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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 24, 2021, at 1:30 p.m. 

(Virtual Meeting via Microsoft Teams Platform) 

At 1:32 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 then proceeded to provide an overview of the Review Committee’s proposed Special 
Meeting Agenda to include an Oral Presentation by representatives of the Department of Conservation 
and Natural Resources (DCNR) on a matter 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 1:33 p.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, Vice Chairperson Beth Pittinger were present remotely and a quorum of the 
Review Committee was present [Commissioner Krista Somers was unable to attend and excused from the 
meeting.  A copy of the Roll Call and Attendance Form is attached hereto and made a part hereof [see 
Attachment 1].  Ex-Officio Commission 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 an Oral 
Presentation by representatives of the DCNR (present remotely) on a matter currently under consideration 
by the Review Committee.  Because of the confidential nature of the Covered Agency’s 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 DCNR representatives.  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein 
welcomed DCNR representatives (which included Ryan Dysinger, John Hallas, and Audrey Minor), 
thanked each for their time, effort and ease of cooperation received to date, and relinquished the floor.    
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At 1:40 p.m. Executive Session (continued) [Oral Presentation for Internal Case No. 21-
0004-P by representatives of DCNR] 

 
[Internal Case Number #21-0004-P (case involving lower-level use of force (OC 
Spray) on June 16, 2018 involving Rangers assigned to State Park in Allegheny 
County – Troop B); Not referred to County District Attorney; and Ruled Justified by 
DCNR’s Review Board (Director of State Parks)]. 

 
DCNR’s representative first provided Review Committee members with background information 

of the agency (including the executive oversight, law enforcement command, and staff structure of State 
Parks, DCNR’s mission, purpose, vision, and goal, types and numbers of facilities, typical activities of 
available to patrons and visitor data).  Regarding State Park and Forrest Rangers (who are unionized), 
DCNR representatives explained that it currently employs 150 Rangers (approximately 50% are salaried 
employees while the other 50% are seasonal and/or wage employees (hired between March through 
November each year)).  DCNR representatives emphasized (contrary to standard law enforcement) that 
its law enforcement personnel are expected to be more customer service oriented and focus on visitor 
satisfaction and safety since a Ranger’s duties range from providing general visitor services like park 
information, visitor direction and guidance, and public relations, staffing administrative offices and 
opening and closing park gates and raising flags, traffic control during festivals and special events, general 
patrol, emergency response and first aid, monitoring activities for violation of park rules, attendance at 
public meetings and career fairs, and issuing summary citations.  For example, vehicles are purposefully 
marked as “Park Ranger” rather than “Park Police.”     

 
DCNR representatives then provided detailed information on the Covered Agency’s Online 

Incident Reporting System (incidents are reviewed and approved by a supervisor (who have access to 
PennDOT and JNET databases) and reports are funneled up through the chain of command)).  Typical 
incidents range from loud music, alcohol-related, damage to property, “smash and grabs,” vandalism, 
assist with injury and traffic accidents.  Based on 2018 data, there were 5,156 reportable incidents with 
38.5 million visitors (or .013% visits generate an incident).  Of these incidents, 353 (or 6%) represented 
complex crimes requiring, i.e., witness statements, photographs, investigation, etc., and generally consist 
of thefts, harassment, or assistance with mental health crisis.  Even less, 16 incidents (or .3%) represented 
violent crime (12 indecent exposure and/or assault, two aggravated assault and two robberies).     

 
With respect to DCNR’s training program, DCNR Rangers attend a mandatory 22-week (National 

Park Service Park Ranger Academy offered by Temple University) qualifying program and a two-week 
(New Officer Training) course and must qualify for all duty equipment.  Annual training (provided by 
MOPEC) consists of CPR and first aid, duty equipment, and natural resources training. 

  
According to DCNR policies (all derived from the Covered Agency’s authority as stated in Act 18 

of 1995), use of force is generally only used when compliance (through education) cannot be gained after 
exhaustion of all other available options.  DCNR has several applicable Management Directives or 
policies, including Use of Force (No. 6050-8P-0-18-07) which was read aloud.  In no case, shall Ranges 
use unnecessary or excessive force.  The Management Directive requires all incidents undergo an 
administrative use of force review process (within seven to 10 days a committee (consisting of 
representatives of the region, and operations and maintenance and administrative staff), is formed and 
who collectively prepare a report that is submitted to, and approved by, the Director of State Parks to 
determine whether any use of force follows applicable directives and was justified.  DCNR representatives 
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also summarized other Management Directives including those concerning authority to carry firearms [use 
of deadly force is only permitted when essential to provide for the protection of life and/or prevent death 
or serious bodily injury to the Ranger or a member of the public], use of batons and handcuffs [due 
consideration must be given to nature of alleged offense], and deployment of OC spray [decontamination 
required].          

 
More specific to the matter currently under consideration, DCNR representatives first provided 

general information regarding the State Park where the incident occurred including the number of Rangers 
assigned, visitor data, and types of activities.  Next, DCNR representatives provided detailed information 
about the facts and circumstances of the incident (which included continued non-compliance after three 
verbal commands, aggression by subject, request for assistance call to Pittsburgh Police, and 
decontamination by emergency medical staff).  It was also noted that the incident report was very 
comprehensive and well written.  Following investigation (including witness statements and follow-up 
questions from Use of Force Review Board) and administrative review through DCNR’s chain of 
command, the use of force (deployment of OC spray) was ruled justified, and Ranger complied with all 
applicable policies.   

 
Following DCNR’s presentation, Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein remarked about the 

detail of both DCNR’s presentation and guidance provided to Rangers in its Use of Force policy (very 
consistent with United States Supreme Court precedent unlike Section 508).  Review Committee 
Chairperson acknowledged that the Ranger used good judgment, avoided the use of unnecessary or 
excessive force, and that there was no other practical option available to gain compliance when a subject 
refuses to provide identification.  After reviewing the Incident and Use of Force Review Committee 
Reports, Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein asked if anything else could have been done.  DCNR 
representatives explained that the Ranger used the least lethal option available after verbal commands 
failed to achieve compliance and possibly could have only continued to talk to the subject.  Commissioner 
Maines also acknowledged that DCNR provided a great summary and asked if it was typical to have only 
one Ranger on duty.  DCNR representatives responded that it was typical given the time and day of the 
week.  Commissioner Maines also asked if Pittsburgh Police could have been called earlier during the 
encounter before the incident became confrontational.  DCNR thanked the Commissioner for the great 
question and opined that the incident likely escalated quickly but that it was something that the Covered 
Agency may consider for a future training scenario.   

 
Vice Chairperson Pittinger also commented about the quality of DCNR’s presentation (through its 

reporting, accountability, and internal processes there was no effort to mislead the Review Committee or 
minimize incident) and remarked that DCNR’s philosophy of operation and service was “refreshing” (very 
different from traditional law enforcement even down to marking of Park Ranger vehicles where less 
emphasis is placed on law enforcement and more on ranger duties).  A discussion followed concerning 
jurisdiction and management of State Parks, and mutual agreements with and role of local police 
departments.  Vice Chairperson Pittinger also asked about the diversity of DCNR, and of Rangers 
specifically.  DCNR representatives explained that it has more success with recruitment of women (more 
women in the current Ranger class than men) and that it continues with diversity and inclusion initiatives 
to improve racial diversity (acknowledged most Rangers are Caucasian but that its diversity challenges 
stem from “conservation” being its core mission).  Vice Chairperson Pittinger commented that all law 
enforcement agencies faced similar recruitment challenges and asked if DCNR specifically targeted high 

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


 

Office of State Inspector General | PA State Law Enforcement Citizen Advisory Commission 
555 Walnut Street, 8th Floor, Forum Place | Harrisburg, PA 17101 | Ph: 717-772-4935 | www.osig.pa.gov 

 
Page 4 of 9 

school seniors and recent college graduates.  DCNR answered “Yes” and that its educational programming 
and targeted efforts continue. 

 
Chairperson Brown asked DCNR representatives whether its Rangers are provided body cameras 

and whether it has engaged in those discussions like other Covered Agencies.  DCNR responded it has a 
Work Group (currently focused on standardizing equipment (i.e., type of duty weapon and/or shotgun, 
electronic control devices) across both Park and Forrest Rangers but has not specifically analyzed the 
benefits or future use of body cameras.)  Commissioner Maines asked if part of a Ranger’s training 
program includes laws specific to Pennsylvania and DCNR responded “Yes” (specific training module 
that includes review of Pennsylvania’s Crime Code, Vehicle Code and Rules of Criminal Procedure).   

 
Chairperson Brown asked if DCNR could provide the Review Committee with written responses 

to the Commissioners’ previous questions and a copy of DCNR’s presentation.  DCNR representatives 
immediately responded “Yes” to both requests.  Ex-Officio Commission Member Parker had no additional 
questions for DCNR, and the Oral Presentation of Internal Case No. 21-0004-P ended at 2:42 p.m. and 
recessed for five minutes   
 
At 2:47 p.m. Executive Session (continued) [Administrative Matters] 
 Chairperson Brown reviewed the goals of each of the Review Committee’s remaining Meeting 
Agenda items and the Executive Session was adjourned at 3:00 p.m.    
 
At 3:01 p.m. Public Session of Special Meeting Started and Recording Began 
 
At 3:01 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 
[Commissioner Krista Somers was excused].  A copy of the Roll Call and Attendance Form is attached 
hereto and made a part hereof [see Attachment 1].  Ex-Officio Commission Member Jalila Parker was 
also in attendance remotely.    
 
At 3:02 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 3:03 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 
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of Force Review Committee’s Meeting Agenda by unanimous consent.  A copy of the Use of Force 
Review Committee’s September 24, 2021 Special Meeting Agenda, as adopted, is attached hereto, and 
made a part hereof [see Attachment 2]. 
 
At 3:03 p.m.  Motion to Approve Adoption of the draft of the Use of Force Review 

Committee’s September 10, 2021 Meeting Minutes by Unanimous Consent 
Chairman Brown asked for a Motion to approve the draft of the Use of Force Review Committee’s 

September 10, 2021 Meeting Minutes by unanimous consent.  The Motion was offered and seconded by 
Review Committee members in attendance.  Unanimous consent to approve adoption of the draft of the 
Use of Force Review Committee’s September 10, 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 3:04 p.m. Other Review Committee Administrative Matters 
 Chairperson Brown announced that Commissioner Maines agreed to serve as the Review 
Committee’s Acting Secretary for purposes of this meeting and relinquished the floor to Review 
Committee Chairperson Sonenshein for further remarks.  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein 
remarked that the Review Committee (in late August and throughout September) received and reviewed 
extensive records produced by Covered Agencies for five matters randomly selected for review and 
currently under consideration.  At this time, all Oral Presentations for each matter currently under review 
are now also completed and that the Review Committee would now move to the deliberative process for 
each matter.  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein also stated that the Review Committee was on 
schedule to deliver Preliminary Investigative Review Reports for consideration by the full Commission 
on October 29, 2021 and thanked all Commissioners for their time and efforts to date. 
 
At 3:06 p.m. Discussion and Deliberation Regarding New Case Selections for Next Review 

Cycle 
 Pursuant to the Review Committee’s work processes, Chairperson Brown stated Commissioners 
must discuss, deliberate, and decide upon the selection of new cases [out of the matters in the que between 
2016 through 2019] for the next review cycle [beginning after the Commission’s October 29, 2021 
Quarterly Meeting] and turned the floor over to Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein.  Review 
Committee Chairperson Sonenshein was comfortable with selecting another five matters for the next 
review cycle but wanted to be respectful of Commissioners’ professional commitments and personal 
schedules.  While he believed that five matters were doable during a review cycle, Commissioner Maines 
cautioned that [Internal Case Number 21-0001-P] was very labor intensive compared to the other four 
matters and was fearful that the Review Committee would be unable to complete its review if faced with 
more than one case that required such an in depth review.  Vice Chairperson Pittinger agreed with 
Commissioner Maines and suggested that the Review Committee select four cases for the next cycle as a 
precaution and could always increase the number back to five.  Review Committee Chairperson 
Sonenshein deferred to the other Commissioners and the Review Committee agreed (by unanimous 
consent) to randomly select four new matters for the next review cycle.          
  
At 3:12 p.m. Discussion and Deliberation of Matters Currently Under Consideration for 

Purposes of Reaching Preliminary Findings and Conclusions 
 Chairperson Brown opened the floor to discussion and deliberation of the five matters currently 
under consideration (three from the Pennsylvania State Police (PSP), one from the Department of 
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Corrections and one from DCNR) for purposes of reaching preliminary findings and conclusions in 
anticipation of issuing Preliminary Investigative Review Reports.  To this end, Chairperson Brown 
restated the Commission’s overall purpose when conducting reviews and the Review Committee’s goal 
to preliminary identify and ensure that a Covered Agency’s completed internal investigations of use of 
force incidents were prompt, fair, complete, impartial and that discipline, if any, was in line with standard 
policies and practices.  Chairperson Brown also noted that another goal of the Commission is to prevent 
future occurrences and for the Review Committee to identify the root cause(s) of incidents, ensure that 
applicable internal controls of a Covered Agency provide enough guidance to avoid unnecessary and/or 
excessive force when involved in performing standard law enforcement actions and to make 
recommendations for reform if deficiencies are identified.   

 
[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 invited the public to offer comment concerning the discussions (to date) of the 

Review Committee with respect to Internal Case No. 21-0001-P and none were offered.   
 
Chairperson Brown then asked Review Committee members if Commissioners agreed that they 

received all requested supporting and underlying records and if such records (including the Blue Team 
Incident Report, General Incident Report, and adjudication records) provided enough information to gain 
a clear understanding of the facts and circumstances of the incident.  Review Committee Chairperson 
Sonenshein asked if PSP could clarify whether its new cadet and in-service training programs included 
and the extent of formal de-escalation training since all Commissioners expressed concerns about not only 
the incident at hand but other circumstances where members are verbally attacked and/or taunted.  
Specifically, Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein asked how members are trained when faced 
with those situations and what is included in de-escalation training since he did not recall receiving such 
information.  Chairperson Brown stated that such information was requested, PSP provided additional 
materials, and that such materials were uploaded to and available in the Review Committee’s case folder.  
Vice Chairperson Pittinger stated she was comfortable with the materials provided by PSP but wanted to 
know how whether the new de-escalation protocols [implemented August 2, 2021] are effective. 

 
Besides the remaining question on de-escalation training presented by Vice Chairperson Pittinger, 

Chairperson Brown then asked Commissioners if the Review Committee was in possession of all relevant 
policies, and all Commissioners individually answered in the affirmative.  Notwithstanding all redacted 
information, Chairperson Brown then asked Commissioners if the Review Committee had a clear 
understanding of the facts to determine the root cause(s) of why a law enforcement action turned to a use 
of force incident and all Commissioners individually responded in the affirmative.  Chairperson Brown 
then moved to the Review Committee’s objectives [10 questions] concerning whether the Covered 
Agency’s completed internal investigation was prompt and fair and all Commissioners individually 
responded “Yes” and were satisfied PSP meant this standard.  Chairperson Brown acknowledged that 
Commissioners agreed by unanimous consent that Internal Case No. 21-0001-P was Prompt and 
Fair.   
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Concerning objectives [four questions presented regarding conflict of interest, signed disclosures, 
independent checks using third party sources], Chairperson Brown then asked Commissioners whether 
the Review Committee believed PSP’s completed internal investigation was impartial.  [Review 
Committee Chairperson Sonenshein experienced technical difficulty and lost connection at 3:27 p.m. and 
returned at 3:30 p.m.]  Vice Chairperson Pittinger remarked that PSP’s internal investigation of the use of 
force incident was as impartial as it could be given its structure [designed to ensure no obvious conflicts 
exist (wall between Internal Affairs and member under review for incident)] but PSP still investigating its 
own performance.  Commissioner Maines agreed with Vice Chairperson Pittinger and Review Committee 
Chairperson Sonenshein concurred.  By unanimous consent, Commissioners agreed that PSP’s 
completed internal investigation concerning Internal Case No. 21-0001-P was Impartial.      

Concerning objectives [three questions presented regarding securing key and witness statements 
and all relevant information], Chairperson Brown asked Commissioners if the Review Committee 
believed PSP’s completed internal investigation was complete.  Review Committee Chairperson 
Sonenshein commented that internal affairs investigators went to both reasonable and extraordinary efforts 
to secure statements of juvenile witnesses who refused to cooperate and that non-police interviews were 
allowed legal counsel when questioned.  Commissioner Maines agreed that PSP’s internal investigation 
was complete enough.  Vice Chairperson Pittinger also agreed that PSP’s internal investigation was as 
complete as it could be but questioned whether completeness included investigation of possible “collateral 
misconduct.”  Chairperson Brown clarified that investigation of any potential performance deficiency is 
related to the reasonableness of PSP’s investigation as opposed to completeness.  Given Chairperson 
Brown’s clarification, Vice Chairperson Pittinger then agreed that PSP’s internal investigation was 
complete.  By unanimous consent, Commissioners agreed that PSP’s internal investigation 
concerning Internal Case No. 21-0001-P was Complete.      

Concerning objectives regarding whether PSP’s completed internal investigation was reasonable, 
Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein remarked that he did not believe [as per PSP’s Internal 
Affairs Policy] all potential misconduct was properly investigated concerning possible violation of 
members’ rules of conduct.  Specifically, Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein stated that no 
performance related issues were considered and/or additional investigative steps initiated during PSP’s 
internal investigation outside of use of force.  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein added that high 
quality body camera footage (as opposed to amateur witness video without sound) would have made life 
easier for both investigators and the Review Committee.  Without quality video (that included sound), 
Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein stated that some saw one thing (i.e., gesture juvenile 
allegedly made to provoke need for force) while others saw something else (i.e., member grabbing juvenile 
after taunt escalating situation).   

In accordance with PSP’s Internal Affairs Policy, the adjudicating officer is required to address 
and/or investigate other performance issues to determine if any other policy was violated and Review 
Committee Chairperson Sonenshein did not believe PSP’s records reflect that this one done but deferred 
to other Commissioners for further debate.  Commissioner Maines observed PSP’s records show (and the 
witness video confirmed for him) that the member escalated the encounter prior to the alleged “strike” by 
the juvenile and that the member’s conduct should have been reviewed during PSP’s investigation [not 
reasonable to overlook member’s conduct].  Vice Chairperson Pittinger agreed with Commissioner 
Maines and Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein that body cameras would have helped in their 
review but nonetheless the Adjudicating Officer had a responsibility to review the totality of the incident 
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(conduct unbecoming of member especially when handling a juvenile where expectation to act and control 
emotion is greater) in accordance with PSP’s policies which may indicate a deficiency in investigator 
and/or member training.   

Chairperson Brown restated PSP’s duty requirements policy when interacting with the public 
which requires courtesy, maintaining conduct and decorum, controlling temper, exercising patience and 
discretion even when faced with verbal aggression.  Chairperson Brown also stated that PSP’s Internal 
Affairs Policy does permit Adjudicating Officer to opine on other potential policy violations particularly 
if (as Commissioners believe) a member’s actions lead to escalation of incident (such conduct could be 
considered a mitigating factor to use of force).  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein remarked that 
he was surprised the member confronted the juvenile for verbal taunt and if used as a training scenario 
today he hoped members would be taught this was not an acceptable approach.  At the very least, the 
conduct should have been properly reviewed and the lack of such a review affects the reasonableness of 
PSP’s investigation.  Commissioner Maines agreed that the member’s conduct should have been reviewed 
(not considered an adequate investigation if not reviewed) and that it is extremely relevant to understand 
how you get from point A to point B [whatever the juvenile’s alleged action, i.e., “strike,” the member 
grabbed and confronted the juvenile first].   

Vice Chairperson Pittinger remarked that all agreed it would be better if citizens were respectful 
and did not contribute to exasperated responses by law enforcement but citizens are not respectful all the 
time but that is exactly why members are expected to maintain control.  PSP’s internal investigation should 
have included a review of the member’s conduct and because it did not, Vice Chairperson Pittinger stated 
investigations must be comprehensive so there are no unanswered questions.   

Chairperson Brown then restated the Review Committee’s conclusion that PSP’s completed 
internal investigative findings lacked reasonableness [discussion ensued regarding the difference between 
completeness (pertains to action(s) of investigators) and reasonableness (pertains to action(s) of 
Adjudicating Officer)]. 

Ex-Officio Commission Member Christopher King [designee of PSP] asked to be recognized, 
commented that the Review Committee must account for the totality of the circumstances, and restated 
facts of the incident including that the juvenile was a runaway, surrounded by and obviously “showing 
off” for a bunch of friends, was uncooperative, and was complaint after member took control.  Ex-Officio 
Commission Member King explained that the member’s actions “may not have been pretty” but when 
generally seeking compliance from a child, one may need to be forceful.   

Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein clarified that the Review Committee did not question 
juvenile’s intent in provoking member.  Rather, Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein remarked 
whether provocation upon provocation should generally be an acceptable practice and/or reaction by a 
member and, more importantly, that the member’s conduct should have been reviewed as part of PSP’s 
investigation [regardless of the result of such a review].  Vice Chairperson Pittinger also acknowledged 
that Commissioners understand incidents must be reviewed in totality (as suggested by Ex-Officio 
Commission Member King) and need for command and control language.  However, Vice Chairperson 
Pittinger echoed Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein’s sentiments that the member’s conduct was 
not investigated and should have been.  Vice Chairperson Pittinger added that the Review Committee 
lacked any understanding of the tone or manner of the member’s language because there is no record 
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[while language is supposed to be commanding, it is not to be considered taunting].  If the member’s 
conduct was reviewed, Vice Chairperson Pittinger stated the Review Committee would have this answered 
by PSP’s findings.  Vice Chairperson Pittinger clarified that the Review Committee was not making a 
judgment of the facts or circumstances of this incident but was more interested in the “big picture” [would 
like investigation to include a review of a member’s conduct beyond use of force to improve the 
investigative process so public is reassured and cannot besmirch member].  Chairperson Brown also 
restated the Review Committee was more interested in PSP’s response to and, investigation of, the incident 
(and not the incident itself), the root cause(s) which led to and/or contributed to the use of force, and what 
was (or should have been) considered by the Adjudicating Officer in accordance with PSP’s own policy. 

Ex-Officio Commission Member King explained the member only pulled juvenile because the 
juvenile pulled away while being searched but that yes it would be considered a problem without action(s) 
of the juvenile.   

Review Committee Chairperson again stated the Review Committee’s purpose is forward looking 
(and not backward looking) and the incident could serve as a training matter (was this the best response 
or available option).  Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein acknowledged that it is difficult to 
control juveniles and its purpose was not to pass judgment but believed the member’s actions could present 
a potential violation of policy that should have been reviewed for PSP’s investigation to be considered 
reasonable.  For the reasons stated above, and by unanimous consent, Commissioners agreed that 
PSP’s completed internal investigation concerning Internal Case No. 21-0001-P Lacked 
Reasonableness [investigation was complete but not all matters were reasonably considered during 
adjudication].1       

At 4:10 p.m. Discussion and Deliberation of Matters Currently Under Consideration for 
Purposes of Reaching Preliminary Findings and Conclusions Closed and 
Announcements by Chairperson Brown 

Given the time of day and importance of careful deliberation, Commissioners agreed to table 
discussion of, and any action(s) concerning recommendations, if any, regarding Internal Case No. 21-
0001-P until the next Special Meeting of the Use of Force Review Committee scheduled for October 8, 
2021. 

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 4:12 p.m. Special Meeting of Use of Force Review Committee Adjourned 

1 Vice Chairperson Pittinger and Review Committee Chairperson Sonenshein both remarked that the word “reasonable” does 
not necessarily capture or qualify the sentiment of the Review Committee on this point but that is the language used pursuant 
to Section 4(b)(2)(b) of Executive Order 2020-04, as amended.  
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Call of Commission Membership at the above listed Commission meeting and recording

attendance of Commission members as indicated below:

Seat Name

At-Lar e Seat I
At-Lar e Seat 2
At-Lar e Seat 3
At-Laroe Seat 4

At-Lar e Seat 5

At-Lar e Seat 6
Troo A Seat

Troo B Seat

Troo C Seat

Troo D Seat

Troo E Seat

Troo F Seat

Troo G Seat

Troo H Seat

Troo J Seat

Troo K Seat

Troo L seat

Troo M Seat

Troo N Seat

Troo P Seat

Troo at

Attendance
Name of Commission Member Excused

Present Absent
Absence

David A. Sonenshein

Dr. A. Suresh Cana ara•ah, Ph.D.

Kelle B. Hod e,Es uire
Denise Ashe

Elizabeth C. Pittin er

Maurice A. Tomlinson

Jeffre Wilson
Brenda Tate

Joshua S. Maines Es uire

Marisa C. Williams

Bisho Curtis L. Jones Sr.

Honorable Erick J. Coolid e

Charima C. Youn

S eroT. La as J.D. Ph.D
Honorable KhadÜah Al Amin

Andrea A. Lawful-Sanders

William Colon

Marvin Bo er

Maril n M. Brown, Ed.D.

Rev. Shawn M. Walker

Krista Somers

Signature of Sha S. Brown,

Commission Chairperson
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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 24, 2021, at 1:30pm (Executive Session) and at 2:30pm (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 2:30pm];
(3) Acceptance of Meeting Agenda;
(4) Approval and adoption of previous Special Meeting Minutes from September 10, 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;
(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; and

(9) Review and discussion of preliminary information concerning completed internal
investigations received from Covered Agencies, and deliberation and official action(s)
concerning selection of new cases slated for review beginning November 2021.

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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