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Name of Covered Agency 

Pennsylvania State Police 

Police-involved shooting resulting in death 

 
BACKGROUND 

 
Incident Date 

February 8, 2022 
Criminal Disposition 

None 

Agency Administrative Disposition 
Use of Deadly Force was Justified – Adjudication Approved by the Deputy Commissioner of Administration and 
Professional Responsibility.  Investigation closed October 20, 2022. 
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SCOPE AND METHODOLOGY OF REVIEW 

Pursuant to Executive Order 2023-21, the Pennsylvania Citizen Law Enforcement Advisory & Review 
Commission (Commission) is authorized to review covered agencies’ completed internal investigative findings 
related to all investigations of police-involved shootings resulting in injury or death of civilians conducted by covered 
agencies. 
 

The Commission will determine if the investigative findings were: 
 

(a) Prompt, fair, impartial, complete, and performed in a manner consistent with applicable policies and 
regulations. 

 
(b) Reasonable under applicable law enforcement protocol, including, but not limited to, the covered agency’s 

just cause standard, rules and regulations, collective bargaining agreements, past disciplinary precedent, or 
grievance and arbitration decisions. 

 
(c) To the extent the review identifies a perceived policy or training deficiency, the Commission shall provide 

a recommendation to correct the perceived deficiency for consideration by the covered agency. 
 

Under the methodology prescribed by Executive Order 2023-21, covered agencies will provide the 
Commission with a comprehensive written summary and oral presentation of the completed internal investigative 
findings. The summary shall include a description of all investigative activities, relevant dates, a summary of the facts 
as determined by the investigation, and criminal and administrative adjudications. 
 

Specifically, in performing the review of the Pennsylvania State Police (PSP) completed internal investigation 
case number 22-0171 (22-0171), the Commission’s Critical Incident Review Committee (Review Committee) used the 
following methodology: 
 

1. Reviewed how 22-0171 was conducted when compared to internal policy and relevant collective bargaining 
agreements to determine whether the investigation was conducted in a prompt and fair manner. 
 

2. Reviewed internal relevant policies designed to safeguard fairness and impartiality to ensure that 22-0171 was 
conducted in accordance with said policies and determine whether any conflict of interest exists based on all 
known information. 
 

3. Reviewed 22-0171 to ensure investigators collected all relevant facts reasonably obtainable and conducted all 
relevant interviews.   

 
4. Reviewed 22-0171, including all known actions by the law enforcement officer(s), to determine whether the 

adjudicator’s decision was reasonable and based on a totality of the circumstances. 
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5. Compared facts and circumstances described in 22-0171 with relevant internal policies to determine if any 
policy or training deficiencies exist. Where deficiencies are identified, make recommendations for corrective 
action(s). 

 
RELEVANT POLICIES AND CRITERIA EXAMINED 
 
1. PSP Administrative Regulation 4-25 – Internal Investigations, dated 3/12/2019. 
2. PSP Field Regulation 1-5 – Officer Involved Shooting/Serious Police Incidents, dated 4/19/2021. 
3. PSP Field Regulation 9-1 – Use of Force, dated 8/2/2021. 
4. PSP Field Regulation 9-2 – Weapons Qualification and Proficiency Training, dated 7/30/2021. 
5. Provisions from Boards of Arbitration Awards and Collective Bargaining Agreements between Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania and the Pennsylvania State Troopers Association (Effective July 1, 2021 to June 30, 2024). 
 
FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 
 
Summary and Statement of Facts: 
 

On February 8, 2022, during the late evening hours, PSP was contacted by an adult female (Complainant) who 
requested a welfare check of her friend (Subject). The Subject, an adult male, appeared uninvited earlier at her residence 
armed with a loaded shotgun and made comments about harming himself. At the time, the Subject was also reportedly 
under the influence of alcohol and was alcohol and drug dependent. The Subject left the location and returned to his 
own residence.   

 
A police officer from a municipal police department responded to the Complainant’s residence to speak with 

her to obtain background information on the Subject. At approximately 10:00 p.m., several PSP Troopers were 
dispatched to the Subject’s address to attempt to locate him. While PSP was present, the Subject discharged firearms 
numerous times both inside and outside of his residence. Knowing that the Subject was armed with a firearm, Troopers 
established positions of cover around the perimeter.  It was learned that Troopers had responded to the same address 
on February 5, 2022, for a similar incident, during which contact was made with the Subject with the assistance of his 
father. The Subject was observed exiting the residence, going to his vehicle, then returning to the residence. 
 

Responding Troopers contacted the Subject’s father and enlisted his assistance. When PSP responded to the 
Subject’s house, the Subject’s father asked the Subject to come out and speak with the police. The Subject’s father also 
made a recording that was subsequently used to ask the Subject to come out. Troopers outside the Subject’s residence 
reported hearing the Subject scream vulgar responses that included demands that the Troopers leave the property to 
their requests that he exit the home. While Troopers and the Subject’s father were trying to convince him to come 
outside and surrender, they heard multiple gunshots fired from the rear of the residence. During the incident, the Police 
Communications Officer coordinated contact between County Crisis and the Complainant so that assistance could be 
provided to the Subject. 
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Based on the Subject’s behavior, a perimeter was established, and the PSP Specialized Emergency Response 
Team (SERT) was activated and responded to the scene. A member of the Troop Criminal Investigation Unit prepared 
and obtained a search warrant for the Subject’s residence. An arrest warrant for 302 mental health commitment based 
on the Complainant’s observations of the Subject was obtained.   

 
SERT members relieved Troop members on the perimeter and made numerous attempts to peacefully resolve 

the incident. SERT Negotiators attempted to contact the Subject via use of a deployable phone, since the Subject did 
not have a phone within the residence. SERT provided a clear and concise surrender plan to the Subject. Rules of 
Engagement (ROE), which were approved by Sergeant #1, were communicated and included the protection of self and 
others as well as the approval of the utilization of less lethal weapons.  
 

The Subject disregarded several verbal commands by troopers to exit the residence. Numerous attempts to 
convince the Subject to surrender were also unsuccessful. The Subject exited the residence several times onto a second-
story rear balcony and at one point shouted, “Now you got me really fucked off. Fuck you.” The Subject then re-entered 
the residence. These actions were witnessed by Trooper #1, who was in a concealed perimeter position at the rear of 
the residence. A steep hillside was at the rear of the residence, and Troopers #2, #3 and #4 were also positioned near 
this location. The subject again exited the residence via a rear door onto a second-story balcony and discharged several 
rounds from an AR-15 style rifle towards Trooper #1. In a subsequent interview, Trooper #1 stated, “[I] heard a distinct 
crack of a round go by very close to [me].” Trooper #1 also related seeing five (5) muzzle flashes. Trooper #1 returned 
fire by discharging his department-issued M4 rifle and struck the Subject, causing him to fall back into the residence 
through an open door.  
 

A drone was flown into the residence, and the Subject was observed motionless on the floor of the upstairs 
bedroom with blood near his head and hands. A noise flash diversionary device (NFDD) was deployed while the 
Subject was actively being observed by the drone. The NFDD detonated, but the Subject did not react. SERT members 
subsequently made entry into the residence and found the Subject lying on the floor of the second-story bedroom that 
adjoined the balcony at the rear of the residence. SERT tactical paramedics entered the residence to render aid; however, 
the Subject had already succumbed to his injuries. The County Coroner responded to the scene and pronounced the 
Subject deceased.  
 

Numerous items of evidence were located and recovered at the scene. Ten (10) 5.56 caliber fired cartridge 
casings were recovered from Trooper #1’s position on the perimeter at the rear of the residence. Ten (10) spent .22 
caliber fired cartridge casings were recovered from and around the second story balcony at the rear of the residence 
where the Subject had fired his weapon. An H&K 416D .22 caliber rifle with an extended magazine was recovered 
from the Subject’s bedroom in close proximity to the Subject. The rifle was damaged and had blood on it. The rifle’s 
pistol-style grip and forward assist were struck by a projectile. Additional firearms, ammunition and fired cartridge 
casings were also located inside and outside the residence. Finally, there was a journal entry written by the Subject in 
which he expressed thoughts of “ending this shit storm of a life” and “maybe getting good and drunk and stoned and 
going out with a bang.”  
 

A PSP Major Case Team activation was initiated. Three (3) Internal Affairs Division (IAD) Members (One 
State Police Lieutenant and two (2) State Police Sergeants) responded to the scene, completed and witnessed the 
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weapons download and gathered other relevant information for the independent internal investigation including crime 
scene analysis. Per protocol, Trooper #1 was placed on Administrative Duty status. On February 10, 2022, an autopsy 
was performed on the Subject. The Certificate of Death for the Subject listed the cause of death as gunshot wounds to 
the torso and the manner of death as homicide. Toxicology revealed the Subject’s blood alcohol concentration (BAC) 
at the time of analysis was 0.135%. Toxicology results also showed the presence of nicotine, caffeine, cotinine and 
theobromine. 

 
On March 17, 2022, the County District Attorney (DA) provided a preliminary written determination, which in 

part stated the DA would not pursue criminal charges against Trooper #1. The DA reserved the final prosecutorial 
decision until all investigative material was received and reviewed. On March 21, 2022, Trooper # 1 was returned to 
full-duty status.  

 
On July 27, 2022, the DA issued a final prosecutorial determination which in part stated, “his [Trooper #1] use 

of force, in my opinion, was justified based on the circumstances.” Following receipt of the final prosecutorial 
determination, an IAD administrative investigation commenced. 
   

A comprehensive internal investigation was completed on September 14, 2022, and sent to the Bureau of 
Emergency and Special Operations, Tactical Operations Division Director (State Police Captain) and the Bureau of 
Emergency and Special Operations Director (State Police Major) for Adjudication on September 26, 2022. On October 
2, 2022, the Division Director provided correspondence that the incident was reviewed, and the use of deadly force by 
Trooper #1 and the deadly force authorization issued by Sergeant #1 were justified.  
 

On October 13, 2022, the Bureau Director concurred with the findings of the Division Director, and the 
adjudication was forwarded to the Deputy Commissioner of Administration and Professional Responsibility to ensure 
the findings complied with PSP standards of adjudication and investigation. On October 20, 2022, this investigation 
was closed by IAD. 
 
Findings and Conclusions: 
 

Pursuant to Section 4(b) of Executive Order 2023-21, the Review Committee conducted a comprehensive 
review of 22-0171 in accordance with Article 8 of the Commission Bylaws, and adopts the following Findings and 
Conclusions: 
 

The Review Committee found 22-0171 to be prompt as outlined within PSP Administrative Regulation 4-25, 
PSP Field Regulation 1-5, and in accordance with the PSP Collective Bargaining Agreement.1  On February 9, 2022, 
a Blue Team entry2 was submitted to the IAD following the critical incident on February 8, 2022.  On March 21, 2022, 

 
1 Article 26 Discipline, Section 8, Statute of Limitations, a. In cases involving alleged criminal conduct or requests for a prosecutorial 
determination, the notice of administrative findings shall be issued within 90 calendar days from the date the Department receives written 
notice from the member of the disposition/adjudication of the criminal charge or the date the Department receives the prosecutorial 
determination in writing. 
2 AR 4-25 Section 25.04 (F) defines a Blue Team Entry as the web-based application used for recording complaints against Department 
personnel and capturing information concerning use-of-force incidents. AR 4-25 Section 25.06 (D) requires a Blue Team Entry for incidents 
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following the DA’s March 17, 2022, preliminary opinion that the shooting was justified, Trooper #1 was returned to 
full-duty status.  Following the DA’s prosecutorial determination on July 27, 2022, a comprehensive IAD investigation 
which included a review of all interviews, documentation, and reports was completed, with findings issued on October 
2, 2022. 

Based upon the facts contained within PSP’s comprehensive written summary and oral presentation, the Review 
Committee finds 22-0171 was complete, as the IAD investigators collected all pertinent facts reasonably obtainable 
and conducted all relevant interviews.  Additionally, the Review Committee found no concerns related to fairness and 
impartiality and 22-0171 was presented to be free of any conflict of interest based upon the case summary and 
documentation submitted for review.  

The Review Committee also found that based upon the facts contained within the case summary and documents 
provided by PSP, the investigative findings were reasonable, based on a totality of the circumstances, and in accordance 
with PSP protocol. 

FINAL RECOMMENDATION FOR CORRECTIVE ACTION 

The Commission will make no recommendation for corrective action based upon the full review of 
22-0171 and finding no policy or training deficiencies.

SIGNATURE OF THE PENNSYLVANIA CITIZEN LAW ENFORCEMENT ADVISORY AND REVIEW 
COMMISSION’S CHAIR AND CRITICAL INCIDENT REVIEW COMMITTEE CHAIR: 

_____________________________________ 
Christa Caceres 
(Electronic Signature Authorized) 

DATE:   12/2/25

involving an intentional weapon discharge and use of force.  




