GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT

FINDINGS OF FACT IN USE OF FORCE INCIDENT

Force Type (s): Takedown & Hand Controls with Injury
(Apparent Loss of Consciousness)
Incident Date: February 15,2025
Publication Date: October 14,2025
Involved MPD Member(s): Officer 1
Rank, Division Assigned, Race/Gender: Seventh District
White/Male
Officer 2
Seventh District
White/Male
Subject of the Force’s Race/Gender and Age | Black/Male
at time of the use of force incident: 34 years old
Use of Force Review Board Date: June 30, 2025

SYNOPSIS OF USE OF FORCE

Officer 1 (OFC1) and Officer 2 (OFC2) utilized a takedown on the subject of force (SOF) and
hand controls in order to handcuff him. Afterwards, the SOF appeared to lose consciousness.
Consistent with MPD policy, this use of force incident was referred to MPD's Internal Affairs
Division (IAD) for investigation. MPD's use of force investigative procedures are outlined in
GO-RAR-901.07 (Use of Force). After all available evidence was collected and analyzed, and
statements from the subject of the force, and police witnesses were reviewed, the IAD final
investigative report was completed on June 18, 2025. The material facts regarding this use of
force incident are outlined below.

EVENTS THAT LED TO POLICE CONTACT
. On February 15,2025, Officer 1 (OFC1) and Officer 2 (OFC2) were dispatched to the 4600

block of Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue, Southwest, in reference to a domestic incident call for
service.

. The officers approached the residence and heard yelling.

. The subject of force (SOF), who was the 9-1-1 caller, answered the door and had a bloody lip

. The SOF’s wife told the officers she wanted to make a report.

. The SOF told the officers they could not enter and pushed OFC1 on the chest.
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EVENTS THAT LED TO THE USES OF FORCE

The officers advised they would enter to investigate and the SOF shoved OFC1 in the chest and
against the wall.

OFC1 and OFC2 grabbed the SOF and told him to put his hands behind his back.

. The SOF did not and pulled away.

OFC1 and OFC2 took the SOF down to the ground.

The SOF resisted the officers attempts to handcuff him.

OFC1 and OFC2, assisted by members of private security, forced the SOF’s hands behind his
back and handcuffed him.

. Afterwards, the SOF appeared to be unconscious.

ACTIONS AFTER THE USES OF FORCE
The SOF regained consciousness after approximately two minutes and thirty seconds.
DCFEMS responded to the scene and the SOF refused medical services.

The SOF was taken to an area hospital by MPD and denied complaint of injury or pain and was
released from the hospital.

The SOF was placed under arrest for Assault on a Police Officer.
PROSECUTORIAL REVIEW BY THE US ATTORNEY’S OFFICE (USAO)

As outlined in MPD policy, GO-RAR-901.07 (Use of Force), a use of force resulting in a
protracted loss of consciousness is considered a serious use of force, and the incident was
referred to the USAO to make an independent determination whether the use of force involved
any criminal wrongdoing that should be prosecuted. On March 5, 2025, the USAO notified the
MPD they were declining to prosecute the incident.

FINDINGS OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION (IAD) ADMINISTRATIVE
INVESTIGATION

On June 18,2025, the IAD final investigation made the following finding based on a
preponderance of the evidence regarding the use of force by the involved member:
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e The Use of Force - Takedown with Injury - by OFC1 was JUSTIFIED.
e The Use of Force - Takedown with Injury - by OFC2 was JUSTIFIED.
e The Use of Force — Hand Controls with Injury - by OFC1 was JUSTIFIED.

e The Use of Force — Hand Controls with Injury - by OFC2 was JUSTIFIED.

FINDINGS OF THE USE OF FORCE REVIEW BOARD (UFRB)

On June 30, 2025, the UFRB convened to review the final investigative report prepared by the
IAD and the evidence regarding the uses of force by the involved member. The UFRB ruled:

e The Use of Force - Takedown with Injury - by OFC1 was JUSTIFIED.
e The Use of Force - Takedown with Injury - by OFC2 was JUSTIFIED.
e The Use of Force — Hand Controls with Injury - by OFC1 was JUSTIFIED.

e The Use of Force — Hand Controls with Injury - by OFC2 was JUSTIFIED.
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