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SNIning Unit

2

1GREWIInIe Sworm Of iers
2 EullSpmE Sworn SUPErVvIsors

ri’e:oon;]blp’fr training In-service and
[ rlnr gfiicers;ini tactics including
 ambush attz ks, vehicle pullovers,
crimes i pr@ress, patrol techniques,
the use of deadly force, TASER and
shooting on the move.




BOSMAIPEIESIEBIICE Department

PAPPIEXIMIZLE]N/ 3,400 sworn personnel

I steimilienseitizensiliving in Los Angeles

118 Geographical Patrol Divisions




SAWRRDEENEMTASER History

IBiabegan deploying| TASERS iIn 1980
[SUNE ) depgﬁy en&atlonmde to
depieyaie orginal TASER with the line
pfficerrasiepposed to the supervisor.
Ap oximately 322 TASERs department
wide prior toﬁ)roduct evaluation.

Last recent major purchase of TASERS
was in 1994
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Product Evaluation

rcurrent TASER
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iechiVeness of original LAPD
IASERNIOFIONProduct Evaluation

“NERUERA LS99V thietigh March 2000

S AZ5GEpIeyImERtsT Wit 29 effective incidents
R (819171 e'f'fect]\@v)

— 0 INjURES tersUspects (other than puncture
~ Wounads)wnen oﬁginal TASER was effective

0) inju'riesﬁ"é?ficers when TASER was effective
Secondary injuries: 1 suspect; 1 officer

2% of officers and 40% of suspects injured
when TASER was ineffective and officers
resorted to other types of force




gantiery 1997 through

“W2adeploymentsiithi 41 effective
NCIAENESNGESY% effective)
0NN UES O] OfifICErS or suspects (other
~ than PURCLUTE @s) when the TASER
‘was effective
39% of officers and 58% of suspects

Injured when the original TASER was

Ineffective and officers resorted to other
U.O.F. options




mrl I9ntal llIness

_ORYGrENECHIVET O SUSPECT’'S under the
igifluerice giElcege)

167 Y0 ENEC ]/g O suspect’s under the

NuEncEroPCr

40% effective on suspects under the
Influence of other narcotics

/1% effective on 5150 suspects

67% effective on suspects under the
iInfluence of any combination of the above
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IASERNREECtiveness prior to
VIZGPABNVANCED TASER

_MIONREICENLS GNE or'Bo'E prebes missed the

SUSPECHOIREINTOL Stick to) suspect

~ 9incidewts due to narcotics
0 INCIGEMLSHLI sg-_l@ﬂtt removed the probes.
2 Incidents due to suspect’s clothing
1 Incident, the officer stopped the flow of
energy to the suspect prematurely
3 incidents the ineffectiveness was unknown




NBiewoshy Original TASER
DEPIGYMENTS

“FCenitieiNEatrel Incident

| Hareer Patrol Incident
S.W.AT. Incident




Preduct Evaluation

ipjUries; to officers and suspects
tinv ved I use of force Incidents
therefore red&ing city liability

2000 1746 U.O.F incidents resulted 33%
officers and 57% of suspects being injured




AR, Pollcy

el THENNSSE. TN '
T TASERS Gl Derdep L)/r‘l On aggressive/
cONmeEVETSUSPECTESWihen the following
conditientexists; =0

- Jesnrll/ I0)CE dOES Not appear to be justifiable
aNd/OIFNECESSary; anc

- Attempts to subdue the suspect with other less
lethal tactics have been or will likely be
Ineffective in the situation; and

There Is a reasonable expectation that it will be

unsafe for officers to approach within contact
range of the suspect




n-House Testi

—TAcCCURAC
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S SUERei

] 'rJ't/E;lﬁe Off Use
5
ntific Investigation Division
Los Angeles County Coroners Office
Outside Departments

Field Test
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cempetitor Results
coneerns Noted

ol eac s@ts and several
;.-'Lr.o ’me?

NUmereusicartridges ejected from firing
- bay'during deployment
Numerous probes bouncing off the target

Several cartridges remained jammed In
firing bay after deployment




JiiEIpPants

- Competior (I 1/2 the strength of M26
Several participants able to walk through
effects of competitor but were
Immediately controlled with the M26
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- deEpIoyment Inside
2" deployment outside with laser sights
12" deployment outside without laser sights

Results
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VIZBMREsults

_NZEeEploymEntinsIiae
10060 EpIOYMENtS
—AJJ complEted within 3 seconds
“IZaGEpieyiment eutside with laser sight

—100ForEEPIOYMENS
—Allfcompieted within 3fseconds
All found laser dot
12" deployment outside w/o laser sight
100% deployments
All completed within 3 seconds
Better accuracy without laser sights
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VIZGMEIEId Test

B[ clnlple)
“URNILSYADIVISIONS r\J- d

' Deployment
-

' Results




VIZGRRESUITS

—HIONEPOIECRUSESAWITA - ffective
fléOJO/méer (/JO ). Overall effectiveness
Was: 9495 Wilen officer error I1s removed

o

-~ Break@aewn

— L depleyment of probes with 8 incidents
- effective (”%@)

7 of 7 incidents laser sight gained compliance
(1009%0)

1 “Touch Stun” incident reported with an
unsuccessful use




lRelfective Incidents

t pulled probes out

—Witheuincluding missed probes, the
err:‘guver ass Improves to 89% compared
to Depal t’s original TASER which was

66%0. (Not ncluding missed probes)

“Touch Stun” Deployment
Location of application and duration
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ticsramd Mental Iliness

NN deployments,"m‘t suspect was 5150.
INENAWEKRERS successiul deployments
ool Original TASER was 71%
effectivenwith 5150 suspects.

| 2 deployments involved suspects under
the influence of narcotics and 5150. The
M26 was successful in both incidents
compared to the original TASER which
was 67% effective.




DEPIGVINERLS 01 Interest

_NHGIYAVEEENINCIGENT
| SAAC T INCIAENTS

~ 77ih mc]%ﬂ’z |
Vietro Jail Incident
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VIZBWSHOrginal TASER

“RZBplRSTatistics) (Probes deployed only)
“OrgEINASER

HIGNIEPIO /men'r. with 7 effective
Ncidents (449

26) '\D\/Al\_ ED TASER

11 depleyments with 8 effective
Incidents (73%)




Ble vs, alkaline batteries

8 [ relpline)
— Teucnrsuun
l0se guarter deployments
“Going hands-on”
Effectiveness vs. ineffectiveness




ALREDRDEployment

EQUEIMERLEUICH na Sed
“FRECKUEINanInG
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“WWiitten decumentsisuch as lesson plans,
LIMENUIIENS; EtC. Or the tralnlng video
producEaNsyAtie L.A.P.D. can be obtained by

|_
WiHtIRERY/GUIREGUESE on department

JJEEEF'HEE 4 10"
- Captaih Sergio Diaz
Los Angeles Police Department
5651 W. Manchester Blvd.
Los Angeles, Ca. 90045
(310) 342-3010
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