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Officer Safety

Every'year, 60,000 law enforcement office
assaulte n the: job,

Resultingji about 16,000 injuries .
18,661 male officers killed in the line of duty
since 17¢

1916 ) S

"\Women are just as likely as their ma_ﬁ‘s |
counterparts to e assaulted,  injure=— =

Janine Tri
Feb. 20°




Violent Crime:
By the Numbers

According to preliminary statistics, violent
crime last year fell for the third year in a row.
A closer look:

Northeast

West Midwest ~ , @

w m éodth
gl 6.6 g

’ ~ /‘—,‘._"*"
e ¢ )

-

.,,),\

| -7.2% -8.1%

- -3.1% - -4.2%

Murder  Forcible Robbery Assault
rape




All tactics used by officers when
making a traffic.stop must:

Account for these two\possibilities

Protect against injury or death
from both




ANY SITUATION IN WHICH THE
OFFICER DEPLOYS DIRECTLY

FROM ACRUISER




Deployment tactics taught here are
eﬁe%f - any type of suspect.contact

* SUS stopped in vehicl e
on

. Su§/ t parked In a
vehicle .

» Suspect hltCQI‘Nkl(lg




A vehicle stop begins when an officer
has-probable cause or reasonable
suspiciogto detdin a person or vehicle

pable Cause of a Traffic Violation
or -

* Reasonable Suspicion that criminal
activity 1s afoot

———




ALL STOPS PROCEED THROUGH 3

o Bengni ' b y 91
: E{.‘?t

1. CaII|

2. ASsessifg stop

. Middle: Tactical portion, where most
changes occur-

* End: CIearing\thé s\sene







Control enhances officer's survival
opportunity

Best way t@ 'ontrcpl IS thru voluntary compliance
Stages of reét should be ~ followed in
tactical order |

Establish'€ontrol, verbal or physical
Handcuffto maintain control

Search, including grein and bra, depending on
sex-Female officer should be asked to accomplish,
If at all available \

Prepare suspect for transport



TLUANTA. GEORGIA







Stop Assessment

» Prior to eg,mﬂiﬁgj a stop, officer
J) valuate the potential threat
leve ;‘:_:—;:jj; :

OU need backup before

—

making the stop?

)
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Stop Assessment

» Without @assessmient officer cannot choose
a plangffaction N

. Witwo'f' ssessment officers work blindly
and relyfon luck

- Assessment can change at any time

during the stop-based on additional
Information |, * ¥







Stop Assessment

L St pafllahce risk of potentlal

. Officérs g

officers
 Lawful and constitutional

- "Objective Reasonableness Standard®
Graham v. Connor, 1989




ltems to consider when making or changing
assessment of stop:

Numberef occupants
Weather conditions.
Traffic congestion _

Location

Movement of
occupant(s)

Reason for stop
Avallability of backup

Situational
surroundings, etc

ol



Cleveland
Police

Department
(Ohio - May 30, 2001)



* There Is no such thing
as a “NO RISK™ traffic
stop




=
s



CH HAS AN UNLIKELY
ENTIAL FOR FELONIOUS
ASSAULT OR ACCIDENT

. Typically, these are minor g
daytime conditions with feAEmag

occupants vy

. "y Y 3
» Traffic conditions which pose N
unlikely potential for acClrRE e A




HOSTED AT
NOTHINGTOXIC.com




. Majofy of all stops fall
category




UNKNOWN-RISK VEHICLE STOPS

Suspicious N
vehicle/pérson(s)
O.V.lg(Operating
Venhicl der the
Influence)

D.U.S. (Driving Under
Suspension)

No O.L. (No Operatoris
License)

Fictitious registration
No rear plate stickers

Night time
Structural problems
Van "~

Motorcycle

Tinted windows
Elevated pickup
Truck

Semi, etc.



UNKNOWN-RISK VEHICLE STOPS

”

 Unusual d er&gzwris& « Unusual passenger
. Shoulde & actions

. Head' » Head/Shoulder
S movement

 Exiting vehicle without
officer's request

" © Agitated state of

mind, etc.




UNKNOWN-RISK VEHICLE STOPS

NO V|S|ble Ilcense
plate e

Obstructed license
plate

Multiple vehicles

»

|

High profile violation
Excessive speed

Reckless operation,
etc.

Multiple Occupants
Symbols

Gang street/MC
Bumper stickers



UNKNOWN-RISK VEHICLE STOPS

L;eM“'= "Stops for most
or" misdemeanor crimes

warrants » Stops for non-violent

-
-

Whether the driver  felonies

and/or g  Unusual vel: 2
passenger(s) have  actions o =9
CCW licenses.and , »rmn out” =E§g
are carryin . . .

: ying \ . Slow in pulling over
firearms

» Back-up lights coming on



UNKNOWN-RISK VEHICLE STOPS

. Agére lqod'y Ianguage
* Abrupt pulllng over immediately when
)aled or prior to signal

- Traffie conditions which pose a







ICH. THERE IS A LIKELY

.k R*

POTEN L FOR FELONIOUS ASSAULT

gsJééijji/



HIGH RISK STOP

» Some high misdemeanors,
assault warrants' |




Cruiser Position for Stops

of several basic positions, an officer may
utilize any paositionh in a variety
of ways S |




Cruiser Position for Stops

» Constderations for choosmg a cruiser position

* Choice sk ulq pe‘based on which position
| eatest control

8 consider which hazard is of

forem concern:
- Felonieus :
- Accidental él
» Cruiser positioning.should be c " tothe

contact method ‘efficer‘intends to use



. ASK FOR JUSTIFICATION
VIOLATOR’S'ACTIONS




p g+’
give

fg, THE VIOLATOR’S OPER/NEE I

e Ol

JEST THE VIOLATOR'S REGIS Y
AND  INSURANCE PAPERS

RETURN TO THE CRUISER AND MAKE
YOUR DECISION ¢ A

COMPLETE THE CONTACT IN A
PROFESSIONAL MANNER
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ESTABLISHED, THE STANDARD OF
IMMINENT JEOPARDY AND
LUSION AS THE JUSTIFICATION

LETHAL FORCE







U P-’::» |

“P.A. LEFT-SIDE
POSITION” , " |

“P.A. RIGHT SIDE



REASONS FOR USING THE POST
AHEAD POSITON

FHE VEMICLE IDENTIFICATION
=RY(VIN)
[HE AREA UNDER THE FRONT
SEAT FOR HIDDEN WEAPONS OR
CONTRABAND—POSITION OF CHOICE FOR
FIREARMS CONCEALED INA  VEHICLE.
BESIDES ON THE OCCUR i s,
PERSON vy @%\
Q)
A

« TO CHANGE POSITION FOR A ~7
TACTICAL REASON




REASONS FOR USING THE POST
AHEAD POSITON




REASONS FOR USING THE POST
AHEAD POSITON

E A FRPENDLIER
I0I’ATOR CONTACT, AND GIVE A
OFESSIONAL APPEARANCE




eNCY -

PERCEIVE'THE THREAT

. DECIDE ON AN APPROPRIATE
TACTICAL RESPONSE

. ACT OR RESPOND TO
THREAT '







THEOFHCERHASEXWEDTHECRUBER
\NWHTHECRUBER DOORCPENHDOR*

HOOD




'OFFICER IS IN THE OPEN SPACE
NEEN THE BUMPERS OF THE
VIOLATOR’S VEHICLE AND THE CRUISER
THE OFFICER IS BESIDE THE  TRUNK
AREAOFTHE _ _ VIOLATOR’S VEHICLE

\9‘/\);@&’\’/
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CER IS AT THE “VIOLATOR CONTACT
POSI fvf‘_“‘* 7, DIRECTLY BEHIND THE TRAILING
EDGE OF THE DIRVER’S SIDE DOOR

7. THE OFFICER IS AHEAD OF THE VIOLATOR’S
SIDE DOOR (P.A. POSITION)

8. THE OFFICER IS APPROACHING FRO
THE RIGHT SIDE







PRIMARY ADVANTAGES OF AN OFFICER
MOVING BEFORE ATTEMPTING TO

FhL"H:

IME TO DRAW A SIDEARM FROM
Y HOLSTER

« MOVING FIRST ALLOWS THE OFFICER A

—~

ACTION IS APPROPRIATE
. MOVING FORCES THE

A

TO REACT | \

* IT IS HARDER TO SHOOT A
TARGET




PRIMARY ADVANTAGES OF AN OFFICER
MOVING BEFORE ATTEMPTING TO

DRAW
. IF THE QEFIGER'MOVES TO
THE RIGHT, A SUSPECT |
SEATERIN A VEHICLE WOULD

HAV'E j STOP SHOOTING
AND TWIST TO HIS RIGHT TO  FF= i« -« N
RE-LOCATE THE QFFICER, OR ale N
EXIT HIS VEHICLE

+ THE FIGHT ISN'T OVER UNTIL
THE SUSPECT IS
INCAPACITATED
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RULES FOR HIGH RISK VEHICLE STOPS

WUR TII\/IEJPRIOR T0 BEGIMEL x
JAL'STOP >

IUNICATE DIRECTLY TO ™~ C

POSITION CRUISERS TO CREATE A “WALL’
BETWEEN OFFICERS AND SUSPECTS: STAY
BEHIND WALLAT ALL TIMES

REMAIN BEHIND COVER IN A LOW PROFILE
POSITION

GIVE LOUD, CLEAR VERBAL COMMANDS TO
VEHICLE OCCUPANTS



RULES FOR HIGH RISK VEHICLE STOPS

sFICER-MUST PERFORM
NED JOB

DIRECTS AND CONTROLS THAT SUS
USE CONTACTAND COVER PRINCIP

ORDER

o ?""- WITH BEST VIEW OF A SUSPECT

PECT
LES

FOLLOW STAGES OF ARREST IN TACTICAL



BEHIND COVER



L.OC.AL

+A=AUTO -
+L = LICENSE!




20’ Back and Offset 3’
¥ Left 51
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OPS TYLER GOINES




20’ Back and Offset 3’ Left
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. HOSTED AT
NOTHINGTOXIC.com



Angle Offset
Daytime (S‘Pptlight for night)

alsE"™
.Ar1tR“
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assenger Side Approach
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Passenger Side Approach
Daytime (S!g.p_tlight for night)
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TRP SAGENDORF




Violator Back to Police Cruiser
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High Risk Stop/Felony Stop
Ol Gl 3













Vehicle Searches

i 1

\
Probable Cause



New Recruit Questionnaire

o She}iff: 'a’;?ti@cm‘éﬁd' 17?

IfifWhat two days of the week start
ne letter 'T'7

» Gomer: Today and tomorrow

» Sheriff’s finalquestion:

- Who killed Abraham
Lincoln?"




« Gomer finally admitted, "l don't know.”

* Sheriit*Well, why don't;you go home and
)at onefor a while?

ﬂ—f

» Gomepffan over to the pool hall where his

pals wet€ to tell them he got the job!
- "It wentgreat! First day on the
job.and I'm already working

on a __ 'murder case

n
11

u




Absolute

PROBA-B-L.E .CAUSE Certainty




In layman™

‘terms, how will you-define
Probablé SE |

 And the person to be arrested
(cited) , committed that.@»




Test for Probable Cause

NG !
goE"
‘\,

3 In determining probable

ikelihood of it. .
-Don’t have to be RIGHT; but, you do
have to be REASONABLE







Mobile Conveyance Exception

2 requirements to search

f v
B .

A

4

i L)

be probable cause to believe that

P ——

2. The vehicle be
mobile.”

R







Carroll v. United States
(1925)

If an officess topsla car based on probable
onducts a search |n order to




Chambers v. Maroney
(1970)

tless'Search of a vehicle
Is validilespite the fact that a

without'endangering the

preservation of evidel
. ‘




United States v. Ross
(1982)

If proballe catiSe justifies the
search’of a lawfully stopped

vehicle, it justifies the search of

ey 7,
,42“& 1 Jl

every.part of the vehicle and its

contents that_ - may co==aet

the object of the s¢ _r'

SN
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~
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Maryland v. Dyson
(1999)




California v. Carney
- 1985
oy (1985)

A motor omeis treated as a

s e’




California v. Acevedo (1991)

* In a.search extendlng to a container located
in an aut@mobhile; pollce may search the
containé ithout a warrant where they have

iefcause to believe that it holds
contral e_. and or evidence.

« Wyomi ’g v. Houghton (1999) The mobile
conveyance exception to the 4th
Amendment's warrant requirement allows the
officers to searech passengers’ containers.




Arizona v. Gant

129.S. Ct'1710 (2009)
The justifig 'iq'p}sl-fm‘ searching a vehicle

(2)evidence preservation. V Qi Y
Once an arrestee Is secured and can no
longer access-his vehicle, there is no

longer any risk that he will access
weapons or evidence contained therein.



Arizona v. Gant (2009)

However, policemay search a
vehicle nordent to arrest after the

evidence related
the crime of-
found within. * |




\
Ohio v. Robinette



Consent Search

« 15L<"The gonsentintist be voluntarily given

.E e

» Consepticannot be coerced, by explicit or
IC @ eans, by implied threat or covert

|
'
-y

-Person has authority over the place
to be searched -

* An individual may lmit
of any consent,







Consent Search

« ALEO does not have to specifically
request, rmlssmn to search each closed
container found within the vehicle

* If the i {_: idual does not have the requisite
authorr , the container may not be
searched

»

* LEO must seek a separate consent from
that individualto search those containers



Consent Search

* “It Is'Very likely unreasonable to think that
a suspeét, by: Consentlng to the search of
his trunks has agreed to the breaking open
of allocked briefcase within the trunk...”

- United States v. Strickland, a police officer
could not reasonably interpret a general
statement of-eensent to search an
individual's vehicle'to include cutting open
the spare tire




State v. Robinette 1997

Aftér a Mo omer)qgﬁ'o‘rij'ﬁty, Ohio, deputy sheriff

stopped ROk ingt!t%‘:’?or speeding, gave him a verbal
warning returned his driver's license, the deputy
her he was carrying illegal contraband,

eapons, or drugs in his car



State v. Robinette 1997

j i

“13 "

Robinetté inswered "no" but consented to a
searc the car, WhICh revealed a small
'~  fount of marijuana and a pill

He was arrested and later charged with
knowing possession of a controlled
substance when the pill turned out to be a
methamphetamine



State v. Robinette 1997

The Cougttheld.;when a police officer’s objective
justifigaion to continue detention of a person
stoppéﬁ for a traffic violation for the purpose of
searching the person’s vehicle is NOT related to

“the purpose of the original stop,

and when that continued detention is NOT based
on any articulable facts giving rise to a suspicion
of some illegal‘activity justifying an extension of
the detention, the continued detention to
conduct a search constitutes an illegal seizure”



SUMMARY

the reasoh for the initial stop ends,
| son for the detention MUST end!

individual has been unlawfully detained, in
order for; onsent to search to be considered an
independent act of free will, the totality of the
circumstances must clearly demonstrate that...

P ——

a reasonable person weuld believe she/he had the
freedom to refuse te answer any additional questions
and could in fact leave the area







Seizures & Detentions

Terry Stops & Frisks



Looking at.the right-of police officers.to stop a
suspect under cwc,;,umstances in which there
was insui |enrit*grounds for an actual arrest

flires\REASONABLE ARTICULABLE
Y SUSPICION

This does NOT authorize
police to detain-anyone
on mere SUSPICIONY
or a HUNCH!




lerL

uolnjebiysaAuj

a0 M“Beyond Reasonable Doubt
R
gv

Clear and Convincing

Preponderance

»

———

Reasonable Suspicion ~ articulable (explain the facts)

Hunches or Whims ~ can’t articulate @%

b

Probable Cause @’@%



Terry v. Ohio, 1968

In"Terry, the US 8Supreme Court upheld the
authorityjof the police to stop or detain (or

aiperson where the officer observes

ual conduct which leads the officer
reasonably to conclude, in light of his/her

experience (including training), that criminal

activity may be afoot.

“Terry Stop” vs. “Terry Frisk”



SEDUCING CINDY
SERIES PREMIERE

damy
(L

g




Terry v. Ohio, 1968

A Terry Stop - an investigative detention of a
| uspéct Not a search!

er§ can conduct a Terry Stop with
reasonabl€ (articulable/explainable) suspicion

h

fhat criminal activity is afoot.

Officers can stop a suspect and investigate
that person for.a reasonable period of time.

Even though its not a formal arrest, it is a
seizure under the 4" Amendment.




(VRT3 o v [—
STREET PATROL



Reasonable Suspicion + Armed & Dangerous =

NET™
esdh offlcer to articulate a
belief that a suspect is armed and

* Terry reg

POSES i .' eat before the officer is permitted to
conducta limited “Pat Down” of the suspect’s
outer elothing.

* Just because | can “Terry Stop” someone

doesn’t automatically give \
right to frisk them for'a wes, .







Frisking Containers

* An_ officer who flnds a closed container
within lufiging’ distance of a suspect who Is
beingdawfully stopped and frisked, may
open _,container to see If It contains a
weapoflf

+ in light of the officer’s experience and

training the item could contain a weapon,
and )

* the container iIs NOT locked




Terry v. Ohio, 1968

2 Requirements Whiech-Must be Established
Before "ngluctihg a Terry “Pat Down” Or
. uFriSkn

2. Officers are In fear for

required to their safety or safety of
articulate a others

reasonable . °

belief that the

suspect Is

Armed; AND







|
f‘s
e,

Terry v. Ohio, 1968 E—??
o After legally detagnmg the suspect i

a Terry Stop"

e Then the officer can conduct a limited
search, or “Terry Frisk” of that suspect’s
outer clothing,for weapons

* \Weapons are basically anything that can
be used to hurt the officer



-
—-—
r

_ Officer Tom Claytdn—



Terry v. Ohio, 1968

o Search or ‘Frisk” is going to be limited to
searchingfor hard objects

 That thes uspect could use to-hurt the
officer{f‘ guns, pocket knives, mace,
clubs, .o

* Not I|m|’ted to just those things we ordinarily
think are weapons...

e It could also be things like car keys or pens
because those could hurt an officer as

well...










Terry v. Ohio, 1968

* While an gfficer pay want to conduct a
frisk forgofficet’ safety purposes, the law
requii Q ore than that.

ple suspicion that someone’s

tly armed and dangerous is just

what it sounds like, but most
importantly, the officer has to
have facts to suppart that

conclusion.




Terry v. Ohio, 1968

. Look’ Feel &

. .' 4 p—
iy '\ "«_

S are reasonable

and ted only to determine whether the

is"constitutionally proper

* When trying to determine, through sense of
touch, the nature or identity of an object you
know cannot be a Wea%;n ~ the frisk exceeds
Terry!



Terry v. Ohio, 1968

Example: Can you conduct a Terry Stop of
someonegd here is'reasonable

' explalnable) suspicion he Is in
Sign of a stolen credit card?
The will want to conduct a brief detenti =
to mves; gate further. g
s there anything about being In possession @
stolen credit cards that would automatically
you to believe the person is armed and
dangerous?
Without additional facts: a Terry Stop Is

authorized, but not a Terry Frisk

e



SEDUCING CINDY
SERIES PREMIERE

damy
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Terry v. Ohio, 1968

Offenses like drug dlStrIbu’[IOI’] or burglary just go
with weapons., " F

Sy held that people whao sell drugs
most ficarry weapons to protect their money

Burglar, need burglary tools - things to break
windows, screw drivers, and Crow bars to pry
doors open. po
In Terry the detective Rad =
reasonable suspicion to
believe an armed robbery
was afoot.

ol







Terry v. Ohio, 1968

or The: Frisk: Articulating Your
easonable Suspicion

Reasons |

* Persc ‘ * Time of Day
Appearance + Law Enforcement
° Person s Actions, Purposes

* Prior Knowledge of « Companion
the Person !

* Location




Stops & Ap

aches

pro
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Videos
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