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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): Hand Controls with Injury/Pain (to a 
handcuffed prisoner), Takedown with 
Injury/Pain 

Incident Date: November 9, 2025 
Publication Date: March 27, 2026 
Involved MPD Member(s): 
Rank, Division Assigned, Race/Gender: 

Investigator 1 
Violent Crime Suppression Division 
(VCSD) 
White/Male 
 
Investigator 2 
Violent Crime Suppression Division 
(VCSD) 
White/Male 
 
Investigator 3 
Violent Crime Suppression Division 
(VCSD) 
Hispanic/Female 
 
Investigator 4 
Violent Crime Suppression Division 
(VCSD) 
White/Male 
 
Investigator 5 
Violent Crime Suppression Division 
(VCSD) 
Black/Male 

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

Black/Male 
25 years old 

Use of Force Review Board Date:  March 23, 2026 
 

SYNOPSIS OF USE OF FORCE 

After an undercover officer purchased a controlled substance from the subject of force, members 
of the Violet Crime Suppression Division stopped him. The subject of force resisted and 
Investigators 1-3 took him down to the ground where he was handcuffed. The subject of force 
was stood up, positively identified, and arrested. While being searched, the subject of force 
resisted again and tried to flee. Investigators 1-5 took him to the ground. The search of the 
subject of force continued and suspected narcotics were removed from him. While the subject of 
force was prone on the ground handcuffed, Investigator 1 held his legs in a position where they 
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were bent at the knees behind him and crossed. Investigator 1 put pressure on the subject of 
force’s legs using his knee and body weight. Additionally, Investigator 1 applied a joint lock to 
the subject of force’s foot by using his hands to flex the foot downward (plantar flexion). 
 
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 March 9, 2026. The material facts regarding this use of 
force incident are outlined below.  

 
EVENTS THAT LED TO POLICE CONTACT 

1. On November 9, 2025, after an undercover officer purchased a controlled substance from the 
subject of force, members of the Violet Crime Suppression Division stopped him in the 500 
block of Kennedy Street, Northwest. 
 

EVENTS THAT LED TO THE USES OF FORCE 
 

2. The subject of force resisted and Investigators 1-3 took him down to the ground (first takedown) 
where he was handcuffed. 
 

3. The subject of force was stood up, positively identified by the undercover officer, and arrested 
for distribution of a controlled substance. 

 

4. While being searched, the subject of force resisted again and tried to flee. Investigators 1-5 took 
him to the ground (second takedown). 

 

5. The subject of force was kept prone on the ground, handcuffed, and the search incident to arrest 
continued. Suspected narcotics were removed from him. 
 

6. While the subject of force was prone on the ground, handcuffed, Investigator 1 held his legs in a 
position where they were bent at the knees behind him and crossed. 
 

7. Investigator 1 put pressure on the subject of force’s legs using his knee and body weight. 
 

8. Additionally, Investigator 1 applied a joint lock to the subject of force’s foot by using his hands 
to flex the foot downward (plantar flexion). 
 

9. During this time, the subject of force was crying out in pain, and complained multiple times that 
Investigator 1 was bending and breaking his foot. 

 

ACTIONS AFTER THE USES OF FORCE 
 

https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_901_07.pdf
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10. After a time, Investigator 1 released the subject of force but told him that if he moved, he would 
do it again. 
 

11. The subject of force complained that Investigator 1 broke his foot.  
 

12. DCFEMS came to the scene and MPD transported the subject of force to the hospital. 
 

13. The subject of force was diagnosed with a fractured fibula. 
 

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

As outlined in MPD policy, GO-RAR-901.07 (Use of Force), use of force indicating potential 
criminal conduct includes, but is not limited to, all strikes, blows, kicks or other similar uses of 
force against a handcuffed subject and all accusations or complaints of excessive force made 
against the member where there is objective, corroborating evidence indicating potential criminal 
conduct or other serious misconduct. This includes any use of force that clearly goes beyond that 
which an objectively reasonable officer would use in light of the circumstances under which the 
force was used, or any use of force which may rise to the level of a criminal act. Uses of force 
indicating potential criminal conduct are referred to the USAO to make an independent 
determination whether the use of force involved any criminal wrongdoing that should be 
prosecuted. On December 3, 2025, the USAO notified the MPD they were declining to 
criminally prosecute the incident. 

FINDINGS OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION (IAD) ADMINISTRATIVE 
INVESTIGATION 

On March 9, 2026, the IAD final investigation made the following finding based on a 
preponderance of the evidence regarding the use of force by the involved member:     

• The Use of Force – Hand Controls with Injury/Pain (to a handcuffed prisoner) - by 
Investigator 1 was NOT JUSTIFIED. 
 

• The Use of Force – First Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 1 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 1 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – First Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 2 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 2 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – First Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 3 was JUSTIFIED. 

https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_901_07.pdf
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• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 3 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – Single Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 4 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – Single Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 5 was JUSTIFIED. 

 

FINDINGS OF THE USE OF FORCE REVIEW BOARD (UFRB) 

On March 23, 2026, 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:  

• The Use of Force – Hand Controls with Injury/Pain (to a handcuffed prisoner) - by 
Investigator 1 was NOT JUSTIFIED. 
 

• The Use of Force – First Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 1 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 1 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – First Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 2 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 2 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – First Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 3 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – Second Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 3 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – Single Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 4 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
• The Use of Force – Single Takedown with Injury/Pain - by Investigator 5 was JUSTIFIED. 
 
There were no recommendations by the UFRB related to tactical improvement opportunities or 
training.  
 

 


