
Training Memorandum 21-005 

DATE: January 11, 2021 

TO:  Chief Linda Stump-Kurnick 

FROM: Office of Professional Standards 

CC:  Office of Professional Standards, file 

SUBJECT: Annual Analysis of Response to Resistance for 2020 Calendar Year 

 

In compliance with CALEA Standard 4.2.4, I analyzed the 2020 response to resistance activities, 
policies, and practices.  In the 2020 calendar year, there were five (5) reviews of response to 
resistance incidents.  Of the five incidents reviewed, two involved officers drawing/displaying 
their firearm, one involved the deployment of a Taser (accidental discharge), one involved 
officers displaying their Taser, one involved use of a RIPP Hobble.  

Reviews and Data  

The number of reviews reflects the number of incident reports in which force was used by 
officers in response to a subject’s resistance. More than one type of response may have been 
used in the same incident, causing a discrepancy between the total number of reviews and the 
total number of times different responses were utilized. 

 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
TOTAL REVIEWS 13 9 10 13 5 
Firearm 
Discharged 

 1    

Firearm Displayed 6 3 4 1 2 
Taser Deployed 1 2* 3* 1* 1* 
Taser Displayed  1  5 1 
OC Deployed      
Baton Strike      
Hard Hand Control 2  1 4  
Soft Hand Control 2 1 1 1  
Less Lethal Impact      
RIPP Hobble 1 1 1 3 1 
Suspect Injured 1 1 1   

* Accidental discharges.  

 

 

A review of the two incidents where officers displayed their firearms revealed the following 
information:  



 CR #20-0092: Officers responded to the area of SW 16th Street and the Hope Lodge. It 
was reported that a man was shooting in the woods near Vet Med.  Offiers deployed with 
rifles at the direction of the Patrol Lieutenant on shift.  Once the area was secured the 
rifles were secured back in the vehicles.  No shots were fired and no guns were pointed at 
anyone.  After review, the officers were found to be acting within the Department’s 
policies, procedures, and directives. 

 CR 20-0185: Ofc. Zyskowski and Ofc. Singletary were following up on a vehicle theft 
report and arrived at a city address finding the stolen vehicle occupied with one occupant, 
and a female standing just outside the front passenger door.  Ofc. Zyskowski approached 
the drivers side door and observed the driver`s window half open with the driver/suspect 
with his hands down towards his lap and looking at the officers approaching through the 
driver`s side mirror.  Ofc. Zyskowski advised he pulled out his firearm and gave 
commands to the occupants to comply which they did.  Ofc. Zyskowski also advised 
there was a large knife in a sheath sitting on the dashboard within the occupants reach.  
After review, the officers were found to be acting within the Department’s policies, 
procedures, and directives. 

A review of the one incident where an officer displayed a Taser revealed the following 
information: 

 CR #20-1125: Officers working the detail were in the midtown area when several 
physical fights broke out on the north side of Social at Midtown along NW 1st Ave. Bar 
Detail units responded in an attempt to cease the physical fighting.  An officer, running to 
the scene from the Relish parking lot, observed a strike another individual in the face 
with a closed fist. During the altercation, the subjectr failed to comply with police 
actions.  Due to the subject`s actions, an officer displayed their Taser (CEW) towards the 
subject and gave loud verbal commands. The Taser deployment was used to gain 
compliance, and after a few moments of him actively resisting he was able to be detained 
in officers. After review, the officers were found to be acting within the Department’s 
policies, procedures, and directives. 

  

A review of the one incident where an officer deployed a Taser revealed the following 
information: 

 CR# 20-0392: After the completion of the Alpha Shift 0630 Roll Call an officer 
accidentally discharged his Taser while doing their daily check.  The officer had his 
Taser pointed at the floor in the Roll Call Room and told everyone about the testing of 
the Taser.  The officer then turned on the Taser and pulled the trigger, instead of the ARC 
Switch, which fired his Taser cartidge.  No one was hit by the darts, and no one was 
injured.  While the officer failed on the correct procedure to complete the test, it was 
recommend that no further action be taken regarding this incident in regards to the 
response to resistance. 
 
 



A review of the three incidents where officers used a RIPP Hobble revealed the following 
information:  

 CR #20-0696:  Officers were dispatched to a call at garage 10 involving a vehicle 
speeding up the ramps and around the interior turns.  Upon arriving officers observed 
two subjects outside of the vehicle.  One subject was suspected of being under the 
influence of alcohol.  The subject was seen operating the vehicle as he drove into the 
garage. The subject was arrested for Driving Under the Influence (DUI), placed in 
handcuffs, and placed inside of UF09 and seat belted. Once inside of UF09 the 
subject became belligerent, started kicking at the window, and spitting inside and 
throughout the vehicle. The subject was then placed in leg-restraints by officers and 
secured back into the seat belt. After review, the officers were found to be acting 
within the Department’s policies, procedures, and directives. 
 

 

Comparison of 2018 and 2019 incident factors: 

 

INCIDENT FACTORS 2019(13) 2020 (5) 
UF Student 3   3 
Call for Service 10 5 
Proactive Response 3 0 
Traffic Stop 0 1 
Stolen Vehicle 1 0 
Burglary Response 0 0 
Fighting 3 1 
Drugs/Alcohol  2 2 
Excited Delirium 0 0 
Weapons 2 1 

 

Agency Comparisons 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Resistance 12 64 789 12 43 302
   Factor over UFPD 5.33 65.75 3.58 25.17

   Firearm Displayed 1 **N/A 262 2 **N/A 244
   Firearm Discharged 0 0 1 0 0 0
   Taser Displayed 5 **N/A 73 1 **N/A 57
   Taser Discharged *1 20 61 *1 14 37
   OC Spray Displayed 0 3 2 0 1 0
   Empty Hand Control 4 31 291 0 14 137
* Taser Accidental Discharge   **GPD does not track Displays of Taser or Firearms



 

 

 

UFPD Use of Taser Statistics 2001-2020 

 

METHOD 
TOTAL   TOTAL   TOTAL 

2001-
2019 2019   2020   2001-

2019 % 

UF Students 
Drive Stun 7 0   0   7 50.00% 
Darts Fired 6 0   0   6 50.00% 

FACTORS DOCUMENTED FOR TASER INCIDENT 
Active Resistance 9 0   0   9 71.43% 
Fighting 5 0   0   5 42.86% 
Suicidal 2 0   0   2 14.29% 
Drugs 0 0   0   0 0.00% 
Alcohol 7 0   0   7 50.00% 
Weapon 4 0   0   4 28.57% 
        
                
Excited Delirium 0 0   0   0 0.00% 
Injuries 0 0   0   0 0.00% 

Non-Students 
Drive Stun 13 1   0   13 52.00% 
Darts Fired 12 0   0   12 48.00% 

FACTORS DOCUMENTED FOR TASER INCIDENT 
Active Resistance 18 0   0   18 50.00% 
Fighting 13 0   0   13 36.00% 
Suicidal 0 0   0   0 0.00% 
Drugs 5 0   0   5 13.8% 
Alcohol 8 0   0   8 22.2% 
Weapon 2 0   0   2 5.5% 
                
Excited Delirium 1 1   0   0 4.17% 
Injuries 0 0   0   0 0.00% 

 



In 2020, there was no incident of the Taser being deployed, there were only instances where the 
Taser was displayed. The number of Taser deployments and displays continues to be low over 
the last five years. 



Analysis  

An analysis of the data from 2020, excluding accidental taser discharge, revealed the following 
trends/patterns: 
 
Officers were more likely to encounter resistance on during nightshift (50% between 1800 hours 
and 0600 hours).  There did not appear to be a statistical significance in the type of calls to which 
the officers were responding. In all the incidents, one subject was involved. None of the incidents 
involved one officer, suggesting that the presence of multiple officers was not a deterrent to a 
subject’s decision to resist. 
 
The resisting subjects were all male (100%) and were 75% white, 25% black.  The minimum age 
of the subject was 22, with a maximum age of 31, providing an average age of 26.  All of the 
subjects were not students (100%).   
 
Of the five incidents, none sustained injuries from their involvement with officers.      
 
All reviews determined the officer’s actions were within department guidelines.    
 
Results 
Based on the reviews in previous years, the Training Division still takes a proactive measure of 
the amount of response to resistance training provided to officers during in-service training. Due 
the COVID-19 pandemic we haven’t completed any in-person training on defensive tactics. 
 
Policy Review/Modifications 
I conducted a review of the Department Standards Directive 4000 – Response to Resistance. The 
directive was updated in 2020.  No changes to directives or procedures are recommended at this 
time. 
 


