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TYPE OF COMMITTEE REVIEW 

 
Name of Covered Agency 

Pennsylvania State Police 

        Lower-Level Use of Force 

 
BACKGROUND 

 
Incident Date 

December 9, 2022 
Criminal Disposition 

None 

Agency Administrative Disposition 
The authorization of a precision immobilization technique (PIT) maneuver, utilization of verbal commands, 
engaging in a vehicle pursuit, utilization of a PIT maneuver, utilization of force (hands, fists, feet) which may 
have resulted in bodily injury, and deployment of a tire deflation device were justified.  Adjudication approved 
by the Deputy Commissioner of Administration and Professional Responsibility. Investigation closed April 11, 
2023. 
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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 22-1842 (22-1842), the Commission’s Use of Force Review Committee (Review Committee) used the 
following methodology: 
 

1. Reviewed how 22-1842 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 22-1842 was 
conducted in accordance with said policies and determine whether any conflict of interest exists based on all 
known information. 
 

3. Reviewed 22-1842 to ensure investigators collected all relevant facts reasonably obtainable and conducted all 
relevant interviews.   

 
4. Compared facts and circumstances described in 22-1842 with relevant internal policies to determine if any 

policy or training deficiencies exist. Where deficiencies are identified, make recommendations for corrective 
action(s). 
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RELEVANT POLICIES AND CRITERIA EXAMINED 
 
1. PSP Administrative Regulation 4-25 – Internal Investigations, dated 3/12/2019. 
2. PSP Field Regulation 6-7 – Uniform Traffic Law Enforcement, dated 3/23/2010 
3. PSP Field Regulation 6-12 – Mobile Video/Audio Recording Equipment, dated 10/30/2020 
4. PSP Field Regulation 9-1 – Use of Force, dated 8/2/2021. 
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 December 9, 2022, a County Sheriff’s Department in West Virginia (WV) initiated a pursuit of a passenger 
vehicle after the operator attempted to run a WV deputy off the road, as well as for committing numerous traffic 
violations.  This pursuit continued into Maryland (MD) where WV deputies were assisted by the MD State Police 
(MSP).  Eventually, the pursuit approached the Pennsylvania (PA) state line by means of an interstate highway.  The 
WV County 911 Center contacted PSP and requested assistance at the MD/PA state line.  WV provided their location, 
reason for the stop, description of the vehicle, and a partial license plate.   
 

PSP Troopers were immediately dispatched to assist and traveled towards the state line.  As the pursuit entered 
PA, MSP discontinued their pursuit; however, six WV deputies continued pursuing the suspect vehicle.  PSP Troopers 
were advised by Corporal #1, prior to locating the suspect vehicle, that they were authorized to stop the vehicle within 
regulation, if the opportunity presented itself due to the nature of the crimes committed in WV. 

 
 PSP Troopers #3 and #4, who were partnered together in a marked patrol vehicle, staged their vehicle on the 
interstate at a northbound on-ramp (mile marker 5.0) with emergency lights activated and waited for the suspect vehicle 
to approach.  Trooper #4 was operating the vehicle, and Trooper #3 was in the front passenger seat.  Trooper #3 
subsequently exited the vehicle and deployed a Stinger spike strips tire deflation device while utilizing an embankment 
and guide rail as a position of cover and protection.  The approaching suspect vehicle struck the tire deflation device, 
which effectively deflated both driver’s side tires on the suspect vehicle.  After driving over the spike strips, the suspect 
vehicle continued to flee northbound on the interstate.  No other vehicles were affected by the tire deflation device. 
 
 Corporal #1, along with Troopers #1 and #2, were in two separate marked patrol vehicles and were staged 
approximately one mile north of this location at a crossover.  As the pursuit approached, Corporal #1 then entered the 
interstate northbound ahead of the suspect vehicle and began traveling in the middle of the two-lane roadway with 
emergency lights and siren activated, in an attempt to slow the suspect vehicle.  As the suspect vehicle passed the 
crossover, Trooper #1 then pulled out with emergency lights and siren activated and caught up to the suspect from the 
rear.   
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The WV County 911 Center notified the PSP station that deputies were moving over to let PSP take over the 
pursuit.  Trooper #1 assumed the primary role in the pursuit while the six WV deputy patrol units fell back to a 
secondary role.  Within approximately 0.7 miles of the staging location, Trooper #1 performed a precision 
immobilization technique (PIT) on the suspect vehicle while traveling at an estimated 40 miles per hour.  The front 
right portion of the marked patrol vehicle impacted the left rear portion of the suspect vehicle, which caused the suspect 
vehicle to spin counterclockwise and come to a stop facing east and blocking both lanes of travel.     

 
 Involved PSP Troopers and WV deputies stopped and exited their vehicles, took a position of cover and 
provided verbal commands to the operator of the suspect vehicle to show his hands and exit the vehicle.  The operator 
(Defendant) an adult male, was the sole occupant in the suspect vehicle.  The Defendant refused to comply with 
commands and initially put his hands up but kept putting his right hand down towards the center console, where a gun 
was later recovered, and would not exit his vehicle as instructed.  Due to the Defendant’s failure to obey verbal 
commands, PSP Troopers and WV deputies converged, and the Defendant was removed from the suspect vehicle by 
Trooper #2.  The Defendant stumbled, fell forward and struck his head on the asphalt surface when being removed 
from the vehicle. 
 
 While the Defendant, who was highly intoxicated, was on the ground, he began pushing up off the ground with 
one hand while concealing the other hand beneath his waistline.  PSP Troopers gave verbal commands instructing the 
Defendant to stay on the ground and show his hands.  PSP Troopers were concerned he was attempting to stand up, 
and he was not obeying commands.  Additionally, PSP Troopers were concerned with the Defendant’s hand being near 
his waistband, which is a common place to conceal a weapon.  Believing the Defendant may be armed, Trooper #1 
delivered two successful compliance strikes, which caused the Defendant to surrender his hand from his waistline and 
allowed the Troopers to handcuff him. 
 
 The Defendant had a minor laceration to the right side of his face and PSP Troopers confirmed he was highly 
intoxicated.  PSP Troopers detected a strong odor of an alcoholic beverage about the Defendant and observed that the 
Defendant had urinated on himself.  An ambulance was requested and responded to the scene to evaluate the Defendant, 
but he refused treatment. 
 
 The Defendant was secured in the rear of a marked patrol vehicle and subsequently transported to a local 
hospital for medical assessment and for his apparent high level of intoxication.  Once at the hospital, the Defendant 
consented to a legal blood draw.  Lab results indicated his Blood Alcohol Concentration (BAC) was 0.285%, which 
was more than three times the legal limit.  PSP Troopers conducted an inventory search on the Defendant’s vehicle and 
located a loaded 9mm pistol in the center console.  This was the area toward which the Defendant’s reached while 
refusing to show troopers his hands and exit the vehicle.  The firearm and ammunition were seized and entered into 
evidence.  The firearm was later determined to belong to the Defendant.  The Defendant’s vehicle was towed from the 
scene and entered into evidence. 
 
 The Defendant was medically cleared for incarceration and was transported to county jail for processing and 
pre-trial incarceration.  The Defendant was charged in PA with violating Title 75, Section 3733(a) - Fleeing or 
Attempting To Elude Police Officer, a felony of the 3rd degree, and was arraigned by a District Judge, who set his bail 
at $250,000. 
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 Criminal charges in PA against the Defendant were later amended to include PA Title 75, Section 3802(a)(1) - 
Driving Under the Influence of Alcohol or Controlled Substance, a misdemeanor;  PA Title 18, Section 5104 - Resisting 
Arrest or Other Law Enforcement, a misdemeanor of the 2nd degree;  PA Title 75, Section 3714(a) - Careless Driving, 
a summary offense;  PA Title 75, Section 3736(a) - Reckless Driving, a summary offense;  PA Title 75, Section 3309(1) 
- Driving On Roadways Laned For Traffic, a summary offense; and PA Title 75, Section 3809(a) - Restriction On 
Alcoholic Beverages, a summary offense.   
 
 The Defendant subsequently pled guilty to the PA charges of Fleeing or Attempting To Elude Police Officer, a 
felony of the 3rd degree, and was sentenced to 94 months of probation, 300 hours of community service, DNA testing, 
Drug / Alcohol Assessment / Treatment, shall not own, possess, use, manufacture, control, sell or transfer firearms, and 
may not consume any beverage containing alcohol or any controlled substance unless lawfully prescribed, and shall 
submit to random urinalysis, breath or blood testing to ensure compliance.  The Defendant also plead guilty to Driving 
Under the Influence of Alcohol or Controlled Substance, highest rate of alcohol, 2nd Offense, a misdemeanor of the 1st 
degree.  He was sentenced to 60 months of probation, Alcohol Highway Safety School program, nine (9) months of 
Alcohol Monitoring, MADD, and received 90 days confinement in County jail.  Subsequent to serving his PA sentence, 
the Defendant was sentenced to state prison in WV for criminal charges emanating in WV. 
 
 On December 9, 2022, Corporal #1 submitted a BlueTeam entry1, which was reviewed by Internal Affairs 
Division (IAD), Intake Section Commander (State Police Lieutenant) and assigned as a full administrative 
investigation. 
 
 A comprehensive IAD administrative investigation was completed on February 23, 2023, and sent to the Troop 
Commander (State Police Captain) and Area Commander (State Police Major) for adjudication on March 1, 2023. 
On March 22, 2023, the Patrol Section Commander (State Police Lieutenant) provided correspondence that the incident 
was reviewed, and the findings were as follows: 
 

o The authorization of a PIT maneuver and utilization of verbal commands by Corporal #1 were justified. 
o The engaging in a vehicle pursuit, utilization of a PIT maneuver, utilization of verbal commands and utilization 

of force (hands, fists, feet) which may have resulted in bodily injury to the Accused by Trooper #1 were justified.  
o The engaging in a vehicle pursuit, utilization of verbal commands and utilization of force (hands, fists, feet) 

which may have resulted in bodily injury to the Accused by Trooper #2 were justified. 
o The deployment of a tire deflation device and engaging in a vehicle pursuit by Trooper #3 were justified. 
o The engaging in a vehicle pursuit by Trooper #4 was justified. 

 
On March 22, 2023, the Area Commander concurred with the findings of the Patrol Section Commander, 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 April 11, 2023, the investigation was 
closed by IAD. 
 

 
1 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. 



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

Findings and Conclusions: 

Pursuant to Section 4(b) of Executive Order 2023-21, the Review Committee conducted a comprehensive 
review of 22-1842 in accordance with Article 8 of the Commission Bylaws, and adopts the following Findings and 
Conclusions: 

The Review Committee found 22-1842 was prompt and in accordance with PSP Administrative Regulation 
4-25 and the PSP Collective Bargaining Agreement.2  The administrative investigation was initiated on December
9, 2022, completed on February 23, 2023, and adjudicated on March 22, 2023, having moved through the required
levels of review.

In addition, there is no basis to determine that the investigation process was other than fair and impartial.  
22-1842 was complete in that the IAD investigator obtained and thoroughly reviewed all the available evidence and
conducted all necessary interviews.  Additionally, the investigative findings were reasonable and in accordance with
applicable PSP protocol.

FINAL RECOMMENDATION FOR CORRECTIVE ACTION 

The Commission found no evidence warranting recommendations for corrective action. 

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

_____________________________________ 
Christa Caceres 
(Electronic Signature Authorized) 

DATE:  12/2/25 

SIGNATURE OF USE OF FORCE REVIEW COMMITTEE CHAIR: 

_____________________________________ 
David A. Sonenshein 
(Electronic Signature Authorized) 

DATE:  12/2/25 

2 Article 26 Discipline, Section 8, Statute of Limitations, (b) In all other cases the Department shall complete its investigation and the 
member advised of the Troop Commander/Bureau Director's notice of administrative findings within 120 calendar days of the date the 
Department is notified of the complaint. 




