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FINDINGS OF FACT IN USE OF FORCE INCIDENT 

*This is a brief summary and not a full investigative record of the event.* 

Force Type (s): Discharge of a Firearm – Non-Fatal 
Incident Date: March 1, 2025 
Publication Date: October 15, 2025 
Involved MPD Member(s): 
Rank, Division Assigned, Race/Gender: 

Detective 1 
Asian/Pacific Islander, Male 
Third District Detective’s Unit 
 

Subject of the Force’s Race/Gender and Age 
at time of the use of force incident: 

White, Male 
41 years old 

Use of Force Review Board Date:  October 2, 2025 
 

SYNOPSIS OF USE OF FORCE 

On Saturday, March 1, 2025, the subject of force (SOF) and Detective 1 (DET1) became 
engaged in a road-rage incident along the 1700 block of Potomac Avenue, Southeast. DET1 was 
off-duty, not in uniform, not equipped with a Body-Worn Camera (BWC) and was operating his 
personally owned vehicle (POV). The SOF was operating his POV. DET1 and the SOF became 
involved in a minor traffic accident in the 1800 block of Potomac Avenue, Southeast. 
 
DET1 confronted the SOF regarding the accident and the two became involved in a verbal 
argument. That argument escalated into a physical altercation. The SOF grabbed around the neck 
area of DET1 and took him to the ground. While on the ground the SOF laid on the back of 
DET1 and had his arm wrapped around DET1’s neck area, applying pressure. DET1 began to 
lose vision, had trouble breathing, and was unable to maneuver his body away from the SOF.  
 
Eventually, the SOF repositioned and DET1 was able to stand to his feet while the SOF 
maintained a headlock or chokehold on DET1. DET1 1 still had trouble breathing, blurred 
vision, and believed he would be rendered unconscious by the SOF. DET1, fearing serious 
bodily injury or death was imminent, pulled his issued service pistol from the holster and 
discharged the service pistol four times at the SOF, striking the SOF three times.  
 
The SOF sustained three gunshot wounds and fell to the ground. The Metropolitan Police 
Department (MPD) was notified of the shooting through a 911 call and officers responded to the 
scene. Members of the MPD arrived on the scene, began to render aid to the SOF, secured 
DET1’s service pistol, and requested an ambulance. 
 
Members of the DCFEMS arrived to the scene and transported the SOF to a local hospital for 
treatment which he received and was ultimately released.  
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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 police and civilian witnesses were reviewed, the IAD final investigative report 
was completed on September 18, 2025. The material facts regarding this use of force incident are 
outlined below.  
 

EVENTS THAT LED TO POLICE CONTACT 

1. On March 1, 2025, the SOF and DET1 were involved in a road-rage incident which 
escalated to a minor traffic accident. Subsequently, the SOF and DET1 became involved 
in a verbal argument which led to a physical altercation. DET1 was off-duty. 

EVENTS THAT LED TO THE USE OF FORCE 

2. During the physical altercation, the SOF grabbed DET1 around the neck area and threw 
him to the ground. The SOF maintained pressure around the neck area of DET1 with 
either a headlock or chokehold. 

3. While pressure was applied to his neck, DET1 experienced blurred vision and trouble 
breathing and was unable to move his body due to the SOF on top of his back. 

4. The SOF repositioned off the back area of DET1 which allowed DET1 to stand to his 
feet. The SOF maintained pressure around DET1’s neck. 

5. While on their feet, the SOF maintained a chokehold or head lock and DET1 continued to 
experience blurred vision and trouble breathing. 

6. DET1 feared he would sustain serious bodily injury or death and used his issued service 
pistol against the SOF. 

ACTIONS AFTER THE USE OF FORCE 

7. Members of the MPD were notified of the shooting through a 911 call. 

8. Officers arrived to the scene, rendered aid to the SOF and requested an ambulance. 

9. The SOF was transported by ambulance to a local hospital for treatment. 

PROSECUTORIAL REVIEW BY THE US ATTORNEY’S OFFICE (USAO) 

As outlined in MPD policy, GO-RAR-901.07 (Use of Force), the discharge of a firearm 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. The USAO – Fraud, Public Corruption, and Civil Rights section reviewed 
the incident and it was determined not to be color of law. 

https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_901_07.pdf
https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_901_07.pdf
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On May 1, 2025, Superior Court of the District of Columbia arrest warrants for the SOF and 
DET1 were submitted to the USAO – Early Case Assessment Section.  

On June 1, 2025, the USAO issued a declination for both arrest warrants. 

FINDINGS OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION (IAD) ADMINISTRATIVE 
INVESTIGATION 

On September 18, 2025, the IAD final investigation made the following findings based on a 
preponderance of the evidence regarding the use of force by the involved member:     

• The Use of Force – Discharge of a Service Pistol, First Round - by DET1 was classified 
as JUSTIFIED. 

• The Use of Force – Discharge of a Service Pistol, Second Round - by DET1 was 
classified as JUSTIFIED. 

• The Use of Force – Discharge of a Service Pistol, Third Round - by DET1 was classified 
as JUSTIFIED. 

• The Use of Force – Discharge of a Service Pistol, Fourth Round - by DET1 was 
classified as JUSTIFIED. 

FINDINGS OF THE USE OF FORCE REVIEW BOARD (UFRB) 

On October 2, 2025, the UFRB convened to review the final investigative report prepared by the 
IAD and the evidence regarding the use of force by the involved member. The UFRB ruled:  

• The Use of Force – Discharge of a Service Pistol, First Round - by DET1 was classified 
as JUSTIFIED. 

• The Use of Force – Discharge of a Service Pistol, Second Round - by DET1 was 
classified as JUSTIFIED. 

• The Use of Force – Discharge of a Service Pistol, Third Round - by DET1 was classified 
as JUSTIFIED. 

• The Use of Force – Discharge of a Service Pistol, Fourth Round - by DET1 was 
classified as JUSTIFIED. 
 


