint filed against, and investigation of a member.  With the use of this 
database, PSP added that both investigators and disciplinary officers assigned to a matter will review a 
member’s disciplinary history as part of their duties.      

Lastly, Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein asked questions related to the training of 
members concerning offensive statements and a member’s ability to resist the natural human impulse to 
react and/or respond to such statements.  PSP provided a detailed summary of member basic training 
components including those related to emotional intelligence, body language stressors, and de-escalation.  
In classroom teachings, PSP also stated that the Covered Agency provides cadets with reenactments of 
incidents that were handled well and those that were not.  Mandatory in-service trainings also contain 
scenarios regarding maintaining emotional control verses those that could be viewed as verbally abusive 
and exposing members to proper tactics to manage stress within themselves during such encounters.  

Commissioner Maines asked for clarification regarding whether PSP’s training [either cadet or in-
service] is specifically dedicated to interactions with juveniles.  PSP responded that the Covered Agency’s 
program includes scenario based training [try to incorporate use of different actors and offenders to create 
realistic environments of what a member may encounter in the field and adults will play the role of juvenile 
offenders in both domestic situations and traffic stops].  Additionally, PSP also offered cadets are trained 
on the Covered Agency’s Juvenile Policy [which is reinforced throughout a member’s career] and other 
training includes interviewing juveniles, communicating with guardians, and how to constrain and treat 
juveniles while held within a Troop barrack. 

Chairperson Brown asked if PSP has an audit program, and if so, to describe “objectives” of such 
audits particularly those concerning interactions involving juveniles.  PSP replied that the Covered 
Agency would research the matter and provide Chairperson Brown with the information later.        

Vice Chairperson Pittinger commented that she had profound respect for PSP’s training program 
and Commissioner Somers asked about PSP’s policy regarding juveniles reported “missing” and whether 
the goal of such transport is to return a juvenile home.  PSP replied that when a juvenile is reported 
“missing” by a local police department, PSP would transport the juvenile to the reporting agency.   

Chairperson Brown sought clarification of possible conflicts between PSP’s Juvenile and 
Transportation policies and the discretion of members regarding handcuffing persons [not under arrest] 
who are transported to ensure that there are guardrails established between the Covered Agency’s policies 
and their application.  For example, Chairperson Brown and PSP discussed the differences between 
transporting an accident victim or minor verses an alleged offender under arrest and whether all barracks 
have access to a vehicle that has plexiglass [physical barrier between front and back seat vehicle 
occupants].  Chairperson Brown also asked about whether members have a duty to intervene and if PSP 
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has a de-escalation policy [PSP replied its policy was implemented on August 2, 2021].  However, 
Chairperson Brown questioned whether PSP’s “definition” of de-escalation equated to a full policy.       

Chairperson Brown also sought clarification of PSP’s Use of Force Policy and questioned how the 
Covered Agency handled situations when a member subjectively believes the force deployed was 
reasonable and necessary [as written in the Covered Agency’s policy] given the totality of circumstances 
but a supervisor, investigator and/or disciplinary officer objectively believed such force was not [as 
required by the constitutional standard].  Chairperson Brown added that there is a difference between 
subjective belief of the facts and circumstances at the time of application and whether such belief is 
reasonable, and that PSP’s policy (as written) did not include the objective/reasonable belief standard 
required.   

PSP explained that it believed the Covered Agency’s Use of Force Policy followed constitutional 
standards and believed that Chairperson Brown misquoted its policy.  PSP added that the Covered Agency 
requires mandatory remedial Use of Force training for members adjudicated to have violated its policy 
[instituted in 2019].  PSP’s Counsel also added that “reasonable belief” was defined within PSP’s 
regulations.       

A detailed discussion ensued between Commissioners and PSP regarding the wording of PSP’s 
Use of Force Policy and the differences between its written policy and use of force training.  While many 
Commissioners acknowledged that PSP’s use of force training complied with constitutional standards, 
Vice Chairperson Pittinger and Commissioner Maines, for example, compared the language of similar 
policies used by other jurisdictions and entities and whether there was a need to expand the wording of 
PSP’s written policy to be clear that it included the objective reasonableness standard to ensure 
accountability.  The Oral Presentation of Internal Case No. 21-0001-P ended at approximately 11:15 a.m.  

At approximately  Executive Session (continued) [Oral Presentation for Internal Case No. 21- 
11:15 a.m. 0002-P by representatives of PSP] 

[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)].   

PSP provided Review Committee members with an overview of the facts of the incident currently 
under review and all investigative steps taken by the Covered Agency with the use of a PowerPoint 
presentation and showed a redacted video of the incident from inside the barracks and another video from 
inside the patrol vehicle used to transport the subject.   

Following the Oral Presentation, Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein commented about 
the general appreciation for the work and duties of members but generally questioned whether 12 members 
were needed to surround and restrain a subject who is handcuffed to a bench (and known to be under the 
influence of drugs and/or alcohol).  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein then sought additional 
information about the accessibility of county mental health invention services when faced with subjects 
in a mental health crisis [only 11 of Pennsylvania’s 67 counties provide invention assistance and only 17 
of these 67 counties have crisis intervention teams (even less accessibility during midnight shifts when 
only one to three individuals are available but who are simultaneously responsible for their own county 
cases)] and asked whether PSP would favor a statewide mandate to require such assistance verses county 
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by county discretion.  In response, PSP first explained that observation of a subject’s behavior precipitates 
a member’s actions.  However, PSP commented that mental health issues are very difficult to diagnose 
when a member [not professionally licensed] arrives on the scene and who must first act to get the subject 
under control as quickly and safely as possible and then proceed to seek intervention resources.  PSP also 
added that the Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency made a grant available [funding of 
$1 million] in August 2021 to support these types of services but only two Pennsylvania counties were 
deemed eligible to apply.        

While Commissioner Maines had no additional questions, Vice Chairperson Pittinger first asked 
whether members may serve as petitioners when an individual requires a mental health evaluation and 
PSP responded “Yes.”  Vice Chairperson Pittinger also sought clarification about whether a member’s 
disciplinary file would include not only a “Justified” use of force or similar “Unfounded” adjudication but 
also when additional training is ordered by supervisory staff.  PSP explained that there was no violation 
of policy but only that supervisory staff believed members would benefit from additional training because 
available tactics were not used effectively [i.e., use of force justified but performance issues noted will be 
documented in a personnel file.   

Vice Chairperson Pittinger questioned whether a “threat” generally exists to justify use of force 
when a subject’s actions are only verbal in nature [i.e., use of racial slurs] and whether it is ever acceptable 
for a member to use offensive language in response to a subject and/or restrain a subject with handcuffing 
[“hogtie”] and a seatbelt placed around a subject’s neck when placed in a vehicle.  PSP explained that 
offensive language is often a precursor to physical aggression and mirroring language of a subject does 
not equate to escalation by a member.  However, PSP noted that a calculated response (i.e., garner control 
without the need to utilize force) is different from an emotional response.  Vice Chairperson Pittinger 
commented that verbal abuse by a subject should never serve to escalate a member’s response or justify 
use of force since the burden of professionalism rests with a member and sought additional information 
about training to identify and recognize a subject in distress.  In response, PSP noted the Covered Agency 
developed a “Supplemental Use of Force Training” in 2017 which was implemented thereafter.  When 
asked if the Covered Agency had any examples of when it investigates an incident but finds an unrelated 
policy violation whether that would prompt a separate investigation, PSP responded that such information 
is beyond the scope of the committee’s review.  The Oral Presentation of Internal Case No. 21-0002-P 
ended at approximately 12:20 p.m.   

At approximately  Executive Session (continued) [Oral Presentation for Internal Case No. 21- 
12:20 p.m. 0003-P by representatives of PSP] 

[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)]. 

PSP provided Review Committee members with an overview of the facts of the incident currently 
under review and all investigative steps taken by the Covered Agency with the use of a PowerPoint 
presentation and showed a redacted video of the incident from inside the barracks and another video from 
inside the patrol vehicle used to transport the subject.  Following the Oral Presentation, no Commissioner 
had any additional questions at this time.  The Oral Presentation of Internal Case No. 21-0003-P ended at 
approximately 12:40 p.m. and representatives of PSP were asked to leave to provide Review Committee 
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members the opportunity to confidentially discuss the substance of the information provided.  The 
Executive Session of the Review Committee was adjourned at 1:01 p.m.  

At 1:05 p.m. Public Session of Special Meeting Started and Recording Began 

At 1:05 p.m.    Call to Order, Roll Call and Opening Announcements/Reminders by 
Commission Chairperson (Sha Brown) 

Chairperson Brown called the public session of 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 Vice 
Chairperson Beth Pittinger were present remotely and a quorum of the Review Committee was present 
[While Commissioner Krista Somers did not respond when called upon, the Commissioner was still in 
attendance as noted below].  A copy of the Roll Call and Attendance Form is attached hereto and made a 
part hereof [see Attachment 1].  Ex-Officio Member Jalila Parker was also in attendance remotely.    

At 1:05 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. 

At 1:06 p.m. Motion to Approve Use of Force Review Committee’s Meeting Agenda by 
Unanimous Consent 

Chairperson Brown asked for a motion to approve the Use of Force Review Committee’s 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 September 10, 2021 Special Meeting Agenda, as adopted, is attached hereto, and 
made a part hereof [see Attachment 2]. 

At 1:07 p.m.  Motion to Approve Adoption of the draft of the Use of Force Review 
Committee’s August 27, 2021 Meeting Minutes by Unanimous Consent 

Chairman Brown asked for a Motion to approve the draft of the Use of Force Review Committee’s 
August 27, 2021 Meeting Minutes by unanimous consent.  The Motion was offered and seconded by 
Review Committee members.  Unanimous consent to approve adoption of the draft of the Use of Force 
Review Committee’s August 27, 2021 Meeting Minutes passed with no noted objections [a copy of the 
Meeting Minutes as adopted is available on the Review Committee’s webpage found at 
www.osig.pa.gov/PSLECAC]. 

At 1:08 p.m. Other Review Committee Administrative Matters 
Chairperson Brown announced that Commissioner William Colon resigned from the Commission 

and that Vice Chairperson Pittinger was appointed to serve as a member of the Review Committee.  
Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein thanked representatives of both DOC and PSP for their time 
and efforts and all information provided during the Review Committee’s Executive Session.  Given that 
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[three] of the five matters selected for review and currently under consideration represent PSP matters, 
Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein particularly thanked PSP for their cooperation.      

At 1:10 p.m.  Oral Presentation Discussion and Deliberation 
Chairperson Brown provided an overview of the purpose of Oral Presentations by Covered 

Agencies pursuant to Executive Order 2020-04 and the goal of the Use of Force Review Committee’s 
reviews currently under consideration was to ensure that completed internal investigations by Covered 
Agencies are fair, complete, and impartial along with identifying the root cause(s) of underlying incidents 
and evaluate a Covered Agency’s internal guidance and controls [i.e., training and policies] as they relate 
to the underlying incident.  Chairperson Brown stated that the Review Committee selected five completed 
internal investigations which are currently under consideration [three involving PSP, one involving DOC 
and one involving the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR)].  During the Review 
Committee’s Executive Session held earlier, representatives of DOC and PSP [who rejoined and remained 
in attendance] completed Oral Presentations of Internal Case Nos. 21-0005-P, 21-0001-P (continued from 
August 27, 2021), 21-0002-P and 21-0003-P, respectively.   

[Internal Case Number #21-0005-P (case involving lower-level use of force (taser deployment) on July 
26, 2016 involving agents assigned to PSP Troop K in Philadelphia County); Not referred to County 
District Attorney; and Ruled Justified by DOC’s Chief Counsel (PA Board of Probation and Parole)]. 

Chairperson Brown proceeded to read a summary of the Statement of Facts into the record and 
opened the floor to public comment.  After receiving no response, Chairperson Brown relinquished the 
floor to Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein.  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein 
acknowledged receipt of DOC’s production of records and responses received to questions concerning 
DOC’s written Use of Force policy.    

[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)].   

Chairperson Brown proceeded to read a summary of the Statement of Facts into the record and 
opened the floor to public comment.  After receiving no response, Chairperson Brown relinquished the 
floor to Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein. 

Review Committee Chairperson acknowledged that it received a lot of information and thanked 
PSP for answering Commissioners’ posited questions.  Review Committee Chairperson reiterated the 
purpose of the committee’s review and its continued concerns regarding the policies and/or practices of 
the Covered Agency relating to the treatment of status offender juveniles verses adult criminals and the 
lack of a mandatory and continuous de-escalation training program.  Review Committee Chairperson 
Sonenshein opened the floor to discussion and deliberation and Commissioner Maines expressed 
continued concerns with PSP’s written Use of Force and Juvenile policies and Pennsylvania’s statutory 
definition of Use of Force.  Vice Chairperson Pittinger credited PSP for its own practice of self-initiating 
investigations.  Commissioner Somers had no additional questions or comments.     

[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)].   
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Chairperson Brown proceeded to read a summary of the Statement of Facts into the record and 
opened the floor to public comment.  After receiving no response, Chairperson Brown relinquished the 
floor to Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein. 

Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein again acknowledged that it received a lot of 
information and thanked PSP for answering Commissioners’ posited questions.  Review Committee 
Chairperson recognized that it appeared the subject was in a mental health crisis and acknowledged the 
limited resources available to the Covered Agency.  Vice Chairperson Pittinger noted that there are better 
ways to handle persons in crisis while also supporting members and ensuring safety of all involved.  Vice 
Chairperson Pittinger also commented that a subject’s alleged verbal abuse cannot warrant escalation by 
a member and does not necessitate the use of force or profane language as an appropriate response.  
According to Vice Chairperson Pittinger, it appeared [as a root cause] escalation began only when profane 
and offensive language was used by and exchanged between both the subject and member.  Vice 
Chairperson Pittinger also asked how often members are faced with these types of incidents and how can 
PSP properly assess impairment or behavioral health issues (i.e., field sobriety and intoxication tests, 
mental health evaluations, etc.) in real time.  While noting that PSP’s training (i.e., anticipate what conduct 
can happen and accompanying proper member actions) is notable, Vice Chairperson Pittinger also asked 
whether the Covered Agency considered the use of “head strikes” as deadly force and whether this type 
of force was permitted under any circumstances. 

[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)]. 

Chairperson Brown proceeded to read a summary of the Statement of Facts into the record and 
opened the floor to public comment.  After receiving no response, Chairperson Brown relinquished the 
floor to Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein.  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein stated 
the incident and subsequent investigation were straightforward and neither he nor any Commissioner had 
any additional questions or comments at this time.  

At 1:36 p.m. Oral Presentation Discussion and Deliberation Closed and Announcements 
by Chairperson Brown 

More generally, Chairperson Brown noted that there appeared to be stark differences between the 
written language of the Use of Force policies of DOC and PSP [both executive agencies] and questioned 
whether Section 508 of the Crimes Code was consistent with current case law.   

Chairperson Brown announced that the Oral Presentation of Internal Case No. 21-0004-P by 
representatives of DCNR was continued to the Special Meeting of the Use of Force Review Committee 
scheduled for September 24, 2021.  Chairperson Brown also reported that he would relay all requests for 
additional information, if any, to PSP concerning Internal Case Nos. 21-0001-P, 21-0002-P, and 21-0003-
P. and opened the floor again to public comment.  After hearing no public comment, Chairperson Brown
also opened the floor to Ex-officio Member King [Ex-officio Member and designee of PSP] who wished
to formally acknowledge and thank all of PSP’s training officers, command staff and internal affairs
personnel for their efforts and time.  Ex-officio Member King also wished to remind Commissioners that
it was easy to “play Monday night quarterback” and to be mindful that what a member sees in that moment
may differ from what he or Commissioners may see after-the fact.
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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 1:38 p.m. Special Meeting of Use of Force Review Committee Adjourned 
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PENNSYLVANIA STATE LAW ENFORCEMENT CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMISSION 

USE OF FORCE 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 Use of Force Review Committee (Review Committee) 
to be held virtually (pursuant to House Bill No. 854 which allows for continuation of virtual meetings 
until September 30, 2021) via the Commission’s information technology platform (Microsoft Teams) on 
Friday, September 10, 2021, at 10:00am (Executive Session) and at 11:00am (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 – Oral Presentations of completed internal
investigations by Covered Agencies selected for review and other administrative matters];

(2) Call to Order and Roll Call [expected to begin at 11:00am];
(3) Acceptance of Meeting Agenda;
(4) Approval and adoption of previous Special Meeting Minutes from August 27, 2021;
(5) Approval of administrative and/or other procedural matters;
(6) Report of the Use of Force Review Committee’s Chairperson [State of the Use of Force

Review Committee];
(7) Opportunity for public comment; and
(8) Discussion and deliberation regarding (i) adequacy and substance of Oral Presentations

and comprehensive written summaries provided by Covered Agencies for selected
investigatory reviews currently under consideration; (ii) adequacy of policies, procedures,
regulations, practices and/or training applicable to each of the investigatory reviews
currently under consideration; and (iii) identification of additional information (if any)
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 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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