
GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 

 

Page 1 of 4 
  

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): Neck Restraint Allegation, Takedown with 
Injury 

Incident Date: July 2, 2025 
Publication Date: January 20, 2026 
Involved MPD Member(s): 
Rank, Division Assigned, Race/Gender: 

Officer 1 (OFC1) 
Fourth District 
White/Male 
 
Officer 2 (OFC2) 
Fourth District 
White/Male 
 
Sergeant 1 (SGT1) 
Third District 
White/Male 

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

African American / Male 
19 years old 

Use of Force Review Board Date:  December 15, 2025 
 

SYNOPSIS OF USE OF FORCE 

The subject of force resisted being arrested for unauthorized use of a vehicle. OFC1 and OFC2 
performed a takedown on the subject of force. During the struggle the subject of force stated he 
was being choked. The subject of force continued to resist arrest at which time OFC2 used OC 
spray against the subject of force. The subject of force continued to resist arrest and regained a 
standing position at which time OFC1, OFC2, and SGT1 performed a takedown on the subject of 
force. The subject of force was placed in handcuffs.  
 
Consistent with MPD policy, this use of force incident was referred to MPD's Internal Affairs 
Division (IAD) for investigation. The 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 were reviewed, the IAD final investigative report was completed on November 25, 
2025. The material facts regarding this use of force incident are outlined below.  
 

EVENTS THAT LED TO POLICE CONTACT 

1. On July 2, 2025, OFC1 and OFC2 were recovering a stolen vehicle in the 6900 block of 
Willow Street, Northwest, and waiting for a tow truck. 

2. At 4:04 PM, the subject of force approached the stolen vehicle, used a key fob to unlock 
the door, and entered the driver’s door. 

https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_901_07.pdf


GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 

 

Page 2 of 4 
  

3. OFC1 and OFC2 approached the driver’s door of the stolen vehicle and ordered the 
subject of force out of the vehicle. The subject of force refused to comply. 

EVENTS THAT LED TO THE USE OF FORCE 

4. OFC1 and OFC2 pulled the driver’s door open despite the subject of force pulling against 
it to keep it closed. 

5. OFC2 pulled the subject of force out of the vehicle. 

6. The subject of force did not comply with commands to get on the ground and actively 
tried to pull away from OFC1 and OFC2. 

7. OFC1 and OFC2 performed a takedown to bring the subject of force to the ground. 

8. The subject of force continued to resist OFC1 and OFC2 and stood up. 

9. The subject of force was bend forward at the waist, his head toward the front waist of 
OFC1, who standing facing him. OFC1’s left arm was down along the side of the subject 
of force’s neck and hooked under his chest area as the struggle continued. In this 
position, the subject of force moved backwards as he resisted and stated he was being 
choked.  

10. The subject of force and OFC1 dropped down to their knees and OFC1’s right hand was 
on the back of the subject of force’s head.  

11. The subject of force continued to resist despite being commanded to stop and was warned 
he would be OC sprayed. The subject of force said he was sorry. 

12. OFC2 told OFC1 to move his hands and OFC1 repositioned his hands. 

13. The subject of force continued to resist and stood back to his feet. OFC2 deployed OC 
spray at the subject of force’s face area. 

14. The subject of force resisted the officers and in doing so dragged them back to the side of 
the stolen vehicle. 

15. SGT1 arrived and he, OFC1 and OFC2 performed a takedown on the subject of force. 

16. The subject of force’s left hand was brought behind his back for handcuffing, but he 
struggled to keep his right hand underneath him. 

17. Eventually, both of the subject of force’s hands were brought behind his body and he was 
handcuffed. 

ACTIONS AFTER THE USE OF FORCE 
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18. The subject of force was placed in a recovery position. He said he could not breathe, was 
sorry and asked for an ambulance. He complained of pain to the body and said he was 
choked. 

19. DCFEMS flushed the subject of force’s eyes due to OC spray exposure. 

20. The subject of force was taken to an area hospital by MPD, where he was treated and 
released. 

21. The subject of force was arrested for unauthorized use of a vehicle, receiving stolen 
property, resisting arrest, destruction of property, and assault on a police officer. 

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

The use of a neck restraint is prohibited by DC Code and MPD policy and is considered a serious 
use of force. The case was referred to the United States Attorney’s Office (USAO) for the 
District of Columbia for prosecutorial review. On August 6, 2025, the USAO issued a letter to 
the MPD declining to pursue the specific matter criminally.  

FINDINGS OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION (IAD) ADMINISTRATIVE 
INVESTIGATION 

On November 25, 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 Allegation of a Neck Restraint by OFC1 be classified as INSUFFICIENT FACTS. 
 
• The Use of Force – First Takedown with Injury – by OFC1 was JUSTIFIED. 

 
• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury – by OFC1 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – First Takedown with Injury – by OFC2 was JUSTIFIED. 

 
• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury – by OFC2 was JUSTIFIED. 

 
• The Use of Force – Takedown with Injury - by SGT1 was JUSTIFIED. 

FINDINGS OF THE USE OF FORCE REVIEW BOARD (UFRB) 

On December 15, 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 – First Takedown with Injury – by OFC1 was JUSTIFIED. 
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• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury – by OFC1 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – First Takedown with Injury – by OFC2 was JUSTIFIED. 

 
• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury – by OFC2 was JUSTIFIED. 

 
• The Use of Force – Takedown with Injury - by SGT1 was JUSTIFIED. 

 

In regards to the Allegation of a Neck Restraint by OFC1, the UFRB ruled by a 5-4 vote: 
 

• The Allegation of a Neck Restraint by OFC1 be classified as UNFOUNDED. (The 
minority voted that the allegation be classified as Insufficient Facts.) 

 
There were no recommendations related to tactical improvement opportunities or training.  


