GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT

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

Incident Date: October 5, 2025

Publication Date: February 11, 2026

Involved MPD Member(s): Officer 1 (OFC1)

Rank, Division Assigned, Race/Gender: White/Male
Fourth District

Subject of the Force’s Race/Gender and Age | Black/Female

at time of the use of force incident: 35Y0

Use of Force Review Board Date: February 2, 2026

SYNOPSIS OF USE OF FORCE

Officer responded to a call for a woman with a knife who stole from a store. They located the
suspect, the subject of force, who had a knife and refused to drop it, telling them to shoot her.
Officer 1 deployed his Electronic Control Device (ECD/taser) once, which was not effective/
The subject of force continued to refuse commands to drop the knife and Officer 1 deployed his
ECD/taser a second time, resulting in neuromuscular incapacitation. Officer then handcuftfed the
subject of force. 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). Afterall available evidence was collected and
analyzed, and statements from police and civilian witnesses were reviewed, the IAD final
investigative report was completed on January 5, 2026. The material facts regarding this use of
force incident are outlined below.

EVENTS THAT LED TO POLICE CONTACT

1. On October 5, 2025, Fourth District officers responded to a call for service for a woman
with a knife who had stolen merchandise from a store in the 3800 block of Georgia
Avenue, Northwest.

2. A citizen advised an officer the suspect had entered a store in the 3600 block of Georgia
Avenue, Northwest.

3. Officers went to the store and saw the suspect, the subject of force, standing inside at the
front of the store holding a knife.

EVENTS THAT LED TO THE USE OF FORCE
4. An officer asked the subject of force to put the knife down and she refused.

5. The subject of force walked towards the officers waving and pointing the knife.
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6. The officers retreated and took up position just outside the front doors of the store.

7. An officer pointed their service pistol at the subject of force, asking her to put the knife
down and telling her he did not want to shoot her. The subject of force told the officer to
shoot her.

8. Officer 1 arrived and was equipped with an Electronic Control Device (ECD/taser).
9. Officer 1 warned the subject of force to drop the knife or he would use the taser on her.
10. The subject of force did not drop the knife.

11. Officer 1 deployed his ECD/taser at the subject of force. It did not induce neuromuscular
incapacitation.

12. The subject of force remained standing and holding the knife.
13. The subject of force was told to drop the knife but she did not.

14. Officer 1 deployed his ECD/taser at the subject of force a second time, resulting in
neuromuscular incapacitation.

15. The subject of force fell to the floor.
16. Officers secured the subject of force’s knife and handcuffed the subject of force.
ACTIONS AFTER THE USE OF FORCE

1. The subject of force was bleeding from the mouth. She was treated on scene by DCFEMS
and taken to a hospital, where he was treated and released.

2. The subject of force was arrested for Theft, Threats in a Menacing Manner and
Possession of a Prohibited Weapon.

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 is not considered a Serious Use of Force, and thus the incident was not referred
to the USAO.

FINDINGS OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION (IAD) ADMINISTRATIVE
INVESTIGATION

On January 5, 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:

e The Use of Force — Discharge of an Electronic Control Device, First Deployment - by
Officer 1 was classified as JUSTIFIED.
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e The Use of Force — Discharge of an Electronic Control Device, Second Deployment - by
Officer 1 was classified as JUSTIFIED.

FINDINGS OF THE USE OF FORCE REVIEW BOARD (UFRB)

On February 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:

e The Use of Force — Discharge of an Electronic Control Device, First Deployment - by
Officer 1 was classified as JUSTIFIED.

e The Use of Force — Discharge of an Electronic Control Device, Second Deployment - by
Officer 1 was classified as JUSTIFIED.

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