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Introduction:
As a trial consultant and expert witness in Use of Force:
My objective is to apply my education, work experience and specialized knowledge in:
Incident Scene Reconstruction- Ballastics/Firearms, Defensive Tactics and Use of Force Science emperical data:
To evaluate the “totality of the circumstances,” in a Use of Force incident involving Police and civilians collectively or individually.          
 
Use of Force by Police:
Use of force by Police Officers intersects Law Enforcement Policies and Procedures and civilian rights. It encompasses a wide range of actions, from verbal commands to physical restraint and the use of deadly force. The guiding principle for Police Use of Force is reasonableness, which requires a careful balance between maintaining public safety and upholding the rights and freedoms of individuals. From a Police perspective, use of force is an essential tool to assist them in ensuring compliance with their lawful commands , maintaining order, and enhancing the safety of the public and the Officer.
The guiding principle for Police Use of Force is reasonableness. The standard for assessing the appropriateness of force is based on the objective reasonableness standard established by the U.S. Supreme Court in the 1989 case Graham v. Connor. The standard evaluates what a typical Officer would do under similar circumstances, without the benefit of hindsight.
Key Factors for a Police Officer to consider when employing Use of Force:
· Severity of the Crime: The nature and seriousness of the offense being committed. 
· Immediate Threat: Whether the suspect poses an immediate threat to the safety of the Officers or others.
· Active Resistance: Whether the suspect is actively resisting arrest or attempting to evade arrest by flight.
An Officer's actions will be considered from the perspective of a reasonable Officer on the scene and consideration of the split-second decision-making ( critical thinking ) Officers must make in a dynamic volatile situation. 
The goal is to assess the Officer's actions based on a reasonable Officer's perspective and the ” totality of the incident” in a rapidly changing situation.
Use of Force by Police has significant implications for a civilian’s constitutional rights under the Fourth Amendment of our constitution that protects an  individual from unreasonable searches and seizures. 
The principle of reasonableness was established in Graham v. Connor and is intended to ensure that police actions are justified and proportionate to the incident.
Judicial citations related to the reasonableness of police use of force:
1. Graham v. Connor, 490 U.S. 386 (1989): This landmark case established the objective reasonableness standard for evaluating police use of force under the Fourth Amendment.
2. Scott v. Harris, 550 U.S. 372 (2007): This case involved a high-speed car chase and held that the use of force was reasonable given the immediate risk of serious physical injury to others.
3. Tennessee v. Garner, 471 U.S. 1 (1985): This case addressed the use of deadly force against a fleeing suspect and established that such force is only justified if the suspect poses a significant threat of death or serious injury to the officer or others.
Graham v. Connor, 490 U.S. 386 (1989)
This case set the standard for evaluating claims of excessive force by Law Enforcement Officers under the Fourth Amendment. The Supreme Court ruled that the appropriate standard is "objective reasonableness"—meaning that an Officer's actions are to be judged from the perspective of a reasonable Officer on the scene, rather than with the 20/20 vision of hindsight.
Scott v. Harris, 550 U.S. 372 (2007)
In this case, the Supreme Court held that a Police Officer did not violate the Fourth Amendment by ramming a fleeing suspect's car during a high-speed chase. The Court determined that the use of force was reasonable because the suspect's reckless driving posed an immediate threat of serious physical harm to others. This decision reinforced the application of the objective reasonableness standard in cases involving high-stakes, rapidly evolving situations.
Tennessee v. Garner, 471 U.S. 1 (1985)
This case addressed the use of deadly force against a fleeing suspect. The Supreme Court held that the Fourth Amendment prohibits the use of deadly force to prevent the escape of a suspect unless the officer has probable cause to believe that the suspect poses a significant threat of death or serious physical injury to the officer or others. The Court emphasized that the force used must be proportional to the threat posed by the suspect.
To address excessive use of force allegations Police Agencies should consider:   
· Enhanced Training: Improving training for police officers on de-escalation techniques and non-lethal methods of control.
· Body Cameras: Mandating the use of body cameras to provide transparency and accountability in police interactions.
· Civilian Oversight: Establishing independent civilian oversight boards to review use-of-force incidents and hold officers accountable.
· Policy Revisions: Revising Use-of-Force policies to prioritize de-escalation and clearly define acceptable practices.
In conclusion, the use of force by police remains a complex and contentious issue that necessitates ongoing dialogue and collaboration between Law enforcement and the communities they serve. By striving for a balance between public safety and the protection of individual rights, it is possible to build trust and ensure that the use of force is both reasonable and justifiable.

Use of  Force Civilian:
The use of force by civilians, also known as self-defense, is governed by both statutory law and case law in most jurisdictions. The principle behind self-defense laws is that an individual has the right to protect themselves, their property, and others from imminent harm. However, the use of force must be reasonable and proportionate to the threat faced.
Key points regarding civilian use of force include:
1. Imminent Threat: The individual must believe that they or someone else is in immediate danger of harm. This belief must be reasonable under the circumstances.
2. Proportional Response: The force used must be proportional to the threat. For example, if someone is being attacked with non-lethal force, responding with lethal force may not be considered reasonable.
3. Duty to Retreat: Some jurisdictions have a "duty to retreat," which means that an individual must try to avoid confrontation if it is safe to do so. However, this duty does not apply in all jurisdictions, and some have "stand your ground" laws that allow individuals to use force without retreating.
4. Castle Doctrine: This legal doctrine allows individuals to use force, including deadly force, to protect themselves in their own home without the duty to retreat. The idea is that a person's home is their sanctuary, and they have the right to defend it from intruders.
Notable Cases:
· People v. Goetz (1986): This case involved a civilian who used deadly force on the subway against multiple assailants he believed were about to rob him. The court examined whether his belief in the need for deadly force was reasonable.
· State v. Kelly (1984): This case involved a woman who used deadly force against her abusive husband. The court considered the history of domestic violence in determining whether her use of force was justified.
These principles aim to balance the right to self-defense with the need to prevent excessive and unreasonable use of force.
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