February 21, 2003

Dear Editor,

I was stunned to see the Brattleboro Reformer's editorial piece by Thom Namaya entitled, "Proceed with Caution" concerning the use of ADVANCED TASER M26s in Brattleboro.  This opinion didn't "proceed with caution," it flat out requested the moratorium on the use of the M26 on the basis that that a previous Reformer article on M26s did not research the medical safety of the M26.  Mr. Namaya's opening included that "pro-TASER" information is unsubstantiated PR from the manufacturer.

As the Director of Government Affairs for TASER International, Inc., I can completely refute the so-called large body of evidence from Amnesty International, the Progressive, the DOJ and others.  First and foremost, no fatalities have ever been directly attributed to TASER technology.  Citing Amnesty International on this matter will get Mr. Namaya nowhere.  Amnesty's agenda is the moratorium of all electrical

stun devices. Amnesty International has been calling for independent medical research on TASER's for over 20 years.  Yet for being so concerned, they have not spent one dollar to do the medical research.

Mr. Namaya cites a 1996 press release report by Amnesty International that a woman died of cardiac arrest in Pomona, CA.  I have the actual autopsy report and the cause of death is listed as:  "It is concluded that the death is one produced by metabolic and thermal effects of excited delirium associated with cocaine abuse.  The contribution, if any, produced by the infliction of M26 darts remains problematic." Since that time, more studies have proven that excited delirium is a significant factor during in-custody deaths.  There is no mention of the TASER as the cause of death at all in the death certificate.  I have sent this data to Amnesty International to stop putting erroneous information out, but surprise, surprise; this information is still put

out in recycled press releases.  Your readers may find it interesting that Pomona Police and the competitor that made that TASER were not sued over this case... food for thought.

It is the constant urban myths and legends surrounding the TASER that has since day one at TASER International plagued the TASER with a black eye.  Mr. Namaya's attempted to discredit the TASER name, by stating that the Brattleboro Police Department's choice of the M26 is a lack of consistent accountability in police department operations. On the contrary, choosing the most powerful less-lethal option (ADVANCED TASER M26) as a tool for the police officer's toolbox to

reduce injuries to officers and suspects is about the smartest move a law enforcement agency can make.

The M26 is used by over 2,000 law enforcement agencies in the U.S.  It is deployed as standard issued equipment at over 180 agencies including Albuquerque, Phoenix, Reno, Sacramento police departments and the Ohio State Troopers.  Its powerful, but safe 26-Watt output has stopped the so called 1%-ers who are either goal-oriented and/or resist pain compliance techniques.  The M26 has dropped injuries to police officers  in image conscious Orlando, FL at the Orange County Sheriff's by 88% over the last two years.  Moreover, it accounts for 68% of all use of force by the Orange County Sheriff's (see table below).  At the Phoenix, AZ Police Department, injuries to suspects plummeted by over 70%.  This means both police officers and suspects being arrested are both safer as a result of having the M26 available.

What about accountability?  How many baton strikes, kicks and punches have been thrown at suspects by police officers over the years?  That may not be quantifiable.  It's up to the officer, suspect and witnesses to sort out.  The M26 is the only less-lethal (and lethal) weapon that records its usage.  A microchip records each trigger pull and the information as to when the weapon was fired (both date and time for the last 500+ firings) can be downloaded to verify an officer's report.  No other weapon provides this level of solid and direct accountability.

Speaking of injuries, in over 2,600 actual field uses of the M26, against violent subjects on drugs of all ranges of ages and weights, there have been no deaths and no long-term injuries associated to the M26.  None!

Mr. Namaya also mentions that theM26's ability to cause death was never investigated.  Perhaps it is the fact that no one has died because of the M26.  The weapon is extremely safe and was proven safe during extensive medical testing at the University of Missouri and other independent agencies before the M26 was released for sale. Perhaps the real proof in the pudding is that TASER International has never been sued for any medical or law enforcement use to date.  Given

the litigious society of America, this should clearly indicate that it is being used around the world without a single death attributed to its use. Unfortunately the media has a tendency to provide headlines about TASER related deaths and there is never a retraction when the coroner's report is completed.  There has never been a death

attributed to the use of the TASER in over 30 years of use, although there have been many reported (later refuted) such occurrences.

It appears that the views of the respected Journal of Forensic Sciences were not accurately represented.  Mr. Namaya cites the one and only dissenting opinion of a medical examiner that disagreed with a panel of a multitude of medical examiners.  In this study, 16 deaths associated with the use of the original 1970's TASER (our competitor's device) were examined.  All involved young males who had a history of abuse of controlled substances; all but three were under the influence of cocaine, phencyclidine [phenylcyclohexylpiperidine (PCP)], or amphetamine.  All were behaving in a bizarre or unusual fashion which necessitated calling the police. The cause of death was an overdose of drugs in eleven, gunshot wounds in three, heart disease and possibly a TASER shock in one, and an undetermined cause in one.  All were considered to be under the influence of PCP by the police at the time of the incident.  All were unarmed, which was the reason a TASER was used instead of a more lethal weapon.  The conclusion reached after evaluation of these cases is that the TASER in and of itself does not cause death, although it may have contributed to death in one case but only according to one of the dissenting views (one out of 5 doctors that reviewed the specific cases).

Mr. Namaya also cites Anne-Marie Cusac of the Progressive concerning the use of the M26 against a 15-yr-old student in Miramar, FL who recently resisted arrest.  Mr. Namaya failed to state the extremely large girl who punched at an officer and knocked his glasses off, also wrestled with the officer to the ground and was also pepper sprayed without effect.  She still resisted and was shot with a M26.  The M26 was an alternative to the next level of force -- physical force.  The officers chose tools that would be less damaging that a baton strike. How would that have played in the press?

I have never seen the U.S. Department of Justice report that Mr. Namaya cites that TASERs cause blunt trauma and electrical insult that could lead to death.  That's interesting in that the probes from a M26 hit with very little kinetic energy.  He cites the report places the impact level equal to the impact of a baseball. The weight of a

baseball is 148 grams and is nine inches in circumference.  The weight of the one inch long M26 probe is 1.58 grams with a circumference of .23 inches.  Although firing at the about the same speed, the weights of the probes versus a baseball are non-comparable.  The baseball strikes with 70 times more energy than a M26 probe.  TheM26 probes have never caused any long-term damage to date in its 40,000 plus uses.  As for electrical output causing death, our M26 output of 0.162

amps is less 1/100th the dangerous level of electrical energy for cardiac tissue.

Also cited was a 1990 British Forensic Service report.  For the record, TASERs were illegal in the UK for police use until now.  The UK is under the watchful eye of Amnesty International.  Even more daunting is the microscope of a society that is more stringent on human rights and is anti-gun even for law enforcement.  However, after some of the most extensive modern testing of the M26, the Home Office has approved the M26 for field testing at five of the larger police agencies in the UK, including the vaunted Metropolitan Police.  This includes over two years of extensive research.  I seriously doubt that my pro-TASER information was considered as unsubstantiated PR from the manufacturer.

Mr. Namaya states he tried to facilitate training for Brattleboro regarding the de-escalation of crisis situations regarding the emotionally disturbed persons (EDPs) based upon his experience at an inpatient veteran's psychiatric facility.  Crisis Intervention Teams (CIT) across America from the police departments of Albuquerque, Akron and Minneapolis to Maryland's Montgomery County Sheriff's Officer taut the M26 as one of the better tools in their tool chest to deal with the emotionally disturbed persons (EDPs).  CITs attempt to de-escalate as much as possible the amount of violence that law enforcement confronts with violent EDPs.  

I commend Mr. Namaya for ensuring that in a crisis situation that as little harm as possible occurs.  However, sometimes, even CIT must use force.  Is Mr. Namaya a former inpatient veteran's psychiatric expert? If he hasn't seen the need for force in this arena then I would suspect not.  His credentials say "poet and business owner running for Brattleboro Selectboard."

Mr. Namaya states that "it is clear from the evidence that there needs to be a moratorium on the use of TASERs."  There is nothing clear about this.  This would be a first in the U.S. with 2,000+ law enforcement agencies successfully using the M26.  Their experience includes dramatic reductions in injuries to police officers and

suspects, reduced liability and litigation. The facts should be reviewed along with modern medical reports and actual field use data on the ADVANCED TASER M26. In closing, it might be constructive for Mr. Namaya to attend a M26 training course to see first hand the safeguards built into this amazing new technology.

Sincerely, 

Stephen Tuttle

Director of Government Affairs

