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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): Electronic Control Device (ECD/taser) 
Deployment, 40mm Extended Impact 
Weapon (EIW) Deployment 

Incident Date: October 23, 2025 
Publication Date: March 27, 2026 
Involved MPD Member(s): 
Rank, Division Assigned, Race/Gender: 

Sergeant 1 (SGT1) 
Asian/Male 
Fifth District 
 
Officer 1 (OFC1) 
White/Male 
Fifth District 

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

Black/Male 
46 YO 

Use of Force Review Board Date:  March 2, 2026 
 

SYNOPSIS OF USE OF FORCE 

A mental health consumer, the subject of force, was in crisis, unlawfully entered a construction 
site, refused to leave and armed himself with a 2x4. Officers attempted to gain voluntary 
compliance from the subject of force for about two hours. The subject of force made a threat. 
Officers warned him they would use force if he did not drop the 2x4 and comply, which he did 
not. Sergeant 1 (SGT1) had three Electronic Control Device (ECD/taser) deployments, and 
Officer 1 (OFC1) had three Extended Impact Weapon (40mm/EIW) deployments at the subject, 
before officers were able to disarm the subject of force and secure him. 
 
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 January 26, 2026. The material facts regarding this use of force incident are 
outlined below.  
 

EVENTS THAT LED TO POLICE CONTACT 

1. On October 23, 2025, Fifth District officers responded to a call for a subject refusing to 
leave a location in the 2400 block of 12th Street, Northeast. The location was under 
renovation and the owner advised the subject of force was in the unfinished basement, 
where he had been found on previous occasions but always left when workers arrived.  

2. Officers made contact with the subject, the subject of force, who was a mental health 
consumer in crisis and refused to leave. A Crisis intervention Officer (CIO) responded to 
assist. 

https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_901_07.pdf
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3. Officers communicated with the subject of force for about two hours, attempting to gain 
voluntary compliance, but he refused to leave. 

4. The subject of force was armed with a 2x4 piece of lumber and at one point threatened 
officers. 

5. The officers devised a tactical plan to apprehend the subject of force, to include multiple 
less-lethal force options.  

EVENTS THAT LED TO THE USE OF FORCE 

6. Officers approached the subject of force and warned him they would use force if he did 
not drop the 2x4.  

7. The subject of force did not comply and OFC1 deployed a 40mm/EIW once, striking the 
subject of force in the leg. 

8. The subject of force continued to brandish the 2x4 and SGT1 deployed an ECD/taser at 
the subject of force, to no apparent effect. 

9. SGT1 deployed an ECD/taser a second time at the subject of force, to no apparent effect. 

10. The subject of force ran further into the basement, still armed with the 2x4. 

11. A lieutenant deployed OC spray at the subject of force. 

12. OFC1 deployed a 40mm/EIW a second time, striking the subject of force in the leg. The 
subject of force still did not drop the 2x4. 

13. An officer and SGT1 both deployed OC Spray at the subject of force. 

14. SGT1 deployed an ECD/taser a third time at the subject of force, to no apparent effect. 

15. The subject of force crouched and swung the 2x4. 

16. OFC1 gave commands to the subject of force to put the 2x4 down and when he did not, 
OFC1 deployed a 40mm/EIW a third time, striking the subject of force in the lower torso.  

17. An officer approached the subject of force and grabbed the 2x4 away from him.  

18. SGT1 and an officer took the subject of force down to the ground, where he resisted 
handcuffing. 

19. A captain deployed OC spray at the subject of force. 

20. Officers were eventually able to secure the subject of force in handcuffs. 

ACTIONS AFTER THE USE OF FORCE 
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21. The subject of force was found to have three layers of clothing on, including a thick 
padded outer coat, padded pants, and a blanket and frying pan concealed under his 
clothes. 

22. DCFEMS responded and the subject of force was taken to a hospital due to the ECD and 
EIW deployments, as well as OC Spray exposure. He was treated and released. 

23. The subject of force was arrested for unlawful Entry and Assault of a Police Officer. 

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

As outlined in MPD policy, GO-RAR-901.07 (Use of Force), the discharge of an Electronic 
Control Device and an Extended Impact Weapon deployment are not considered Serious Uses of 
Force, and thus the incident was not referred to the USAO.  

FINDINGS OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION (IAD) ADMINISTRATIVE 
INVESTIGATION 

On January 26, 2026, 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 an Electronic Control Device (First Deployment) - by 
SGT1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 
 

• The Use of Force – Discharge of an Electronic Control Device (Second Deployment) - by 
SGT1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 

 
• The Use of Force – Discharge of an Electronic Control Device (Third Deployment) - by 

SGT1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 
 

• The Use of Force – Extended Impact Weapon (40mm/EIW) (First Deployment) - by 
OFC1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 
 

• The Use of Force – Extended Impact Weapon (40mm/EIW) (Second Deployment) - by 
OFC1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 

 
• The Use of Force – Extended Impact Weapon (40mm/EIW) (Third Deployment) - by 

OFC1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 
 

FINDINGS OF THE USE OF FORCE REVIEW BOARD (UFRB) 

On March 2, 2026, 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:  

https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_901_07.pdf
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• The Use of Force – Discharge of an Electronic Control Device (First Deployment) - by 
SGT1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 
 

• The Use of Force – Discharge of an Electronic Control Device (Second Deployment) - by 
SGT1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 

 
• The Use of Force – Discharge of an Electronic Control Device (Third Deployment) - by 

SGT1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 
 

• The Use of Force – Extended Impact Weapon (40mm/EIW) (First Deployment) - by 
OFC1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 
 

• The Use of Force – Extended Impact Weapon (40mm/EIW) (Second Deployment) - by 
OFC1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 

 
• The Use of Force – Extended Impact Weapon (40mm/EIW) (Third Deployment) - by 

OFC1 was classified as JUSTIFIED. 
 
There were no recommendations by the UFRB related to tactical improvement opportunities or 
training.  
 


