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MISSION STATEMENT

The Red Oak Police Department is committed, in partnership with
the community, to provide the highest quality of police services by using
innovative, proactive approaches to improve the quality of life in Red Oak, while
at the same time maintaining respect for the rights and dignity of all.
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Response to Resistance Reports
Response to resistance reports capture information relative to the circumstances
surrounding an officer’s response to resistance. Upon completion, response to resistance reports
are submitted through multiple levels of review, first to the immediate supervisor and then
through the employees chain of command ending with the Chief of Police. This review process
determines if the response to resistance was within policy.

Annual Review
The Red Oak Police Department, by General Order 6.1 (XV)(A)(2) conducts an annual analysis
of response to resistance reports to determine if there are patterns or trends, which may suggest a
need for training, equipment, or revisions in policy and or practice.
Policy
By General Order 6.1 (XIV. Reporting Use of Force), Red Oak Police Department personnel shall
document any application of force or threat of force except for those arising in training or
departmental demonstrations. Documentation shall be conducted within the Blue Team
application and/or any other specified reporting software utilized by the department.
Definitions
A. Active Aggression: Active Aggression includes physical actions/assaults against the officer or
another person with less than deadly force (i.e. advancing, challenging, punching, kicking,
grabbing, wrestling, etc.)
B. Defensive Resistance: Any action by a subject that attempts to prevent an officer from
gaining control of the subject (i.e., pulling/pushing away, resistance to handcuffing, etc.)
C. Passive Resistance: Any type of resistance where the subject does not attempt to defeat the
officer’s attempt to touch or control the subject, but still will not comply with verbal and
physical attempts of control (i.e., dead weight, doesn’t respond to verbal commands, etc.)
D. Reasonable Belief: Reasonable belief is a belief that would be held by an ordinary and
prudent subject in the same circumstances as the actor. An objective standard viewed from
the perspective of a reasonable officer on the scene, without the benefit of 20/20 hindsight,
and within the limitations of the totality of the circumstances presented at the time of the
incident.
E. Serious Bodily Injury: Any injury that creates a substantial risk of death or that causes death,
serious permanent disfigurement or protracted loss or impairment of the function of any
bodily member or organ pursuant to Texas Penal Code 1.07(a)(46).
F. Bodily Injury: Any injury that creates physical pain, illness, or any impairment of physical
condition pursuant to Texas Penal Code 1.07(a)(8).
G. Bean Bag: Short-range 12-gauge Bean Bag projectile used as a suspect control device. The
Bean Bag round can be identified by its clear shell casing containing a fabric bag. The
minimum deployment range for the Bean Bag is 10 yards or 30 feet and a maximum effective
range for accuracy purposes is 15 yards or 45 feet.
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H. Chemical Agents: OC/CS dispensing devices such as personal issue OC/CS spray, MK-9 OC
dispensing device. While it is recognized that OC is not a “chemical” agent, but a derivative
from the common pepper plant, it is listed here for simplicity.
I. Chemical Munitions: Include CS/OC/CN chemical dispensing munitions which deploy
chemical agents by means of hand tossed canisters or fired from 12 gauge or 37/40mm
launchers.
J. Axon (Taser) X26, X26P, X2, & X7 Conductive Energy Device: An electrical discharge
device that incapacitates a subject through neuromuscular incapacitation and/or pain
compliance.
K. Impact Weapons: An intermediate force option, the baton, bridges the gap between Defensive
Counter Measures and Lethal Force.
L. De-escalation: Using techniques to stabilize the situation and reduce the immediacy of the
threat, so that more options and resources are available to bring about a successful resolution
to an encounter with a non-compliant subject. The goal of de-escalation is to gain the
voluntary compliance of subjects, when feasible, thereby eliminating the need to use force in
response to resistance.
M. De-escalation Techniques: Communicative or other actions used by officers, when safe, and
without compromising law-enforcement priorities, that are designed to increase the likelihood
of gaining voluntary compliance from a non-compliant subject and reduce the likelihood of
using force in response to resistance.
N. Force: Any physical contact with a subject by an officer using the body or an object, device,
or weapon, not including unresisted escorting or handcuffing of a subject.
O. Non-Deadly Force: Any application of force other than deadly force.
P. Deadly Force: Force that is intended or know by the officer to cause, or in the manner of its
use or intended use is capable of causing death or serious bodily injury pursuant to Texas
Penal Code 9.01(3).
Threats against officer’s influence (Resistance Continuum)
A. Compliant: The suspect is cooperative and is complying with the officer’s instructions.
B. Verbally non-compliant: Although the suspect is not physically resisting, the suspect is
argumentative or verbally escalating the threat level.
C. Passive resistance: The suspect is failing to comply with the officer’s instruction but is not
physically resisting.
D. Active/defensive resistance: The suspect is physically resisting the officer.
E. Active aggression: The suspect is fleeing from or advancing toward the officer in a
threatening or potentially threatening manner and/or the suspect is trying to assault or injure
the officer.
F. Assault with deadly weapon: The suspect is assaulting or attempting to assault the officer
with a weapon.
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Incidents by Year
In 2020, the department had 8 use of force incidents which has been consistent over the last
several years as denoted in the graph below.

2020 Annual Response to Resistance Analysis:
By Year
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Incidents with types of force used
In 2020, there were 8 incidents that required response to resistance reports. Those 8 incidents
resulted in 16 response to resistance reports from involved personnel. These reports indicated
that soft empty hand control was utilized 5 times, pain compliance was utilized 1 time, hands on
control was utilized 6 times, defensive counter measures were utilized 1 time and a conductive
energy weapon was utilized 3 times. In 2020, no incidents of deadly force occurred. In 2020,
department personnel responded to 66,454 calls for service, 44,262 were self-initiated calls
(Traffic Stops, Business Checks, Neighborhood Checks) and 22,192 were citizen-initiated calls
(Calls for Service by a citizen). Response to resistance incidents occurred at a rate of
approximately 1 for every 8,307 calls for service.
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Reasons for response to resistance incidents
In 2020, the department had 8 response to resistance incidents. Each incident may be comprised
of multiple reasons for responses to resistance. The 8 incidents were comprised of the below
reasons.

2020 Annual Response to Resistance Analysis:
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Type of service rendered during response to resistance
In 2020, the department had 8 response to resistance incidents which occurred during 7 calls for
service and 1 traffic stop.
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Tally of citizen’s resistance
In 2020, the majority of a citizens resistance was comprised of being verbally non compliant,
passive resistance and actively and defensively resisting.
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Citizens injuries sustained from response to resistance
In 2020, six subjects had no visible or noted injuries, one subject had a non-incapacitating injury
and one subject was transported to the hospital for a mental health evaluation after a CEW
deployment.

2020 Annual Response to Resistance Analysis:
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Injuries sustained by officers during citizen resistance
In 2020, one officer received a non-incapacitating injury during resistance while the other fifteen
officers sustained no injuries or no visible injury during resistance.

2020 Annual Response to Resistance Analysis:
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Incidents by Month
In 2020, no clear patterns emerged from a monthly analysis and no parallels were noted.

2020 Annual Response to Resistance Analysis:
By month over the last 4 years
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Incidents by Time of Day
In 2020, no clear patterns emerged from an hourly analysis and no parallels were noted.

2020 Annual Response to Resistance Analysis:
By hourly over the last 4 years
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Incidents by Shift
In 2020, no clear patterns emerged from a shift analysis and no parallels were noted.

2020 Annual Response to Resistance Analysis:
By shift
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Incidents by Specific Call Type
In 2020, the vast majority of response to resistance incidents occurred during disturbances.

2020 Annual Response to Resistance Analysis:
By Specific Call Type
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Incidents by Specific Call Type
In 2020, the vast majority of response to resistance incidents occurred during disturbances.

2020 response to resistance incidents
by subject(s) race
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Incidents by CEW Deployment
In 2020, the vast majority of response to resistance incidents occurred during disturbances.

2020 Response to Resistance Incidents:
Involving CEW deployments over the last 4 years
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Response to Resistance Incidents in 2020:
1. Case Number 20RP006957: On February 6th, 2020 at around 2030 hours, Red Oak Police
Department personnel were dispatched to a shots fired call in the vicinity of South Summit
Apartments. Witnesses provided suspect descriptions of two juvenile subjects and personnel
subsequently located the suspect(s). Personnel conducted a pat down of the subject and
detected a pistol on one of the subjects. The subject began to actively resist, and personnel
applied hands on control to take the subject into custody. The subject was taken into custody
and a 9mm semi-automatic pistol was recovered from the subject. The subject was placed
under arrest for the offenses and a directive to apprehend for burglary of a vehicle warrant
and evading arrest or detention warrant. The other subject was taken into custody after a
sawed-off shotgun was recovered from a backpack that the subject had discarded prior to the
altercation.
2. Case Number 20RP011982: On March 5th, 2020 at around 1404 hours, Red Oak Police
Department personnel were dispatched to the 100 block of N. SH342 Red Oak in response to
a welfare check. Personnel observed the subject walking in the lane of traffic barefooted.
Personnel observed a large commercial vehicle heading toward the subject and personnel
made contact with the subject and ordered the subject out of the lane of traffic. The subject
complied, and personnel started an investigation into the subject’s welfare and whether he
was a danger to himself and others based on the fact that he was in the roadway and walking
barefooted as oncoming traffic was approaching. During the detention, the subject became
verbally non-compliant and displayed active aggression which developed into actively and
defensively resisting personnel as the subject attempted to flee the detention. Personnel
applied hands on control to take the subject into custody for evading arrest or detention.
3. Case Number 20RP048590: On August 25th, 2020, at around 1441 hours, Red Oak Police
Department personnel were dispatched to a reckless driver in the 100 block of Norton Drive.
Dispatch advised that a maroon Ford F-250 was in the parking lot of the Exxon Norton and
the driver was possibly intoxicated. The suspect was reportedly running the reporting party
off the road way. Personnel arrived on scene and made contact with the subject. A store
employee confirmed that the subject was the reckless driver and the subject was accused of
colliding with two vehicles. The other driver which was also on scene and was visibly upset.
Personnel observed that the suspect had an odor of an alcoholic beverage emitting from his
mouth and was unsteady on his feet. Personnel issued verbal commands to the subject to
walk towards the patrol car and the subject failed to comply with the commands. Personnel
attempted to escort the subject which continued to remove the personnel’s hands as they
attempted to escort him and refused to cooperate with the investigation. The subject
continued to be verbally non-compliant and passively resist the personnel. Personnel applied
hands on control and soft empty hand to take the subject into custody for suspicion of driving
while intoxicated.
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4. Case Number 20RP052795: On September 15th, at around 2314 hours, Red Oak Police
Department personnel were dispatched to 202 S. Interstate Highway 35 East (Motel 6) in
reference to a domestic disturbance. Dispatch advised that the caller could hear a female
screaming and further advised that the window to the room #222 had been broken. Dispatch
advised that a heavy set, Hispanic, male, with no shirt on, was involved. Dispatch then
advised that the manager for the hotel was knocking on the door and advised that the male
was actively assaulting the female. Personnel arrived on scene and made contact with a
female on the second story bleeding from a large gash to the females right inner bicep.
Personnel removed the female from the area and summoned medical assistance for her injury.
Personnel observed broken glass outside of room #222 and noticed that the entire window had
been broken out. Personnel could hear a male yelling from inside room #222. Personnel
issued verbal commands to the male occupant to exit the room which failed to comply.
Personnel continued with the verbal commands and the male subject eventually exited the
room naked and appeared to be under the influence of alcohol and/or an unknown substance.
Personnel continued to issue verbal commands to the subject to get on the ground which
continued to be verbally non-compliant and passively resist. Personnel applied hands on
control and soft empty hand to take the subject into custody for Assault (Family Violence)
Impeding breath or circulation and interference with emergency telephone call. Personnel
secured the subject into a spit hood due to the subject repeatedly spitting on officers.
Personnel attempted to secure the male subject a patrol unit for transport. The male refused
to get into the vehicle by locking his body and resisting all attempts to secure him inside of
the vehicle. The on-duty supervisor deployed a drive stun from his conductive energy device
into the subject’s abdomen which allowed the subject to be secured in the backseat of the
patrol vehicle. Medical personnel examined the subject and determined that the subject was
not in need of medical attention.
5. Case Number 20RP056532: On October 5th, 2020, at around at 1828 hours I, Red Oak
Police Department personnel stopped a red Toyota Corolla for a traffic violation. Personnel
made contact with the occupants and the driver provide her issued identifying information
and the passenger verbally identified himself. Upon further investigation, it was discovered
that the passenger had provided false or fictitious identifying information. The occupants
were requested to exit the vehicle and step to the rear and they complied. The occupants
admitted that marijuana was inside of the vehicle and a probable cause search was conducted.
The search also discovered the passenger’s identifying information. A records check revealed
an active warrant for the subject out of the City of Temple for failure to identify. The subject
was advised to place his hands behind his back and the subject became verbally noncompliant and started to passively resist. The subject then escalated his resistance to actively
and defensively resisting as he attempted to flee. Personnel applied hands on control and soft
empty hand to take the subject into custody for the outstanding warrant, failing to identify
fugitive from justice and resisting arrest.
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6. Case Number 20RP058347: On October 15th, 2020, at around 1400 hours, Red Oak Police
Department personnel were dispatched to a disturbance in the 300 block of Carson Street.
The reporting person stated that her brother is going crazy, screaming at the sky and has
harmed himself in the past 24 hours. The subject further stated that her brother had been
missing for 2 days and has just recently been found. Personnel observed the subject in the
front yard of the residence holding his hands towards the sky and speaking to the sky.
Personnel made contact with the subject which appeared agitated and in distress. Personnel
attempted de-escalation and crisis intervention techniques during the contact with the subject.
The subject continued to escalate during the contact with his verbal non-compliance and
passively resisting police personnel during the encounter. As the subject continued to escalate
his resistance, personnel deployed a single probe cycle from a conductive energy weapon
which allowed the subject to be secured into handcuffs. The subject was then transported to a
mental health facility for treatment.
7. Case Number 20RP064896: On November 24th, 2020, at around 1808 hours, Red Oak Police
Department personnel were dispatched to a domestic disturbance in the 500 block of N.
Methodist Street. Dispatch advised that a 20 years old male subject had struck his 10-yearold brother by slamming his head into the ground. Dispatch advised that the older brother left
the location on foot and provided the suspect description. Personnel located the subject in the
500 block of Methodist and observed that the male subject was yelling and cussing as
personnel approached. The subject continued the obscenities and asked if the personnel have
a problem. Personnel made contact with the subject which appeared agitated. Personnel
attempted de-escalation and crisis intervention techniques during the contact with the subject.
The subject positioned himself in a bladed fighting stance and personnel requested the subject
to sit down to try and get the subject to calm down. The subject continued to escalate during
the contact with verbal non-compliance and passively resisting police personnel during the
encounter. The subject challenge officers and progressed to active aggression with active and
defensive resistance. Personnel applied defensive countermeasures and as the subject
continued to escalate his resistance, personnel deployed a single probe cycle from a
conductive energy weapon which allowed the subject to be secured into handcuffs and taken
into custody for injury to a child and resisting arrest.
8. Case Number 20RP069050: On December 21st, 2020 at around 0255 hours, Red Oak Police
Department personnel were dispatched to a disturbance in progress in the 100 block of
Foxwood Lane. Dispatch advised that the reporting party's 18-year-old daughter was beating
on her front door and would not leave. Personnel arrived on scene and attempted to make
contact with the female subject sitting in a silver Honda Accord outside of the residence.
Personnel asked the subject to exit the vehicle multiple times for officer safety. The subject
was advised that she would be removed from the vehicle if she did not comply and the
subject became very hostile. The subject started yelling and refusing to comply with the
request. The subject eventually exited the vehicle and was advised to stand at the rear of
the vehicle so she would not have an opportunity to reenter the car. The subject continued
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to yell and argue and started walking away personnel. The subject proceeded to walk to
the front passenger side door when asked to stop at the back of her vehicle. Personnel
attempted to secure the subject into handcuffs and reached for the subject’s left arm to
detain her for officer safety. The subject attempted to walk away and personnel grabbed
the subject to keep the subject from walking away and possibly retrieving a weapon from
the vehicle. The subject attempted to jerk away from personnel again and struck the officer
with one of the subject’s arm into the chest of one of the personnel. The subject continued
to resist being placed in handcuffs and personnel placed the subject face down on the hood
of the vehicle in an attempt to gain compliance. When personnel reached down to place
the subject into handcuffs, the subject turned around and bit the personnel on his right
upper bicep. Personnel grabbed the subject by the top of the subject’s head and pushed
the subject down to gain pain compliance. Personnel were able to get the subject to
release her teeth from the bicep with this action. The subject displayed verbal noncompliance, passive resistance, active aggression, active and defensive resistance, hard
empty hand while committing a felony offense of assault on a public servant during the
encounter. Personnel applied hands on control, soft empty hand and pain compliance
which permitted the subject to be secured into handcuffs. The subject continued to resist
arrest by locking her left arm in front of her body as the subject was escorted to a patrol
vehicle. Upon arriving at the jail, it was found that the subject had slipped out of the
handcuffs. The subject was secured back into handcuffs and escorted into the jail where
she was booked in for Assault on a Peace Officer and Resisting Arrest Search or Transport.

Summary
This analysis was conducted for the purpose of reviewing the Red Oak Police Department’s
response to resistance for calendar year (2020). The Red Oak Police Department takes its
obligations seriously to provide the most effective and efficient police service with the least
adverse impact on our citizens. The Red Oak Police Department is committed to protecting the
rights of all persons and responding to resistance only when necessary, and to the extent
necessary, to achieve legal objectives. This analysis is conducted to attempt to identify methods
for reducing the number of incidents and the inherent risks involved. Officers are trained by the
department to use only the level of force necessary to bring a person under control and complete
a legal objective. Police/citizen encounters can however, change instantly, and officers may be
required to react quickly in responding to resistance to subdue a resisting subject. While officers
prefer to escalate their response to resistance in an orderly manner in order to use the lowest level
possible, the response of a subject may limit that ability and force officers to use whatever
response to resistance is immediately available to protect themselves and the public.

14

