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THE COW SSI ONER: Wl |, good norning everybody.
Counsel, | think we're ready to proceed?
MR. VERTLIEB: Yes, M. Conm ssioner, we are indeed.
THE COW SSI ONER: Yes, M. Vertlieb.
MR. VERTLI EB: Thank you, M. Comm ssioner.
This norning we have scheduled M. Tom Sm t h,
this afternoon, the Honourable Ujal Dosanjh, and
that would be the plan for the day, M.
Comm ssi oner.
So if we can start then wwth M. Thonmas
Sm t h.

THOVAS SM TH, a Manuf act ur er
presenter.

QUESTI ONS BY MR VERTLI EB

C M. Smth, welconme to Vancouver. You are the
Chai rman of the Board of TASER I nternational
Briefly in terms of your own personal background
just please tell the Comm ssioner where you were
born and where you grew up.

A Good norning, M. Comm ssioner.
THE COW SSI ONER: Good nor ni ng.
A Thank you very much for the opportunity to come up

here and speak to you today.
| was born at Scott Air Force Base in

I[I'linois in 1967. W grew up travelling quite a
bit. | attended college at the University of
Arizona where | got a Bachelor of Science in
Ecol ogy and Evol utionary Biol ogy, and subsequently
went to Northern Arizona University for a Master's
of Business Admi nistration, and then had several
jobs prior to starting TASER International in 1993
wi th ny brother.

MR. VERTLI EB

Now, your brother is Patrick, and he serves as the

CEO of the company?

That is correct.

And so you and your brother are the two major

forces in the conpany?

Correct, sir.

Now, you nentioned starting TASER in 1993. The

product had been around, though, prior to that

O O O
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tinme?

Correct. The original Taser systens, which we'l]l
get into in a presentation, canme around in
actually the developnent in the |ate 1960s was
when it was first conceptualized.

Have we covered the background that you would |ike
to convey to the Conm ssioner before you begin
your presentation?

| think so, because we are going to give quite a
bit of history and overview of the technol ogy

t hrough the course of the presentation today.
Wonderful. Then we'll turn directly to you, M.
Smi t h.

Ckay.

MR. VERTLI EB: Thank you, sir.

PRESENTATI ON BY MR. SM TH:

A

Thank you very nmuch again. Please at any tine
stop ne and ask any questions as we go through
t his.

One of the first things | wanted to discuss,
the term"non-lethal"”. There's been a |ot of
coverage around the termthat's being used. W
want to start right up front with the definition
wherein that cane from and it does not nean that
it"s risk free. In fact, in Europe the Non-Iethal
Weapons Comm ssion established in Ettlingen,
Germany, has done quite a bit of extensive study.
NATO has the Human Effects of Non-Iletha
Technol ogy Synposium At the University of New
Hanpshire they have the Non-Iethal Technol ogy
| nnovation Centre. The United States Departnent
of Defence has the Joint Non-I|ethal Wapon
Directorate. Even the University of Bradford has
a non-1lethal weapon program So it's nore to just
lay the foundering that the termnon-lethal is not
sonething that we coined, it's sonmething that's
been di scussed around surroundi ng the industry.

So right out of the gate, are Tasers risk
free? No, they're not. W cover very extensive
warnings in our training and in the material, they
do incapacitate and cause you to fall to the
ground, and we will talk about those subjects
t hrough the course of this presentation.

| think it's also inportant to note that the
only termthat's defined by the United States
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Governnent is the term"non-lethal”. There's no
definition for "less-lethal", or "l ess-than-
lethal", or any of the other terns that are al

synonynous. But this definition as defined by the
U S. CGovernnent, its definition specifically
states that it's explicitly and primarily enpl oyed
SO as to incapacitate while mnimzing fatalities
and injury to personnel and undesired damage.

Now, part of that definition also incorporates
that it does not require a zero probability of
producing fatalities or permanent injuries, and is
such that the intended effect is that, but that
coul d be a possible side outcone. So that term
the reason we adopted it was really it's the only
defined termthat exists by a governnental agency.

There's been a | ot of discussion surrounding
obviously the tragic events that had occurred here
t hat brought this Commi ssion to cone and take a
| ook at this, and one of the analyses that we've
given is a conparison to, for exanple, airbags and
their use in autonobiles. Since they came out in
1998 there has been tragic incidents which
occurred with autonobil e accidents where airbags
have been deployed, and if you | ooked at a
cunmul ative nunber of, say, 650,000 peopl e being
killed in association with an airbag use, that
coul d al so be conpared to considered statistics
where you woul d think maybe the nunber is
i ncreasing, when in fact the actual death tol
associated wth that particular technol ogy is not
increasing and, if you |look at the comparison to
annual mles driven, it's actually decreasing.

And | woul d hope that as recommendati ons as peopl e
eval uate our technol ogies going forward, | think
you woul d see sonmething simlar. Airbags were
desi gned to nmake aut onobil e accidents safer, nuch
like a taser was designed to nmake interaction and
confrontati on between peopl e safer.

W're here to talk today about electronic
control devices, that is the generic category. W
use conpressed nitrogen to propel wires at a
di stance to basically attach to an individual and
send an electronic signal into a person. Taser is
a trademark. Jack Cover invented the nane back in
the 1970s, and we acquired that name from hi m when
we started our conmpany in 1993 and have since gone
f orward
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As | was asked earlier by counsel, the Taser
cane out and developed in the |late 1960s and was
introduced to the market in 1974 with the device
you see on the screen. That is the original
Tasertron Taser. It fired two cartridges. It
wor ked a di stance of up to, | believe, at the tine
it was 15 feet. And that product has been around
again since the 1970s.

Unfortunately when Jack invented the
technol ogy, he did not develop it to the point of
truly incapacitating. It was nore of a pain
conpliance device. And that's really why the
t echnol ogy had never really advanced over the
years.

When ny brother and | started our conpany in
1993, we produced the Air Taser system which in
the United States was actually introduced to the
civilian marketplace. W did not enter |aw
enforcement until late 1999, and there are 200, 000
citizens carrying this in the United States today.

| do want to point out it is prohibited in
Canada for civilians to have this technol ogy.

| think it's also interesting to point out
the reason ny brother and | started our conpany
was we had two friends get shot and killed in a
road rage incident in Scottsdale, Arizona, and so
we started taking a | ook at, you know, grow ng up
wat ching Star Wars and Star Trek, how could we use
technol ogy to advance the state of self-defence?
Basically everything el se that was on the narket,
be it pepper spray, collapsible cavenan's bat on,
and those other types of instrunents all worked on
inflicting pain. So while we've had great
advances in science and tal king on cell phones and
medi cine, we felt we could apply science to end
confrontation nuch, much safer. Even for our nom
who was | ooking at a way to defend hersel f, ended
up buying a Doberman Pinscher, this is again in
the 1990s, we felt it was sonething that we should
take a look at and led to this introduction in
1993.

After being in the civilian market, we went
back and retool ed the product and found out that
we wanted to design it with much nore of a firearm
shape to mnimze training, and truly focus on the
i ncapacitative effects.

Qur original Ar Taser in 1993 was very
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simlar to the original technol ogi es devel oped in
the '70s, so while it would work in the majority

of the cases, it did not work on the peopl e that

were notivated and could fight through pain.

Thi s product, the Advanced Taser M6, was
devel oped to focus on specifically when it was
depl oyed and it attached both probes to the
individual, it would incapacitate and end that
confrontation.

Again on the device there's a safety that
when you turn it on, it turns on a red | aser dot
to assist the officer in aimng. Once you pull
the trigger, it deploys those probes out we'll
talk about in a mnute. The device runs
automatically for five seconds. At the end of
five seconds you could pull the trigger to
activate again if required in order to keep a
subj ect incapacitated.

The success of that product led to the
introduction in 2003 of the X26, which was 60
percent smaller, 60 percent lighter, and that was
focused on being able to be carried on the
officer's belt. Again, when officers go into
confrontations or situations where they have to
arrest, they have to be carrying whatever tool
they're going to have with them They don't have
the ability to, say, call tinme out or go back to a
vehicle to pick sonething up. So we were
designing this to get onto the officer's belt.

And there was a |l ot of technol ogy and study done
in the 1990s through today researching this
technology as it was introduced to the nmarket.

W nmake a variety of cartridge distances and
they are col our coded, with the yell ow door
indicating a distance of 15 feet in |length of
wire, the silver is 21, the green is 25, blue is a
simul ation cartridge used for training, and then
t he orange door, which is out to 35 feet. | point
this out, because again it's in the assistance of
the officers in know ng the di stance they can be
froma subject in order to deploy a Taser w thout
having to get cl ose.

Basically when the Taser is fired it deploys
two darts that are attached by wire. W used
conpressed nitrogen to propel those two darts out.
They are at an ei ght-degree separation angle. The
top dart wll always go where the laser sight is
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poi nted. Again this goes back to the training
that they are given as it relates to firearns,
centre of nmass deploynent. The top dart is the
one they will worry about. The bottomdart fires
directly belowit, again with an ei ght-degree
spread, so that as you | ook at the distance the
target is fromthe front of the Taser, for every
seven feet of distance, you'll get about a one-
foot spread between those probes. So at a

di stance of roughly 21 feet, if you hit sonmebody
in the upper chest area, the bottom probe woul d be
about 36 inches bel ow that particul ar probe.

| can tell you the average distance that
we' ve seen over the years is a distance of between
seven and 13 feet in a typical Taser depl oynent
scenari o.

One of the other things we did fromday one
was we were worried about accountability and
responsi bl e use. So every cartridge that we
manuf acture has a uni que serial nunber on it.

When the cartridge is deployed it is a single use.
It is disposable. Wwen it fires out those two
probes and the wires, it also disperses the little
AFI D or Anti-Felon ldentification tags you see
down there in the bottomthat are serialized. So
that in instances you could apply that serial
nunber and issue it to an officer so that if he
depl oyed it on scene, you could actually go back
and identify fromevidence left where it was used.
And then by finding those ID tags, if you were to
track it to the specific officer, you could al so
just confirmthat it was the officer's Taser that
was fired by the serial nunber of the cartridge

t hat had been given to him

Again this is an accountability measure. In
the U S we also track this to the civilians so we
can ensure we have proper and accountabl e use.

On the device itself, because we're
el ectronic, we're able to add a | ot of technol ogy
to this. The back display, when you first armthe
system by swtching the safety off, gives you a
percentage of the battery that is remaining.

Agai n on our previous nodels they would just get a
[ight that would indicate. On our new X26, which
i s being used now, they actually can get the
percentage of battery so they'll know exactly how
much tinme they have left to be able to use this.
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When the Taser is activated it al so gives
information back to the officers in a countdown,
five-four-three-two-one, on the display to
indicate to the officer howmuch tinme is left. So
it's about knowi ng the situation, know ng how much
time that Taser is being depl oyed.

It also allows you to sel ect between a
flashlight and a | aser, and then al so when you
upload it there's a |ot of diagnostic information
gi ven surroundi ng dates and tinmes and tenperature
that we track

The digital power magazi ne that powers the
Taser has a 10-year shelf life. |In fact, the
batteries that are used inside of our DPMto power
the Taser are the sanme Duracell batteries that |
have here. They're Duracell CR123 batteries that
you find in nost digital canmeras, or even nost
flashlights. Now, while these batteries on a
canera w I | power maybe 200 fl ashes, we can get
al nost 20, 000 Taser pul ses out of this particular
power supply. And again that allows us, it is
programmabl e, that we can programin the field,
shoul d we have any software changes.

We also built into the Taser sonethi ng uni que
called a Dataport system Every tinme the trigger
is pulled, we record the date, the tine, the
duration, the tenperature and the battery status
of the last 1,500 tinmes that the Taser had been
depl oyed. These are encrypted data files and we
use a USB pl ug-and-play systeminto the bottom of
it to dowload it. Where this can cone into play
is after a Taser has been fired. You can actually
take the Taser fromthat particular officer and
hook it up to a conputer through USB and downl oad
again when it's been deployed. So you have
accountability in command staff oversight of how
and where the technology is being used.

Al so this goes back to how many tines it was
depl oyed: was it one, was it five, was it 20? So
again it's going to assist in the accountability
and the processing of exactly how, when and where
this technol ogy was deployed in a specific
si tuation.

Those were great, but we al so | earned through
the International Association of Chiefs of Police
t hat video would be even better. In fact, an in-
car video in that AICP study, 96 percent of the
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time when video was present it acquitted the
of ficer of any particul ar wongdoi ng.

Agai n we had the advantage of being an
el ectronic device that we were able to | ook at the
next |evel of accountability and integrate a
canera systemthat is an option that can be put
right into the bottom of our X26, that now when
you armthe safety and turn on the red dot, you
will see exactly what the Taser sees and it wll
record up to 90 m nutes of audio and video. So
again on the accountability and transparency side
of this technology, you'll have a video i mage of
exactly what was seen.

And now |I'm going to show you a vi deo.

(VI DEO BEI NG PLAYED)

This is actual TaserCam footage in Kansas
Cty. These officers have been dispatched to this
home. The subject has barricaded hinself in a
bat hr oom

The dot you see there in the centre is the
| aser dot fromthe Taser

This is a nmental subject that is to be
returned to a nental hospital, and you'll notice
when they open the door of the bathroom the
gentl eman facing the canera is hol ding a butcher
knife in his right hand. A butcher knife facing
an officer, if he approaches them can be defined
in nost instances as a |lethal situation, and
you'll see how the Taser here is depl oyed.

They give three warnings, and then deploy the
Taser. Two Tasers were fired at this particul ar
subject. So that's two Tasers as he starts to get
back up, they trigger again and runs for a second
five-second discharge. He still has the knife in
hi s hand.

They are giving commands to drop the knife so
they nay enter the room Now that the knife is
out of the roomafter a third Taser depl oynent,
they are able to take this individual into
cust ody.

You will notice at the bottomthe flashes on
the screen are the serial nunber of the Taser.
They cone at about every ten seconds, as well as
the date and tine. Again this video is correlated
back to our Dataport downl oad program as
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integration to assist in the real events of what
the video is recordi ng, whose Taser it was
recorded on. And again here the subject is being
able to be being taken into custody by handcuffs.

(VI DEO STOPPED)

So if you |look at the technol ogies that we've
integrated into this, fromthe tracking of the
cartridges, to the neuronuscul ar incapacitation to
the actual control of the way the waveformthat is
produced by the Taser is nonitored, the display
information to give back to the officer, the DPM
system the digital power magazi ne system that
supplies the power, again, our TaserCam there has
been a | ot of technology introduced and integrated
into Taser systens so that we can assi st command
staff in the accountable and responsible use to
make sure how, when and where it's being used is
tracked.

Now let's talk a little bit about the
el ectrical output of the Taser and how we got to
where we're at with this system

Basically on discussion of electricity it is
the flow of electrons. That is what electricity
is, it's the flow of electrons through a
conductor. Voltage is really the pressure or the
di stance the energy will junp, and current or
anperage is the flow rate, how nany el ectrons are
goi ng over a given tine period.

So if you take a basic look at this
technol ogy, what the Taser is in its nost
sinplistic form If | hold ny hand up, ny brain
is transmtting an electrical signal, so that ny
fist open and closes as quickly as I can. Inits
nost basic form the taser has copied that
wavef orm and we plug that in renotely through
those two contact points to send a signal into
make your nuscles contract and rel ease 19 tines
per second.

Now, again, in its nost basic form and
there's a ot of science behind this, the fact
that this is ongoing is not affecting the
heartbeat or the breathing. Those are different
el ectrical systens that exist within the body. W
were specifically focused with this technol ogy on
nmuscl es, notor nuscles that are used when sonebody
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wants to engage in a confrontation and be able to
fight.

Ri ght here in Vancouver at the Wbrld Science
Museum you can go down and put your hands on a Van
de Graaff generator that generates as nmuch as 20
mllion volts. Again, it's no power behind it.
Those Van de Graaff generators have been around
for many, many years, and | think it's interesting
to note that you can get the static shock on a
door knob from rubbi ng your feet on a carpet that
can be as high as 35 to 50,000 volts.

So while there's a | ot of sensationalism
around the 50,000 volts produced out of the front
of our device, that sinply tells you that the
di stance that the energy will arc through
clothing, if it does not contact the skin. And
again it's not the voltage that is the cause of
concern, it's the anperage that we want to neasure
and regulate that's going into the body.

So let's take a | ook at those specific
specifications. W have a high voltage arc, to
arc through clothing, but when you actually | ook
at the voltage going across the body, it's between
1,200 and 5,000 volts, depending on our two
products. But again the current is very, very
low. It's less than four mllianps.

There had been sone testinony previously
| ooki ng at patents that was conpletely erroneous
regarding this average current being put into the
body. That was a different nmeasurenent system
and in fact the specifications are very specific
that come with every Taser on the anmount of energy
delivered. And again another type of neasurenent
you could |l ook at are joules. Less than one joule
is delivered to the body on the M26 and .07 joules
are delivered out of our X26. And if I wll give
you an external cardiac defibrillator as a
conparison, those typically deliver between 150
and 400 joul es of energy per pul se hundreds of
times nore powerful than the output of a Taser
devi ce.

Let's al so give a conparison to the energy
that's flowng out of a wall outlet, because a
110-volt wall outlet, people know that you don't
want to stick your finger in a wall outlet and
they' Il hear the 50,000-volt specification on a
Taser, but it's really the flow of anperage. That
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110-volt wall outlet is hooked up to a power plant
that will dunp an endless flow of current, as high
as 16 anps of current. \Where you conpare that
output to the Taser device of 2.1 mllianps on our
X26, 3.6 mllianps on our M26, it is a mniscule
anmount. Again we're working fromthe sane
batteries that power flashlights or caneras, so we
are working froma fixed power supply.

| think a great analogy is water.
Electricity and water are very simlar. If | were
to tell you to stand under Ni agara Falls, the huge
vol une of water would crush you. That's simlar
to the wall outlet. |It's not falling a very |ong
di stance, but it's an incredible volune, or
current, of water that's falling that distance.
Yet that sane water can appear in rain clouds
where no one is afraid to go out and get crushed
by a rainstorm because that electricity is
falling many, many thousands of feet, a |ong
di stance such as the Taser, but it's very | ow
current density when it is falling. So | think
that's a good anal ogy for people to be able to
| ook at a conparison between electricity and
sonmething that's nore readily avail able such as
t he appearance of water.

This technol ogy, | nentioned back in the '70s
and ' 80s, even our first systemin the '90s, it
wor ked nore on a pain conpliance. It affected the

sensory nerves that are near the surface of the
skin that would feel heat, cold, pain. People
when they are on drugs, alcohol, enotionally
di sturbed or choose to fight through pain
conpl i ance devices were not affected by nost of
t hese devi ces.

What we focused on was making sure we
af fected the nerves that stinulate notor nerves,
muscl e tissue that cause your mnuscles to contract
and release 19 tines per second. | think one of
the big things that we've really found in this was
when we were able to get those nuscles to contract
and rel ease, your nuscle tissue sees the signa
that's produced within the body and the Taser and
can't differentiate between them You can't tel
your muscle "lgnore the Taser wave, | want you to
do this." That's one of the reasons this has been
so successful in true incapacitation is because
that stinulation effect on the tissue is the sane
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and there's nothing you can do to stop it.
What |'mgoing to show you here is a video
that graphically denonstrates this concept.

(VI DEO BEI NG PLAYED)

The first systemyou're going to see is the
Tasertron depl oyed. Again the first stun weapons
wor ked on pain conpliance. G ven the goal of
attacking the canera -- you'll notice all of these
attachnments, by the way, are on the chest, the
front of the individual despite clains we weren't
doing that. This was our first systemin 1994,
again across the chest. G ven the goal of
attacking the canera, while it hurt, and you can
see himgrimace, it didn't stop them

When t he Advanced Taser M6 came out in 1999
with the goal of true incapacitation, now those
sane subjects when they were exposed to the
technol ogy, you get a conpletely different
reaction. It's an inmediate incapacitation. Wen
it ends, they recover and respond i medi ately.
There's no lasting effect that would keep them
fromcontinuing a fight.

The X26 that cane out in 2003, again with
that safe pul se technol ogy across the chest of
t hese individuals | ocks them up, conpletely unable
to fight. Then as soon as the five seconds ends,
they're right back on their feet. And again
that's critical for training that officers
understand when this is over they need to either
have themin custody or they will recover their
full facilities.

Agai n the individual that can fight through
the pain technology is now attached to the product
and i ncapacitated without being able to fight.

(VI DEO STOPPED)

There's been a nyth out there about
i ndependent studies. You know, a |ot of
conversation has occurred surrounding this
particular topic. These conpendi uns that are on
the table in front of me here today have been
previously provided to the Comm ssion in an
abstract form If you were to print them out,
this is the volunme of those types of studies.
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There are 129 nedical and field studies published
on our technology wth |less than 20 percent of

t hose studi es having been funded or sponsored by
TASER | nt er nati onal

We have certainly funded studies, starting
back in the '90s. | was the first person ever hit
by a TASER International device in 1993, as we
were trying to | earn and understand how this
t echnol ogy wor ked.

But if you | ook at these studies, there is a
sanpling up there of conputer nodelling, ani mal
studi es, technical evaluations, nedical overviews,
as well as the respiration, general effects,
exhaustion, drug interaction, blood chemstry,
bl ood markers. There's an incredible know edge of
information out there and | woul d believe that
this is the nost studied technol ogy avail able for
police use of force today.

Again, as we nove forward and | ook at sone
sanples of the articles and journals that have
peer reviewed and published this study, you'l
al so notice an increase in the studi es being done,
which | think is fantastic.

Again, we started our studies in the '90s
prior to introducing this product to the market.
We continue that study today and we believe it's
fantastic that the research i s ongoi ng.

We al so have to deal with the chall enge of
t he peer review process because a |ot of tines
when these studies are done, it can take nonths
and years before they're peer reviewed and
publ i shed, so we have to wait for a |l ot of that
information to cone out to the general public. |
think it's interesting to note that in 2006, 12
different studies and nine posters were done, and
you can see the increase between 2007 and present,
18 studi es were done and 20 posters during that
time, again show ng the increasing anal ysis that
i s being done by the community | ooking at this
i nformati on.

We al so have established fantastic scientific
and nedi cal advisors. Mst recently |last year we
got Dr. Richard Carnona to join our Board of
Directors. He was the 17th U S. Surgeon Ceneral
in the United States, who is hel pi ng gui de these
studies. Dr. Mark Kroll, who sits also on our
Board of Directors and chairs our Scientific and



14
Thomas Smith (Manufacturer presenter)
Presentation

OCO~NOUITRAWNE

Medi cal Advisors to | ook at what anal ysis should
be done so that we can mnimze the anmobunt of
energy being delivered to the body. And Dr. Hugh
Cal ki ns, out of Johns Hopkins University, the
Director of Electrophysiology and Cardi ol ogy,
again one of the top hospitals in North Anerica,
that's helping guide us in the research that we
are sponsoring, so that we can understand how this
t echnol ogy works and mi nim ze the anmount of energy
bei ng depl oyed.

One of the first studies that was done was a
SW ne study, a pig study, where we established
what is the baseline. W have to start sonmewhere,
and this study was done and published in the -- in
PACE, which is one of the | eadi ng physi ol ogi cal
journals in the United States. And basically it
was establishing a beginning safety margin, and
you can see there it was roughly a 20:1 to one
safety margin for somebody that was roughly 100
pounds on average. And again this was a baseline
study that we did on aninmals as we started our
analysis into working with the electricity in the
human body.

The United Kingdom spent several mllion
British pounds studying this starting back in the
year 2000 when our first products cane to the
market. | think it was interesting that part of
their analysis, |looking at the M26 and the X26,
failed to produce VFBs or ventricul ar
fibrillation, even when applied to the heart's
nost vul nerable point. Again, | think you' ve
heard that that is sonmething that is of concern
and you'll be seeing in the upcom ng presenters
that that has been analyzed and it has been
denonstrated in the field each and every tine a
Taser is deployed across the nost vul nerable
point, the T-wave of the heartbeat.

It's also interesting to note that the
si mul ated waveforns failed to evoke ventricul ar
fibrillation and despite our nethodol ogy sayi ng at
| east a 20:1 safety margin, the United Ki ngdom
showed in fact a 70:1 safety margin on the M26 and
a 240:1 on the X26 in the studies that they did.

They al so, the Scientific and Technol ogy
Laboratory, went and | ooked at seven different
drugs and the interaction that that has on the
body, as well as when it's being depl oyed by
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Taser. You'll notice on the mddle bullet point
there that while these frequently abused drugs
have the potential to contribute to any cardi ac-
related norbidity, or nortality that may arise in
the context of Taser use, there is no experinental
evi dence that the aforenentioned pro-arrhythmc
factors increase the susceptibility of the Tasers
specifically sufficient to cause an arrhythmc
event. And that was one -- that study had to be
produced and was conpleted prior to Tasers being
put on the streets in the United Ki ngdom where
t hey have now been depl oyed for several years and
atrial is underway to expand their use because of
t he success of the program

There has al so been drug interaction
guestions. So one of the studies that we donated
research to was done by the O eveland dinic,
again one of the top heart institutes in North
America, where the conclusion of this study was
t hat sonebody on cocaine, and this particular
study was done on aninmals, showed that cocaine
made the heart | ess susceptible to electricity-
i nduced fibrillation, conpletely contrary to sone
testinmony that had been made on Friday. W saw,
this study saw actually at the Ceveland Cinic
that in fact it increased the safety margin. Wen
an animal is on cocaine and then exposed to the
Taser did not increase the risk factor

| mentioned previously the United States
Depart ment of Defense, Joint Non-I|ethal Wapon
Directorate. There's a group called the Human
Effects for Centre of Excellence. They conpleted
a study on the M26 and the X26 and confirnmed that
it decreased the overall injury rate to both
of ficers and suspects in conflict situations when
conpared to alternatives along the Use of Force
cont i nuum

It al so concludes that the Tasers were not
primarily the |likely causative factors in any
reported fatalities. Again this was a yearlong
study that was done with 20 academ cs and
researchers by the United States Governnment down
in Texas.

There was al so a study that was comm ssi oned
back in 2004 at the Potomac Institute. It was
al so funded by an adverse sponsor from Aegis
| ndustries that was trying to evaluate this
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technology and find out if it had been used
appropriately. The actual results of that
particul ar study confirnmed the use of the

t echnol ogy and showed that the odds of starting to
contribute to a death, while it is not inplied
cause, at worst was 1:1000. So what it was
show ng was that we had a saved-lives ratio of
70:1 and agai n going back to the airbag anal ogy |
referenced earlier, that ratio was roughly 50:1

| think it's also interesting to note that
M. Stethem had approached our conpany in 2005
wi th sonme technol ogy he was wor ki ng on, asked us
to acquire him W evaluated it. W declined to
acquire that conpany or that technol ogy.

There's also a nyth out there that there are
alternative products that can offer the sanme
i ncapacitation to a Taser device with | ower
current or |ower power. This has been the
fundamental reason that the Tasers didn't work in
the '70s and '80s, and | can tell you several
conpetitors who have tried to cone to market with
| oner power devices that sinply don't work.

And this was an eval uation that was by CRT
agai nst one of our conpetitors on the left, with
the Taser X26 on the right. Again the subject is
hooked up across the chest and you can notice that
it certainly does not incapacitate and end that
confrontation.

Again on the left a conpetitor with a | ower
power device, on the right the X26 show ng the
i ncapacitative effects of ending that
confrontation as soon as the technol ogy has been
deployed. |In fact, the fact that it's causing
pain, you'll notice on the left in this particular
subj ect, nmakes himeven nore violent to attach the
subj ect, where on the right they are not able to
fight through it.

We have scientifically calibrated these to
use the |l owest currents necessary to incapacitate
and mai ntain the highest safety margin that we
possi bly can. That is why 350,000 officers in
over 12,750 agencies in 40-plus countries are
using this technol ogy today.

VWhere we are in the field, we have over
680, 000 human volunteers - and this is an
estimated nunber, we obviously can't track every
one of them - have been exposed to a Taser. Most
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of these are | aw enforcenent officers that get
exposed to a Taser as part of their training. In
addition, there's about another 550,000 act ual
field uses. That totals well over 1.2 mllion
peopl e that have been exposed to the feeling of a
Taser device. Now, they do cause sone pain. They
cause tenporary skin irritations. You may al so
see sone physical type exertion injuries. Again
we said previously they are not risk free, they do
cause you to fall to the ground. But that's an
amazi ng nunber of people that have been exposed to
t hi s technol ogy.

As far as the volunteer database goes, we
have over 15,000 docunented volunteer fornms. We'd
be happy to provide those to the Comm ssion.
can also tell you that we have al so had peopl e say
that we were only using healthy volunteers in our
denonstrations and that no offence to the | aw
enforcement conmmunity, but a lot of |aw
enforcenment officers are not all healthy.

This is one class wwth 66 students as a
sanple on the left side. You'll notice the
average age was 40, conpared to the average use on
the streets on this field use is in the | ower
thirties. And just an exanple of sonme of the pre-
exi sting conditions, health conditions that these
i ndi vi dual s had, which we found out after we
exposed themto the Taser. One of themup there
with a nyocardial infarction neans he had
previously had a heart attack, yet it still went
t hrough an exposure in this one class of a Taser.

We al so have over 10,000 docunented field
uses, again be happy to provide this to the
Comm ssion. | can tell you when we provided this
to the United States Departnment of Defense to
eval uate, they had never received such docunented
field use fromactual volunteers -- excuse ne,
field uses of this technol ogy as they had when we
were actually eval uated when they were eval uating
whet her to use these by the United States

Mlitary.

There has al so been the discussion of mssion
creep. It is true that officers are mgrating to
use Taser devices. | wll remnd you that eight

years there were zero in Canada. The technol ogy
had not been introduced, so obviously they've
expanded that program But the discussion also
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needs to be what are they mgrating fron? And is
this substitution of Taser devices an inprovenent
or isit adetrinent? That's certainly a valid
conversation that | think needs to be addressed.

So let's conpare to the other types of force
that are available to the | aw enforcenent officer
to end confrontation.

What you see on the screen here is if
sonebody, this is assum ng a thousand exposures to
being hit by a firearm half the tinme they're
going to die, half the tine they' re going to have
a serious injury. |If you punch, kick or strike
sonebody to inflict pain, 45 to 78 percent of the
time you' re going to cause an injury. That's what
the intent of that force is to do, to end that
confrontation. The use of a Taser is nuch nore
i ke playing college athletics in types of the
injury profile seen, and we'll talk about the
sources of where that data cones from

When the United Kingdom again now anal yzed
putting the Tasers out on the streets, they did a
ri sk analysis conparing the relative risk of use
of force to the other options officers were
depl oyi ng, and on the basis of those findings they
conpared CS pepper spray, batons or police dogs,
and made the recomendati on that Tasers should be
depl oyed on the Use of Force hierarchy between
enpty hands, physical skills and incapacitant
sprays. Typically I've also heard that described
as "active resistance", the point where the fight
is going to cone.

The Taser is not a substitute for a firearm
Some of our critics have tried to nake that
determnation. |If a firearmor |ethal response is
recogni zed, that is typically where a Taser is not
going to be used, but a firearmwoul d be used.

The DQJ, Departnment of Justice, National
Institute of Justice, funded Dr. WIIliam Bozeman
at Wake Forest University Hospital to do a
conparative analysis over two years where they
| ooked at nearly 1,000 subjects that had been
exposed to a Taser and found that 99.7 percent of
t hose people had either no injuries or mld
injuries, where three of the subjects had injuries
again related to the falls that required
hospitalization. That's where the subject cones
out in the conparison, the injury rates conpared
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to college athletics, a study that was done and
funded by the U S. Departnent of Justice.

This is a video, again when you're conparing
t hose other uses of force, and I'Il talk over it
and I won't play the whole video.

(VI DEO BEI NG PLAYED)

This is an individual that unfortunately died
in police custody, no Taser was used, no capsicum
spray was used. This is the typical individua
that you may have heard the term"excited delirium
syndronme" exhibits. This person did have drugs on
board. They're partially naked. You'll see a
physi cal confrontation. This is one of the |levels
of force an officer has at their disposal, which
i s basically hands-on fighting.

Again the officer is trying to arrest this
i ndi vi dual, has to go hands-on, get into a
physical fight to try and prevent himfrom
injuring hinmself or others, exposing hinmself and
the subject to risk, and unfortunately in this
particul ar instance at the end after this
confrontation, the subject did not survive. And
if I were tolet it play, you' d see other officers
cone in and it would becone basically a big fight
between two or three officers and this particul ar
subj ect .

(VI DEO STOPPED)

Pepper spray has been di scussed and
i ntroduced, and a |ot of these use of force issues
have been reviewed as they've all cone to the
mar ket. Pepper spray, when it came out in the
|ate '80s, early '90s went through a simlar
anal ysis by the | aw enforcenent community, and in
fact a study that was done in Berkeley in the late
1990s showed that when pepper spray was used the
subj ects becane nore aggressive in 30 percent of
the instances. So instead of reducing the use of
force instance, it was increasing the use of force
by aggravating the particul ar subjects.

When the Taser was first evaluated by the
Royal Canadi an Mounted Police here, one of the
things that they did was exposed officers to OC
spray on the left of the screen, and the Taser M6
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on the right of the screen. That is the sane
officer in both images. And clearly on the |eft
where they were sprayed with the OC spray it did
not end the confrontation, and in fact gave the
of ficer the opportunity to go and attack a bag.
Where you can see on the right-hand side of the
screen, when the Taser is deployed on these
officers, it ends that confrontation inmediately.
And this was part of the extensive study that
was done prior to the introduction of Tasers by
police in Canada when they were conparing agai nst
the other use of force options available to the
officers, with again the sanme officer on the left
and the right with the left side being OC spray,
versus the right being M26. You can fight through
it because it does cause pain, and if you are
trained to fight through pain it does not stop
that attack from occurring.

(VI DEO BEI NG PLAYED)

This is a video I'l|l |eave for the
Comm ssioner to review later. It's a fairly
| engthy video. [It's an individual that's covered

in blood that is non-conpliant, that basically is
intending to do harm Again what it shows is when
t hey depl oy pepper spray on this individual,
you'll notice he's naked, he's covered in bl ood
and ot her syndrone that officers face on the
streets. Wen he gets sprayed with pepper spray,
becones even nore violent and basically at that
point the big fight is on.

Again I'll leave this for the Conm ssioner to
review | ater because it is a four or five-mnute
vi deo.

(VI DEO STOPPED)

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you very much.

A

Pepper spray was studied, as | nentioned
previously, when it was introduced to | aw
enforcenent, and this is a report out of the ACLU
in 1995 where they | ooked at 26 pepper spray-
related deaths in California alone in two-and-a-
hal f years. So that fatality rate woul d suggest

t hat one person dies after being pepper sprayed
out of about every 600 tines the spray is
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depl oyed. Now, |I'mnot inplying causation, |I'm
sinply relaying that that is an analysis that was
done. In a simlar calculation, if you assuned

that nortality follow ng a Taser use were proven
you woul d see a rate of better than 1:1000, again
the sanme results that we saw by the Potomac study
that | referenced earlier.

So if you were to use that type of an
analysis in arrest-rel ated deaths surrounding the
potential use of either OC spray or Taser, if you
| ooked at the rate per 10 mllion in population
over a given year, you would see a nuch hi gher
ratio in pepper spray versus the taser. And |
t hink that again goes back to the analysis in use
of force conparison, and that is assum ng the
wor st - case scenario, which would be the proving of
a fatality with a Taser-rel ated death

THE COW SSI ONER: Let ne just pause here.
A Yes, sir.

THE COWM SSIONER:  I'mjust trying to understand this.
When you say "rate per 10 mllion".
A Yes, sir.

THE COW SSIONER: Well, 10 mllion haven't been hit
with the Taser

A Right. If you'll notice in the bottom | eft there,
on the Taser data there, in Canada there were 20
arrest-rel ated deaths in Canada over eight years
with a population of 33 mllion, so we're sinply
doing a ratio --

THE COW SSI ONER: Ch, | see.

A -- across the country. So in California al one
there were pepper spray 26 arrest-rel ated deaths
over two-and-a-half years with a population of 31
mllion. Soit's sinply trying to give an
anal ysis and a conpari son agai nst gener al
popul ation rates and arrest-rel ated deat hs.

Did that answer your question, sir?

THE COW SSI ONER:  Yes, thank you.

A Thank you.

So let's talk about those other types of
force and what type of injuries they |eave.

These are inpact projectiles. This
particul ar subject was hit with either rubber
bul l ets or beanbag rounds, I'mnot positive, but
these are the types of injuries that subjects are
recei vi ng when those other types of force are
enpl oyed.
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On the right this gentleman |ost his eye,
obviously a big contusion on the left, from being
hit by a sponge round. Again, that's what those
are designed to do.

Even a baton, which is again the caveman's
baton that's been nmade col |l apsible, it is designed
toinflict pain when it's used on an individual to
make them conply.

What |'mgoing to show you, this is a video
of Nat hanial Jones in G ncinnati, GChio in 2003
that was captured in the use of a baton on a
particul ar subject, that this subject again at the
end did not survive.

(VI DEO BEI NG PLAYED)

This particular incident is what led the City
of Cincinnati to deploy Tasers to every officer at
t he begi nning of 2004. This was highly covered in
the United States, and again this is the
depl oynent of the use of force of a baton on a
subject in Cncinnati.

Now, as the officer brings the baton out,
again to get this person into custody, they just
start hitting himrepeatedly with the baton
strikes. Again a barbaric way to end the
confrontation.

This suspect again did die in police custody.
It was wi dely covered throughout the United
States, and this is what |ed again G ncinnati to
put a Taser on every officer, so that they didn't
have to go hands-on and use this old type of use
of force to end the confrontation. And if | |et
the video continue on, it would be nore and nore
officers showng up with a baton to continue and
try to take this person into custody.

(VI DEO STOPPED)

These are the typical device, signature marks
you' d see fromthe deploynent of a Taser. There
are straight little fishhooks on the end of it
that can penetrate the skin. They wll |eave
little penetration marks, such as you see here as
depl oyed on this particular subject. These are
what they terned the mld injuries that were
di scussed in the Wake Forest University Hospital
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study. Again, fromthe depl oynent of the Taser,
those are the types of marks that you're going to
see.

So we've done the theoretical study. W
started with animal studies. W've been doing
human studies. But let's |ook at what the real
world results are on the streets where Taser
prograns are being inplenented.

You'll notice Cncinnati. | just showed you
t he beating video from Nat hani al Jones. W're now
seeing officer injuries down 70 percent, suspect
injuries down 40 percent and force conplaints down
50 percent with the introduction of the Taser.

Every agency, to ny know edge, that has
i ntroduced the Taser device has seen a decrease in
injuries to officers and suspects where they have
been depl oyed.

| nmentioned previously the Taser is not a
substitute for a firearm and a lot of critics see
our colum there where we've seen a reduction in
|l ethal force. The reason that shows up is because
the earlier in the confrontation that the Taser is
depl oyed, it prevents the escalation to the
firearmbeing the only option left for that
officer to end that confrontation.

So for exanple, in Phoenix, we still had 11
firearmfatalities related to police that year
but that was down 54 percent fromthe previous
year because we were able to elimnate the suicide
by cop scenario, or the individual that had a
broken bottle, a knife or a rock, where they were
able to use a Taser.

In fact, in Mam and Seattle, over a 12-
mont h period, and nost recently San D ego, we've
seen no |l ethal force shootings occur since they've
i ntroduced the Taser, conpared to being several a
year with 12 to 15 bullets being fired out of
police rounds in given years, which | think is --
really shows the way the Taser has revol utionized
| aw enf orcenent.

There is also a myth that we are prescribing
Taser applications for the treatnent of excited
delirium That is obviously something that is not
the case, but |I can tell you where that source
came from In our training materials where we
have this discussion we cite a study that was done
right here in British Colunbia by the office of
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t he Police Conplaint Conm ssioner, where they had
a nedi cal review panel convened in 2004, you see
the nanes |isted up on the screen, where they
actually said that:

The single application of a Taser made before
t he subj ect has been exhausted, followed by a
restraint technique that does not inpair

respiration, may provide the optinum out cone.

Again, the early use of a Taser woul d provide the
optimum outconme. So that is right out of our
training materials of a study that was done here
in British Colunbia, not sonething that had been
generated by our conpany.

Agai n, another video that shows that type of
an individual that's experiencing excited
delirium

(VI DEO BEI NG PLAYED)

This gentleman i s naked, has his pants around
his ankles, is on PCP. This is the LA County
Sheriffs. They've had to shut down traffic in
this particular intersection, and in this
particul ar case they do use a Taser to end this
confrontation. They try other nmeans. They try
verbal. You'll see here in a nonment as he
approaches the vehicle. They try pepper spray.

It has no effect. And then they are able to use
the Taser to end this, to put the subject on the
ground without injury to thenselves or to the
subj ect .

That is the pepper spray being depl oyed.

You'll notice they have the firearm cover on
the left.

At that point the Taser is deployed. The
subj ect then goes to the ground, allow ng the
officers to safely approach

Again they don't want to approach himin this
particul ar situation because he was face up, that
they could have been hit with injury. They've
given the command several tinmes. They do depl oy
the Taser the second tine.

Now, again that's not deploying the probes,
per se, but rather just a reactivation of pulling
the trigger on the device for another five
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seconds. At this point the subject rolls over.
They can nove in now and safely take himinto
custody without risk of injury to thensel ves or
further injury to the subject.

(VI DEO STOPPED)

So those agency statistics. |In Peel Regional
Police Force, which is obviously over by Toronto,
237 Taser uses since 2005 with a 97 percent
success rate. And again going back to that
Creepage i ssue, we're not seeing an increase in
use of force. W see a decrease in pepper spray
usage. We also see a decrease in officer
injuries. W also see a decrease in suspects
recei ving nedical attention. So | think that's
sonet hing el se that again when we're | ooking at
the introduction of a new technol ogy, obviously
you'll see nore uses of that technol ogy, but what
is it displacing?

I n Phoeni x we referenced earlier one of the
top ten agencies in the United States. W saw a
67 percent reduction in suspect injuries, and a 54
percent reduction in lethal force uses.

Cincinnati, the case you saw earlier, across
the board, reduction in officer/suspect use of
force assaults, overall use of force down 50
percent -- again, other uses of force down 50
percent. So it's displacing those other options
that they woul d have used previously.

In Ganite Gty, Illinois, where they had
about $750, 000 a year Wirker Conpensation clains
with a 66-person agency, after the Taser being
i ntroduced they have not spent a penny, to our
know edge, on a Wbrker Conpensation claim Again,
show ng the reduction in not having to get into
t hose hand-fight injuries where officers get hurt.

In Toronto, as reported for 2006, no officer
or suspect injuries or statenents of claim and
it's proven to be an effective internediate force
option for the frontline officers across the city.

Ham I ton Police Services had 60 depl oynents,
whi ch was 31 percent less than their first year.
Again this is addressing the creepage issue. They
had a fair nunber of uses their first year. In
the second year with the Taser it was 31 percent
| ess than the first, and the Chief there, the
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Deputy Chief attributes that decline because the
community becane aware of the Taser and as the
Taser is just pulled out and shown in presence,
we're seeing a reduction in use. The Taser there
is determned to be an internediate force option,
such as the baton and the pepper spray, and can be
used in that force when sonmeone is actively
resisting with the police officers.

In Wnni peg, Acting Chief Doug Wbster had
the Tasers used 160 tinmes in 2007. They began
using themin 2006 wth no reports of death or
injury and no substantiated all egations regarding
their use. Qut of those 160 uses in Wnnipeg
you'll notice that 40 percent of the cases, in 65,
just showi ng the Taser - again just showing it,
never having to use it - ended that confrontation
wi th what they determ ned red-dot conpliance, or
putting the red dot of the Taser on sonebody's
chest, the citizens being aware it woul d be used,
and ending that confrontation. There's the best
use of force is just the presence of it, ending
that confrontation wi thout having to actually
depl oy the system

I n Ednonton, 250 field uses in 2007.

Cal gary had 80 uses, and again you' re seeing
t hese hi gher nunbers at agencies that have nore of
the Tasers deployed to officers throughout the
force. Wen you see |ess nunbers, it's usually
| ess nunbers of Tasers depl oyed throughout a
particul ar force.

(VI DEO BEI NG PLAYED)

This was down on the Island off of Victoria,
of use that received sone coverage a few years
ago. Again an individual that's on a rooftop
throwing bricks. He's got two butcher knives in
his left hand. You'll notice all the force
options that are there, present to take this
person into custody. This is a Taser depl oynent
where it ends the confrontation. They're able to
take the subject into custody without injury to
himor the officers.

The Taser is obviously in the circle. Then
as they approach they reach in and pull the two
kni ves away from hi mand depl oy the Taser to
i mobi [ ize him
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And again here after the Taser has been
depl oyed, the officers are able to then roll him
over, take himinto custody, and then that
situation that had been quite a | ong standoff.

(VI DEO STOPPED)

We've al so received a nunber of support
resol utions that when we've been able to give our
education and provide the facts, we get support
resolutions fromnot only the | aw enforcenent
community, also the National Executive Institute,
t he National League of Cities, which in the United
States is a political body, the LULAC, the League
of United Latin American Citizens, another
activist group in the United States. That one is
very interesting because originally that
organi zati on was going to cone out with a
recommendati on of a ban of the use of Taser
devices. After they |earned about the Tasers they
actually put out a support resolution with the
successful use of this in reducing injuries in the
Houst on area where every officer in the Gty of
Houston has a taser on their hip. |It's the fourth
| argest in the country.

THE COWM SSIONER: M. Smth, you have been going

pretty long, and this is not an endurance
conpetition. Wuld you like to have a break?
|"ve actually only got a few nore slides, if you
want me to continue.

THE COW SSI ONER: No, no, continue.

Thank you very nuch, though.

The | ast one there was al so the U S
Conference of Mayors, an organization by all the
mayors of the United States and supporting and
asking for funding to expand Taser prograns.

Overseas | nention 40-plus countries.

France has over 4,000 of these systens
depl oyed. President Nicolas Sarkozy has tal ked
about the expansion of literally tens of thousands
of them throughout the country over there because
t hey have shown very good success with the | aw
enf orcenment area.

In fact, in the United Kingdom | referenced
earlier, they spent mllions of pounds studying
the technol ogy. Then they introduced themto the
street. 95 percent of officers in the United
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Ki ngdom have asked to have a Taser. 96 percent
still don't want a firearm but 95 percent of them
have asked to carry a Taser. And just this past
Septenber they started a field trial where non-
firearmofficers in the United Kingdom are now
using this technol ogy. So the Bobby, which is one
of the nbst conservative police forces in the
worl d and forever has been known as sonebody t hat
has only had a nightstick, is nowin the mdst of
a trial where they are actually depl oying Tasers
to non-firearmofficers, and in fact just today
the Home Secretary in the United Kingdom Jacqu
Smth, put out a quote:

The Taser is nmaking a real difference on our
streets, not only keeping the public safe,
but also protecting police officers. | am
commtted to giving our police officers the
weapons they need. If the trial shows the
Taser to be a valuable tool, | can envision
-- envisage a day when they could be
routinely issued to all officers.

Stunbled on that word, sorry. Again that just
cane out today because it's been such a successful
programin the United Kingdom and bei ng depl oyed
hundreds of tines over the | ast several years when
it's been used.

So again in summary we have over 12,750
agencies using this in 45 countries. W have
4,500 agencies where a Taser is deployed on every
officer. W have 45 al nost countries using this,
over 350,000 officers carrying it. And in Canada
there's 160 agenci es using al nost 2,300 of M6
technol ogy and al nost 4,200 of the Taser X26
t echnol ogy.

| would also like to tal k about our
perspective on one of our critics, Amesty
International. Cbviously they have been very
critical of the use of this technol ogy and sone of
the science, and calling for nore independent
studi es.

We put out a press release in 2004 that
chal | enged Amesty International to cone up with a
specific medical testing protocol that they didn't
feel that was addressed that could be ethically
addressed. W also joined themto jointly sel ect
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a team of nedical experts with us. W also
chal l enged themto jointly fund a 50/50 study with
TASER I nternational. | have to tell you, sir, the
sil ence has been deaf eni ng.

Unfortunately Amesty has done no studies.

All of their research is based on nedia clippings
and headlines. They have not gone out and done
any science to support their accusations, and
again we have chal l enged and wanted to work with
t hem

Even the gentleman that testified to you on
Friday, when he had cone out with sone statenents
about us, we were asked to provide himsone
funding so he could go do research. Al he has
done to date was the review of other people's
research, and we wanted to provide him sonme
funding to take a look at it and he decli ned.

Again, so we are trying to work with people
that are critical to take a hard |ook at this,
because we have done research, it has been done
i ndependently, and it i s ongoing.

One of the other interesting things, there
has been political pressure that has forced sone
departnments in California back in 2005 to renove
Tasers fromthe streets. They had an i ndividual
that was a knife-w elding man that actually ended
up getting shot and killed while Tasers were on
their shelf. And an agency down there tal ked
about the fact that because they had pulled the
Tasers they did not have another option to end
that situation, where in that sane area two nonths
| ater the sanme situation, a gentleman with a sword
was able to have a Taser used to end that
confrontation without having to take his life. So
political pressure on sonme of these instances has
had an effect on use of force.

We al so have to |l ook at the relative risks.
These are estimated fatalities in North Anerica
fromfirearns, 240,000 since the year 2000; drug-
rel at ed deat hs; al cohol -i nduced deat hs; even
deaths fromfalls, deaths from bed, chair or
furniture falls; arrest-rel ated deat hs have been
6, 000 during that tine period as reported by the
Bureau of Justice Statistics in the United States.
That's roughly 500 a year.

Over that certain time period there has been
roughly, according to our critics, 330 rel ated
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i nstances where a Taser has been used. Again |I'l|
point out that is their nunber from nedi a
clippings, and those, a lot of instances when the
medi cal exam ners have | ooked at them did not
cone out with a ruling where Taser contri buted.
Even in less than 30 cases there has been |istings
of Taser possibly contributing, but undeterm ned
at this point in those particular instances. So
again | think we had to have a relative risk with
over 1.3 mllion people al nost exposed to a Taser,
conpared to what else is going on around us.

There has al so been this nmyth about unarned
subjects pose little risk to | aw enforcenent, that
shoul d not use a Taser or any force agai nst
sonebody that is unarned.

A study that was comm ssioned in 2005 | ooked
at officer injuries, officer assaults. You wll
notice on that right-hand col um over 13,000
officers injured by in confrontation with an
unar ned subject, conpared to officers injured with
sonebody with a firearmat 195, and a knife at
142. \What that statistic right there shows is
that it's 68 tinmes nore likely to have a person
injured, or an officer injured by an unarned
person rather than sonebody that's carrying a
firearm The ratio we would suspect is even
hi gher in Canada because there are fewer firearns
avai l able to the general public than there are in
the United States.

So I think one of the things that if as you
take this analysis, if not a Taser device to end
the confrontation between people, what force
option is that officer going to be left to use to
end that confrontation and end it effectively and
take that person into custody? Repeatedly, over
and over again where a Taser has been depl oyed, we
have seen a reduction to injuries and officers.

And again we are very grateful to be up here
and participate with this, with the Conm ssion
We' d be happy to provide, as we already have, sone
of our abstract information and any further
i nformati on.

And | would also point out that later this
week at the Heart Rhythm Society in San Francisco
there are going to be three new human studi es
bei ng presented on Thursday and Friday this week
regardi ng the use of Tasers on humans, again that
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have been studi ed recently.
THE COW SSI ONER: Wl |, thank you very much, it's very

conpl et e.

| think we'll have a brief break, then, while
counsel reflect on this. Ten mnutes, M.
Vertlieb? Al right, we'll have a ten-mnute
br eak.

( PRESENTER STOCD DOWN)

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED FOR MORNI NG RECESS)
( PROCEEDI NGS RECONVENED)

THOVAS SM TH, a Manuf act urer
presenter, resuned.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Yes, counsel .
MR. VERTLI EB: Thank you, very nuch, M. Conmm ssioner.

QUESTI ONS BY MR VERTLI EB, conti nui ng:

C M. Smth, thank you so nuch for asking to cone

and make this presentation.

| want to say at the outset that | don't in
any way, and we don't here in any way chall enge
your character or any of your integrity. \Wat |
woul d i ke to do, though, is put sone of the
guestions that others wll be raising or have
rai sed, and just to give you an opportunity to
fully explain your corporate position.

Now, this conpany was started by you and your
brother in 1993, and | gather it was a very snal
conpany in terns of sal es?

In 19937

Yes.

Yes, it would be zero.

And you and your brother, certainly in the 2000s,

have done a very good job of building this up and

your sal es have grown trenendously over the | ast
four or five years?

A Yes, sir, we are a public conpany, traded on the
National Markets in the United States, so all of
our financial results over the | ast several years
are public record.

C And the result is that you have enjoyed a very
good conpensation package and have an extensive
sharehol ding in the conpany?

OO0 >
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Yes.

And you must be very proud of what you have
acconplished, both in terns of building this |arge
conpany with a $500 mllion capitalization or so,
you nust be very proud of what you' ve done?

Yes, sir.

Now, in terns of the product you're selling,

t hough, your conpany is really dependent on the
acceptance of |aw enforcenent and corrections
people; is that a fair comment? Your revenues, in
ot her words woul d be adversely affected if |aw
enforcement and corrections people start to worry
about your product?

Yes, sir.

And that's sonething that's very nuch of concern
to you as the Chairman of the Board, you want to
ensure the viability of the conpany and the

conti nued grow h?

Yes, that's part of my fiduciary duty.

And part of the |aw enforcenent and corrections
busi ness, which has becone the main part of your
busi ness, | gather?

Yes, over the |ast several years.

Part of it, though, is that even if |aw

enf orcenment people want to buy your product
because they really like it, you recognize that
there can be political considerations that can
really inpact on the viability of your conpany?
Yes, sir.

And so you're always very worried about the
political pressure that may be brought to bear
around the use of your conpany product?

It's certainly sonething we nonitor, yes.

Al right. So in ternms of your own interest, you
bring your obligation, your fiduciary duty to the
conpany, as you say, to the presentation that you
make when you cone here and el sewhere in North
Ameri ca about your product? That's only natural.
Yes, sir, and we're very proud of what we do.

Now, would it then be fair to conclude from your
perspective that if this Conm ssion expressed
concerns about the product, that it could have a
negati ve inpact on the growh of your conpany, or
t he val ue of the shares?

Well, | can't specifically comment on what
sonebody' s going to perceive, but we would
certainly welcone, as | have stated through ny
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presentation, studies have been done, are ongoing

and will continue to on-go, and we would certainly
wel come that, and | believe this is part of that
process.

Now, you nentioned studies. You did nmention this
nor ni ng that about 20 percent of the people who
have conm ssioned studies on this have been
supported in sonme way, directly or indirectly, by
TASER?

Yes, sir, and those are footnoted in the abstracts
that we provided to you, which ones we had funded.
Well, the abstract that we had did not include 120
ref erences.

Correct. W gave you a subset of the animal and
human studies only, and we can happily provide the
addi tional studies that were referenced in ny
presentati on.

Now, in the material that you filed with the

Comm ssion, and | assure you that everything that
you have said and everything you have filed wll
be part of the record, you include a paper froma
Dr. Kroll

Yes, sSir.

Correct? Now, Dr. Kroll is not a medical doctor
he's a Ph.D. ?

Correct.

And he sits on the Board of TASER?

Yes.

And he's paid by TASER on a yearly basis to do
wor k for TASER?

Yes, sir.

In Dr. Kroll's paper, | don't know that he

menti oned that, but what does he nake
approximately from TASER annual |y right now?

| woul d have to get back to you on that exact
nunber. There is Board fees that he gets,
receives from sitting on our Board of Directors,
and then there's also consulting fees that he
receives in addition to that.

Do you have an approxi mate amount for us?

Sir, "'msorry, | don't, no, in total

Could it be perhaps a quarter of a mllion dollars
or so per year, sonmething in that range?

Again I'mnot sure. | know the Board fees are
stated in our proxy that he receives, and |
believe that information is also detailed there.
| just don't have that nunber.
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That's fine. Perhaps you can just get that to us.
Absol utely.

Dr. Kroll, | don't think -- are you planning to
have Dr. Kroll conme or just having Dr. Ho come?
Vell, he'd be nore than happy to. That woul d be
up to the Comm ssioner if he would |like to extend
that invitation.

No, just your present plan is for you and Dr. Ho
to present on behalf of the conpany, as |
understand it.

Well, we're the only two that have been invited.
|f there were again further invitation, |'msure
he woul d accept. | can't speak on his behal f.
Ckay. You see, though, I'mnot even sure about
the invitation. | actually was told that you
wanted to cone, but we want you to feel welcone.

| asked to cone because |I felt this is again an
inportant -- extrenely inportant and critical
situation over a tragic event that started here,
and | believe part of our responsibility is to

participate. | have testified in Otawa in front
of your National Parlianent. | have gone to
Toronto at a public speaking forum | asked to

attend today to share our information. So we have
been very forward, forthcom ng and believe we need
to be a part of a process that's examning this
because we're obviously the manufacturer and we
have a lot of information to share.

THE COWM SSIONER:  Well, rest assured, sir, this would

A

not be conplete w thout your presence.
Thank you.

MR. VERTLI EB

C

Now, in your Appendix "A" list of articles that
you sent, and we appreciate you sending that to
us, there's no nention of studies by Dr. John
Webster or Dr. Nanthakumar. Dr. Nanthakumar and
his group is fromthe University of Toronto.

Yes.

Are you famliar with these studies, particularly
the nost recent one of Dr. Nant hakumar?

| amnot intimtely famliar with them | am
obviously aware that studies were done, and | do
believe in the 129 nunber that those studies are
i ncl uded.

The studies of Dr. Webster - and he has presented
here to the Comm ssioner - and Dr. Nant hakumar, do
you view those two studies as supporting the
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suggestion that there may be a potential in
certain limted circunstances for Taser to
contribute to VF, ventricular fibrillation?

| can conmment on Dr. Webster's study, that |
believe it shows the extrene |evel of having to
peel back the skin to crack the chest open, put a
conductive gel to actually take the stinulation
wave of the Taser to affect the heart. So | think
what it shows, you know, obviously that's not a
real world scenario that would ever be faced on
the streets. So | think it shows the extrene
mechani smthat had to be done to cause that
particular instance to occur. And | believe he
had stated to the Conm ssion also his relative
belief in the probability of it being very, very
renot e.

But in the second study of Dr. Wbster, | think
there was a concern about the gel. So in the
second study, you correct ne if I'mwong, there
was no gel used because of a concern; is that

right?
Again | have not read each specific study, so |
don't know for sure. Again, | let the nedical and

scientific advisors read those and advi se ne.

So you haven't read Dr. Wbster's studies, then?
No, sir.

Nor Dr. Nant hakumar's?

No, sir.

I n your subm ssion you' ve explained that you refer
to Taser as "less lethal option", and that's

paragraph 115. | don't know if you have it handy.
"1l just read that for you, it's brief.

Yeah, | do have it in front of ne, sir.

You say:

Taser devices represent an effective, safe,
| ess lethal option for nodern | aw
enf or cenent.

Now, you say "less lethal" there, but today, naybe
| m sheard you, | thought you were saying "non-
lethal". AmI| confused in that?

Both, and | think |I had expl ained, both of those
terms as well as "less than lethal" are all used

i nterchangeably. Wat | was trying to point out
is that the term"non-lethal", which we do use, is
the only termthat is defined by a governnent
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body.

THE COW SSI ONER: Wl |, you said that non-|ethal does
not totally exclude risk.

A That is correct.

MR VERTLI EB

C And then at paragraph 115 in your subm ssion, you
say, and I'll just read this, you say they are
general ly safe:

The best scientific nmedical research
i ndicates they are generally safe.

What do you nean by "generally safe"?

A Well, there again it goes back to what M.
Comm ssi oner just asked. They are not risk free.
They do cause incapacitation. They can cause
sonebody to fall to the ground. W cover the
general warnings of possible outcones that can be
a result of being exposed to a Taser. So in the
general sense they are safe, but they are not
W t hout ri sk.

THE COW SSIONER:  As | understand it, your
under standing or your point is that when you speak
of risk it's two things: (1) the marks left by
the probe, and (2) injury fromfall.

A That we have seen, yes, sir.

MR. VERTLI EB

C | s one of the possible outcones death?

A | would never say never. |It's certainly a
possibility of any interaction that includes
confrontation. Wat we have to rely on is the
nmedi cal science to bear that out.

C So you nentioned warnings. | just had the
"Vol unteer Warnings, Risks, Liability Rel ease”
t hat you have on our website.
A Yes, sir.
C And | assune that's your TASER docunent ?
A Yes. We just recently updated that about a week
ago, also. W can happily provide the new copy.
C Well, here's the one that we just took off

recently, and let nme just read this. This is from
t he "Warni ngs" section:

It is inportant to remenber that the very
nature of use of force and physi cal

i ncapacitation involves a degree of risk that
sonmeone will get hurt or may even be killed
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due to physical exertion, unforeseen
ci rcunst ances and i ndi vi dual
susceptibilities.

And | can give you a description. |If you were to
- which we warn on - Taser sonebody standi ng on
the top of a 20-story building and they fall off
that buil ding, the outconme would nost |ikely be
death. Certainly we also warn that if sonebody
has doused thensel ves in gasoline, we produce a
hi gh-vol tage, risk that you could potentially
ignite the fumes, so there are certainly
applications where that could be a potenti al
out core.
Well, | don't know that we need many scientists to
tell you you could kill yourself comng off a 20-
story building, but this is a release that's for
volunteers. These people aren't on 20-story
buil dings, |I'massum ng. R ght?
That is correct.
So these are for the volunteers that are part of
your program for your testing?
Correct. Because we have al so seen an instance in
Taser use where a gentleman fell and hit his head
on a curb and that head injury did | ead to death,
and certainly that is sonething that we warned
for.
So in this warning where you say the risk that
sonmeone will get hurt or may even be killed due to
physi cal exertion, what do you nean by "physical
exertion"?
Well, the Taser, as | explained in the
presentation, causes the nuscles to contract and
rel ease 19 tinmes per second, which is a physical
exertion that again produces the ability or
capacity that sonebody could fall and potentially
sustain a head injury. W' ve seen sone shoul der
injuries, as was docunented by Wake Forest. W' ve
seen a couple of injuries that required
hospitalization related to those falls. And
physi cal exertion injuries, for exanple, could be
muscle pull, or just as one exanple.
Vell, I'"'mfocusing on the not reference to "hurt",
but the one "may even be killed" in your warning.
What does "individual susceptibilities" in
your warni ng nean?
| would say specifically sonething that's
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unf oreseen or sonething that sonebody may have a
hi gher degree of risk. Again when we're |ooking
at the warnings in an application of use of force,
unfortunately in our litigious society we do need
to cover risks, so there's no specific definition,
other than to say that that is a potential outcone
that you could have an injury.

Wuld it nean people with sonme sort of heart

di sease, perhaps?

We have not seen that denonstrated again in the
literature, but again | think some of the studies
that will be conducted in the future wll
hopefully continue to evaluate that, but | would
never say never.

We've heard from people, including yourself, about
data and statistics. Wen you were before the
Commons Conmittee fromthe Federal Governnent, you
suggested that there had been a docunented
reduction to officers and subjects in injuries.
And you said that here again today. Just so you
know, officers fromthe Vancouver Police
Department were here the other day and they told

t he Comm ssioner that they have no statistics to
support that claim The Comm ssion woul d be
really interested in your data. Wat's the basis
of your statenment, what statistics are you relying
on?

Vell, we're relying on sone of the ones that I
showed you here fromthe Peel Police Departnent,
from Toronto, fromthe agencies that do report and
coll ect those type of statistics that are nade
publicly avail able, that we have seen reduction in
injuries to the officers and suspects. So what |
have gi ven you and what | showed there were
specific instances where that data was provided to
the medi a and t hrough public sources on the
reduction of injuries sustained by those officers
and suspects.

No, | understand. But this is a British Colunbia
inquiry and we woul d, as you can appreciate, have
particular interest in our own province.

Yes, sir.

so when | was reading fromyour Commons Conm ttee
presentation, and this | guess was in January.

Yes, sir.

January 30, 2008. What you said to those Menbers
of Parliament, you said:
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W have seen injuries go down in Wnnipeg,
Toronto, Calgary --

- and then you say -
-- Vancouver --
- you say -

-- Montreal, Quebec, everywhere they have
i npl enented the taser we have seen injury
rates to officers and suspects decrease.

So that's what | really wanted to ask you about
Vancouver, forgetting the other cities, the
Vancouver Police Departnent people have been here
and they said they don't keep statistics. W're
just wondering if you have sone statistical
information that would be of interest to the
Comm ssi oner that we haven't seen?

| was nore giving a general reference to the area
because | know there's other agencies in this area
that we'll have to check and find out. For
exanple, Victoria, | believe, reports or tracks.
|"mnot positive on that, but I will have to get
back to you. | was, again because this is
obviously taking place in British Colunbia, it's
of national interest in Canada, so we were trying
to point out a reference across the country, and |

wll, whatever information we have, |'d be happy
to provide.
Victoria was here, as well, and | don't recal

t hey keeping statistics on this subject. So

what ever information statistically you have that
supports that, that woul d be hel pful.

Yeah, and again I'mnot fam liar geographically
with every location here, so we'll happily take a
| ook at that.

Now, you nentioned Toronto. Wat protocol do they
foll ow about the use of Taser in Toronto?

Sir, you'll have to ask them W're not famliar
with all the protocols that are used at the

di fferent agencies.

VWhat use of force standard is used in Toronto?
Sir, I don't know. What we, nost agents, al nost
all agencies, they need to have a good policy,
they need to have good training. But those
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policies are set by the individual conmmanders or
command staff of those agencies and there are
vari ations by those agencies around the world. So
we don't know specifically each standard that's
used where our products are depl oyed.

C So returning to sone of the science around this,
you know that the Comm ssion has heard from M.
Reilley and Dr. Webster, and you've heard about

Dr. Tseng.

A Yes, sir.

C These are nanmes known to you?

A Yes, sir.

C And they spoke to the Conm ssioner about their
opinions that scientific literature does not
support the contention that Taser cannot
contribute to death. You know that that would be
the thrust of their presentation?

A Well, | don't agree that they said, Dr. Wbster
and Reilly in particular and what we saw in the
media, | have not seen their transcripts or read

them | think they said the risk is very low And
again for Dr. Tseng, he's only done a literature
review. He's not done any research hinmself. So
again | can't speak specifically about what they
did or didn't say.

C But | think you' re right, that they do speak of
the lowrisk of contributing to soneone's death
And you know that that conclusion seens to be
supported by the work of Dr. Nant hakumar in
Tor ont 0?

A Well, again, | think he's relying on aninmal
studi es and what we have transitioned away from
the animal studies to human studi es because they
are nmuch nore specific, and | believe you' re going
to hear later this week in the human studies we've
not seen that sane nodel. One of the reasons |
t hi nk that needs to be pointed out that pigs are
used in the initial studies is they are nuch
easier to defibrillate than a human. | mean,
that's a known fact in etynology or in the study
of these animals, they are sel ected because of
their extrenme sensitivity to electricity. So that
gives us a basis to start, but now we have
transitioned to human studi es, which obviously is
much nore realistic, in the use of our device.

C So to the suggestion that perhaps nore than 300
people in North Anmerica, including 20 in Canada,
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have had death contributed to by the Taser, are
you suggesting that each of those people would
have died even if they had not been Tasered?

A Sir, | said that in OGtawa and 1'l|l say here I'm
not going to make that statenent. Wiat | wll say
is that when we've relied upon the nedica
community to exam ne those particul ar instances,
and including the inquests here that have been
done so far in 16, | believe, of the 20 incidents,
the Taser was not listed as a contributing factor
in those reviews. So out of the 300-plus nunber
that our critics have put forward, it's less than
30 where we have been listed as potentially
contributing, and maybe a coupl e where we've been
listed as causative. And | think that's one of
our biggest challenges is in-custody death has
been around for a long tine and unfortunately it's
not going to go away. That's 500 a year is the
rough nunber.

What we're looking at is the scientific
community to come out wwth a ruling, and we have
not seen that science study that has been done
that says if you have scenario "A', "B" and "C'
occurring, that you're going to have a fatality as
an outcone. But we have seen a lot of the rulings
on those particular instances say that the Taser
was not listed as a contributing factor.

C So what about the 30 that you nentioned where
Taser was found to be contributory?

That is a nunber again that is out there and, you
know, that was a determ nation nade by those

medi cal exam ners. |'mnot sure what you're
aski ng about them
C Vll, if that determ nation was nmade by nedi ca

exam ners, why if, when | ask you the question
about whet her or not you accept that people can
have their death contributed by Taser, why are you
havi ng troubl e?

A Wl |, because you asked ne earlier, causative --
and there is a big difference between contributory
and causative. Causative neans the Taser was the
cause, the cause of death. Contributory, the
person is overwei ght, had an enl arged heart, was
on drugs, was hit wth a Taser, handcuffed, all of
those things, listed as a contributory to an
outcone and | think that is a very, very big
di stinction, especially even in the legal world
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bet ween cause and contributory.

No, | understand. That's why |I'm asking you.
That's exactly why |I'm asking, though, if those

ot her factors had been present and not the Taser,
you' re sayi ng those peopl e woul d have di ed anyway?
That's exactly what |'m aski ng.

Again I'mnot going to try and guess what woul d or
woul d not have been an outcone fromthat
particul ar situation.

Are there any subsets of people that woul d have a
hei ghtened state of risk and negative consequence
from bei ng Tasered, such as snaller peopl e,
pregnant peopl e, people who are in a hei ghtened
state of agitation?

And again we have to rely on the nedical science
studi es that have been done that have yet to
produce scientific evidence that shows that that
is the case. Now, certainly we warn sonebody that
IS pregnant, incapacitation - has been described
repeatedly - could cause sonebody to fall so
that's certainly a risk. But also the discussion,
if not the Taser again, then what? Are you going
to hit themwth a baton or sonething |like that?
So we are relying on the science that is being
done when we fornul ate our warnings, and again
we're not saying never. W're saying it's a

m niscule risk that exists out there. But we have
to rely on science studies to back that.

Leaving aside the contribution to death, there are
i ssues around Taser that would result in skeletal
injuries and significant injury, as well?
Skel et al ?

Yes.

OCh, such as an injury froma fall?

Broken vertebrae fromthe actual Taser itself.
We've certainly had those clainms. And again

t hi nk that woul d be sonething that would be a
physi cal exertion type injury. Sonebody that has
osteoporosis, for exanple, the nere act of
sneezing could cause a simlar type of injury.

Do you have any thoughts about whether the

i ndi vidual Tasers in the field should be
periodically tested for output?

The device is calibrated such that it cannot

out put any nore power, it's running at 100
percent. So we do not reconmmend testing the
output. We recommend nore testing the function.
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Wen we see a failure of the electronics in the
field, it's resulting in a reduction of power,
where it's not producing the output desired to
achi eve incapacitation, of the unit itself. Most
of the unsuccessful uses of the device is where
one of the probes may mss. The officer sinply
m sses, or it is not wwthin the two inches and
it's not conducting the electricity to the
subject, and it's not having the desired effect on
t he i ndividual .

So you don't see any need for the field of units
to be tested periodically to nake sure that
they're performing froman electrical standpoint
t he way you want ?

| would not see a need, no, sir.

VWhat is the cost of one of these Tasers, the X267
In U.S. dollars the list price is about $800, and
that is just for the Taser, then there's the
cartridges and ot her accessori es.

And the cartridges, per cartridge, how nuch is

t hat ?

They range between $18 and $25 api ece, depending
on the distance.

You said the officer, if the officer m sses,

t hi nk you nentioned this, you' re training people
to shoot for the centre of mass, which is the

| arge part of the body?

Correct. Again, it goes back to the sanme training
they conduct in their firearns that they aimfor
the centre of mass of the body, which is the

| argest target area.

Have you ever thought of training people not to
shoot at the heart?

Sir, again we have not seen the nedical risk that
woul d say that is necessary. In the videos I
denonstrated here, the shots were to the front of
the subjects and a | ot of our studies have | ooked
at that exact analysis.

So what mght it take to nmake you rethink the
shooting at the heart training?

| can't say for sure unless there was sonme nedi ca
evi dence that cane forward and said specifically
every tinme this occurred we would see this

out cone, and agai n when you're | ooking at training
the officer, we're follow ng the protocol that
they use in the use of force in deploynment of the
standard i ssue revol ver that they have in the



OCO~NOUITRAWNE

44
Tom Smth (Manufacturer presenter)
Questions by M. Vertlieb (cont'd)

muscl e nenory of that training. Again, when
you're trying to incapacitate, to ask that officer
totry and hit an extremty, with our device or a
firearm is just not a probable.

C | just want to, you nentioned again this use of
force. Wen you were at the Commons in Otawa, |
think you said to the Parlianentari ans:

That 86 percent of police forces placed the
Taser at the "active resistance" point on the
Use of Force conti nuum

You said that, | think?
A Yes, sir. That's in the results we've had where
we' ve gone out and asked the departnents where do
they put themin their Use of Force continuum
What is your definition of "active resistance"?
My definition of "active resistance"” is the
threat, or violence, you know, if you' re com ng
towards ne and ny fists cone up and the indication
of violence, and you' re going to cone hands-on,
there is going to be a physical confrontation,
believe that's the definition of active viol ence.
C So you' re speaki ng of sonmeone who was appeari ng
conbative or assaultive?
Yes, sir. That's the nost al so generic termthat
|"ve heard, and again |'mnot a Use of Force
expert, but that's the terns that |'ve heard.
THE COW SSIONER:  |I'msorry. Counsel, did you say
"active violence" or "active resistance"?
MR. VERTLIEB: "Active resistance".

>0

THE COW SSIONER: | think the answer was in terns of
"active violence".

A |"msorry, sir.

THE COW SSI ONER: Al t hough the question was put in
terms of "active resistance", | believe in your
answer you used the term"active violence". But

at any rate, your exanple was someone coning
towards the policeman.

A Yes, sSir.
THE COWM SSI ONER: In a violent nmanner.
A For the indication of violence going to occur.

THE COW SSI ONER:  All right.

MR VERTLI EB

C And so you have defined how you view the term
"active resistance" to the Comm ssioner. You' ve
just said it again here now



OCO~NOUITRAWNE

45

Tom Smth (Manufacturer presenter)
Questions by M. Vertlieb (cont'd)

O OT>OHTO

Yes, sir.

And so what you're suggesting the way you say it
is that it could be behaviour that you see as
conbative or assaultive behaviour?

Yes, sir. That's again ny definition. The
departnments will nmake their own determ nation of
what their definitionis, and there is a w de
variety. One exanple is a fleeing subject. Sone
departnents consider a fleeing subject active;

ot hers consi der that passive.

Now, | think your conpany is proud of the training
routi ne that people are put through when they cone
down to the plant in Scottsdal e?

Yes, and we do travel on the road. W do about 30
courses a nonth and it is a two-day course.

Jus because training is part of the reason that
we're here, what do you offer the Conm ssioner
about training protocols? Tell us what you're
doing in your conpany for training, and perhaps
that nmay |l ead to sone thoughts you have about what
training should be done in the field.

We provide, to becone a Taser instructor, as |
mentioned, it's a two-day course. W' d obviously
be happy to have the Comm ssion attend one of
those and witness for thenselves the material. We
al so woul d be happy to provide the training
material to you. Again over the two days there is
a practical, as well as a PowerPoint presentation,
where there is a | ot of coverage about the

t echnol ogy, the warnings, and exanples, and we
enphasize in there that's where the volunteers can
get exposure to a Taser, and then there's a |ot of
hands-on practice where the officers conduct
drills to get famliar with how the devi ce works,
with hitting the target, and it's really the
trai ni ng about the technol ogy and how it can work.
And then we enphasize that they will have to
develop the policy and training for their agency
in the use of this technol ogy.

And it's a full two days of training?

Yes, sir.

And how many hours each day?

| believe it's eight hours each day.

So you're putting people through 16 hours of
trai ni ng?

Yes, sir, to becone an instructor.

And that's conprehensive training?
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A Yes, sir, for an instructor.

C Now, one of the trainers came here and said that
they train the police here and it's about a five-
hour training.

A That woul d be a user course.

C Yes. What's your thought about that? You m ght
be able to shed sone assistance here to the
Comm ssioner on training. Does that sound |ike
it's sufficient training, or do you reconmend
nore, or what are your thoughts?

A Wel 1, again what we | ooked at was the way training
is done in the field for the pepper spray, the
physi cal hands-on, and each departnent is going to
have its own training standards. So from our
perception to give an officer an instructor-|evel
-- and by the way, we don't do very many user
courses, the instructor, it's a train-the-trainer
program Once that person becones an instructor
t hey go back and set policy at their agency for
training the users. So our policy has recommended
a mnimum of four-hour training just on the Taser.
In addition to that, they would al so be covering
Use of Force policy, howit's going to be used at
their particul ar departnment.

So we're following the rest of the industry
in providing a standard recommendation that's
usual | y exceeded today by agencies. But the
officer that's a user is really just going to be
trained in how the device works and how it's going
to fit wthin their policy. Were the instructor,
because they're going to be doing this over and

over and over again wll spend a lot nore tine
getting in-depth know edge on how the Taser device
wor ks.

C So there's nothing that you want to pass on to the

Comm ssi oner about thoughts of training here in
British Colunbia as far as you know it?
A |"mnot famliar enough with the training that's
bei ng conducted here to nmake any comment.
Now, | just wanted to deal with a product just for
a nonent. The darts cone out, it's about 200 feet
per second, is that correct, sonething |like that?
A 160 to 200, depending, yes, sir.

C And because of that, they are not in any way
cl assed as a firearnf
A Correct. W use conpressed nitrogen to | aunch the

probes.
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Now, before you and your brother started this
initiative, the former product was using
gunpowder ?

Yes, sir.

And so that neant it was subject to federa
regulation in the United States; is that correct?
Well, it just nmeant that it was covered under the
Al cohol, Tobacco and Firearns For Sal e, yes.

and so that's a governnent agency that would
regul ate that product?

Well, they don't regulate it, it's just they'd
have to neet the code that is established by ATF
for selling a firearm

Right. But once it's on conpressed nitrogen, is
t here any governnment regulation that applies to
this product?

We fall under the U S. Consuner Product Safety
Comm ssion. W also for any export outside the
United States fall under the U S. Departnent of
Comrerce that, for exanple, other than Canada is
the only country we can export to without a U S.
Commerce |icence. But, for exanple, to sell to
the United Kingdom we have to submt an
application to the U S. Departnent for each person
that we would ship to in the country.

So even if we had a licence for person "A" in
the United Kingdom and person "B' wanted to get
it, I would have to get a separate licence. That
process then is done behind the scenes where they
| ook at Departnent of State, Departnent of
Defense, there's nine U S. governnental agencies
that will | ook and eval uate whet her that product
can then be exported before they issue us an
export licence.

But again to focus on British Col unbia, when you
sell a product to British Colunbia, is there any
government control on that?

| don't know specifically in Canada. | can tel
you research was done by the Canadi an Police
Research Centre. There was al so sone ot her
studi es done by the RCMP that | referenced in ny
study here. | don't believe they were allowed to
be in the country prior to the introduction of our
product to |law enforcenent, and | can't
specifically comment on the changes that occurred
within the laws to allow themto cone into Canada.
So the conpressed nitrogen, as far as you know,
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makes it not a firearmcl assification?

A Correct, in the United States in terns of our
having to conply wwth the firearmregul ati on

C Now, when you spoke earlier to the Conm ssioner
about these probabilities of contributing to
death, | just really think it would be helpful to

be clear on what your viewis. Cbviously that's

of great inportance to many people. Do you accept

that there's a |low probability of risk of Taser

contributing to death?

| think it's extrenely | ow

Do you accept that?

Yes, |'ve said that. Again there's no use of

force option, ours included, that's the magic

bull et that works 100 percent, and there's no risk

of use of force that says you're not going to have

a negative outcone.

MR. VERTLIEB: That's very hel pful. Thank you.

THE COW SSIONER: M. Smth, thank you very nuch for
comng and the tinme that you have spent with us.
Your presentation was very clear and is very nuch
appreciated. W'IlIl adjourn now till 1:30.

A Thank you, Comm ssioner. Thank you, counsel.

MR. VERTLI EB: You're wel cone.

>0 >

( PRESENTER EXCUSED)

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED FCOR NOON RECESS)
( PROCEEDI NGS RECONVENED)

THE COW SSIONER: All right. | understand we're ready
to go.

MR. VERTLI EB: Thank you, M. Conm ssioner. The next
presenter who is here at our request is the
Honour abl e Ujjal Dosanjh.

UJJAL DOSANJH, an Interested
groups and i ndi vi dual s
presenter.

QUESTI ONS BY MR VERTLI EB

C M. Dosanj h, we've known each other a long tine.
It's always nice to see you and this is an
interesting way for the two of us to visit, but
let me just briefly run through your background.

You have an under graduate degree from Si non
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Fraser University. Tell us, please, what the
degree is in and what year that was received.

It was |ong ago, 1973, BA Political Science.

And then after that degree what did you do?

UBC Law School, graduating in 1976

And after your graduation from UBC Law School in
1976 you articled and were called to the bar when?
Sept enber ' 77.

And tell us about your career as a | awyer. How
many years were you in active practice of |aw?
|"d say from 1977 to about 1991 when | got

el ected, and then about two or three years of

i nactive practice as a backbench MLA until | was

i nducted into Cabinet in April of 1995.

And what was your first Cabinet position?

M ni ster of CGovernnent Services and several other
t hi ngs.

And you were ultimately nanmed to be Attorney
General of our province. Tell us the years that
you served as Attorney General.

August of '95 to February of 2000.

And follow ng your termas an Attorney General you
were then Prem er of our province?

Yes.

And you served until the spring of 20017

Correct.

And you returned to the practice of |aw and
entered public life again in the year 2004?

Yes.

And you were el ected as a Menber of Parlianent for
Vancouver Sout h?

Correct.

And tell us about the position you held in the
gover nnent .

| was the Mnister of Health for the Paul Martin
governnent, and now | am nenber of the Oficial
Qpposition, re-elected in 2006, and |'ve been

t hrough several critic portfolios. Currently | am
the Public Safety critic.

And tell us about the Mnistry of Public Safety
and what your duties are as critic.

Vll, ny duties as critic are to |ook at all of
the public safety and national security issues,
and comrent on them either in response to
governnment positions or otherwi se, and as well sit
on the Standing Commttee of the House on Public
Safety and National Security.
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MR. VERTLIEB: Well, wth that background, M.

Comm ssi oner, perhaps M. Dosanjh, you could make
your presentation.

PRESENTATI ON BY MR. DOSANJH

A

Thank you.

M. Conm ssioner, | want to start with a bit
of history, and then go into what's happening
currently and what | think should happen. | am
not a scientist and I amnot an expert on the Use
of Force. | ama nere public individual who, in
my current capacity, has both an obligation and a
responsibility in fact to | ook at these issues in
a critical way.

| was the Attorney Ceneral, as | said, from
m ddl e of '95 to early 2000, and during which tinme
towards the end of that period, | was approached
as the Attorney General to approve a pilot project
for the introduction of Taser into British
Colunbia. | don't recall whether or not | knew at
that time whether Taser was being used anywhere
el se in Canada at that tinme, but | knew that it
wasn't being used in nost places, at least in
Canada.

| recognized at that time that this was a
tool that needed sone care in the way it ought to

be used, and | was briefed several tinmes, |I'd say
at least two or three different tines, in the span
of a year with respect to this. | was given

several assurances at the tinme | approved the
pilot:

One, that the Taser is absolutely safe to
use. In fact, it saves |lives because in nost
i nstances where a gun m ght be drawn by a police
officer, that would not be required, and it woul d
be safer for the police officers, as well as the
public on whomit m ght be used.

Secondly, | was assured that this matter had
been in fact thoroughly researched. 1In fact, in
one of the reports of that time, in the '99 report
by Darren Lauer, who was dealing with this issue
on behalf of the Victoria Police, he uses the
words to the effect that this was al ready over-
researched. To say that it was over-researched as
a matter woul d be an understatenment. Those are
the words | remenber, perhaps paraphrasing him
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And not to comment on the previous witness this
nmorning, | heard sort of the same kind of words
fromM. Smth saying that there is an abundance
of research now.

Thirdly, I was told that it would be used
absolutely sparingly. It would be used in
situations where the person would be assaultive or
conbative, a threat to hinself or herself, or to
the police, or to sone third person or persons.

And in fact what has happened, if | nove to
t he next section of ny comments, what has happened
has, in fact, been contrary to all of the
assurances that | was given. At least, that's ny
| ayperson's view.

Firstly, there has been usage creep. The
usage of this particular device has increased
several -fold, many-fold, over the |ast nunber of
years. And in fact it is now being used in
situations where it was never intended to be used.
| remenber that the protocol that was in place for
its use at that tine placed it fairly high up in
the conti nuum of Use of Force. Now, in fact, the
usage creep is absolutely evident and clear to
anyone who cares to examne it. Wen you see an
82-year-old man lying in bed with a knife being
Tasered, or fare evaders or skippers who don't pay
fare and are sinply running away bei ng Tasered by
the Transit Police, that was not sonething I would
have ever imagined would follow fromthe initia
pil ot and the approval of Tasers in British
Col unbi a.

We now know, as has been nade clearly evident
agai n by the Canadi an Medi cal Associ ation Journal,
that the research to date is inadequate or
insufficient, and sonetinmes msleading. And, in
fact, now we know that in certain circunstances
t he Taser al one can cause arrhythma and, in fact,
di sruption of the heart, if |I can use |ayperson's
| anguage, and therefore sonetinmes death

| also find out fromthe guidelines that the
RCMP have or others have, as | said, that it is
not placed at an appropriate position in the
conti nuum of Use of Force and therefore it is
bei ng used as a substitute for ordinary good ol d-
fashi oned policing, or talking to people, or using
per haps ot her techni ques or weapons that m ght be
nore anenable to fewer injuries to individuals
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t hat are bei ng apprehended.

As well, | understand that the reporting from
all of nmy research and reading, that the reporting
of the Taser incidents is not adequate and it is
not stream ined across the country. And | believe
that that, in fact, needs to be done.

| believe that TASER has said, TASER
I nternational and others on its behalf, or who
m ght agree with TASER International, they have
said that there is no conclusive evidence that
Taser al one kills.

| believe they have it all wong, M.

Comm ssioner. Fromny point of view as a public
individual, it is not the Canadi an public or the
Canadi an governnents that have the onus to prove
that there is conclusive evidence that Taser
sonetinmes may kill. | believe the onus is on the
manuf acturer and the police forces that use the
Taser to persuade Canadi ans that there is no

concl usive evidence that Taser kills. And that, |
bel i eve, they have not been successful in doing.

And | believe the question of onus is very
i nportant, because sonetines we are being given
all of this information in a way sonehow where we
are being asked to disprove the clains that are
bei ng made on behal f of the Taser by the
manuf acturer or others. | say to you that it is
really the onus is on TASER International and on
the police forces to persuade us that the Taser is
saf e.

Utimately, M. Comm ssioner, as you said so
el oquently the other day as reported, that the
trust between the Canadi an popul ati on and the
police forces is the best tool or weapon that they
have in their hands at their disposal, and I
believe that to regain that trust | think the
police forces need to do nore work, and we as
public individuals, and particularly the
governments need to do nore work. And here are
sone suggestions that | want to nake to you.

(1) | believe that this particular tool nust
be repositioned on the continuum of Use of Force
hi gher up than it is today. And M. Kennedy, the
Conmpl ai nts Commi ssi oner, the RCMP Conpl aints
Comm ssioner's recommendations are, | believe,
appropriate in that respect. | believe that there
ought to be national standards for the use of
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Tasers across the conpany.

| do recognize that the RCW by itself,
because it's the national police force, as well as
| ocal police forces in many parts of the country,
it cannot change its own Use of Force guidelines
wi t hout having others change with it, otherw se it
woul d create a chequerboard situation across the
country. Therefore | believe that we need to try
and persuade all governnents and all police forces
to actually reposition this tool higher up on the
conti nuum of Use of Force.

How we do it? | don't have any sol utions.
We have a federation where provinces are
responsi ble for local policing and therefore we
have to depend on their judgnent. And | would
urge you to when you nmake that recomrendati ons on
the repositioning of this particular tool on the
conti nuum of Use of Force, that you nmake a
recomendati on urgi ng Canadi ans and governnents at
all levels and police forces to actually arrive at
common standards across the country, and common
standards with respect to other issues, such as
better training. And | believe we need to
actually nore adequately train our police forces
with respect to using this particul ar devi ce.

Better and nore streanlined, nore transparent
reporting of these incidents. | know you're not
dealing with the Dzi ekanski matter at this point,
but just yesterday we saw sone evidence of how the
RCWP rel eased the information with respect to the
Dzi ekanski matter pursuant to an Access to
I nformation or ATIP request federally. | believe
that there is a lot that | eaves to be desired in
t hat approach. For instance, that Access to
| nformati on request doesn't disclose whether or
not M. Dziekanski was Tasered once or tw ce or
thrice, at what intervals, for how | ong, and
whet her or not he was arned. And | nust confess,
| fail to understand how rel easing that kind of
i nformati on woul d j eopardi ze an ongoi ng
investigation of the matter if one was underway.

So | believe that you need to be very
forceful in making a recommendation with respect
to better and nore transparent reporting. And
stream ined reporting, if at all possible, across
the country so that we could gather that data to
assist us in further research, which | nust say is
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sorely needed.

| was told then back in "98/'99, if |
remenber the years correctly and I m ght not, that
this nmatter has been abundantly researched. Now
we know that that wasn't true. And | believe that
we need to have a recommendation from you that
there needs to be nore independent research, in
fact, governnent-sponsored i ndependent research,
so that no one can say a particular institution
that outside of the public institutions has a
vested interest in a certain outcone of that
research. Because | believe that that research is
very, very inportant in the way it's done and who
does it and who funds it.

M. Conm ssioner, those are ny subm ssions,
and | woul d be happy to answer any questions if |
may be able to.

THE COW SSI ONER: Wl |, Your Honour, | amvery happy
about you being here and | don't think it's been
said yet, you are part of the Safety Board
investigation into this matter.

A | ampart of the Public Safety Commttee that has
been hearing on this matter.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Yes.

A And we are currently discussing a possible report.

THE COWM SSIONER: And | think | can go this far at
this early stage, that | have nentioned and you to
me, that in the event that |I could reach the sane
conclusion as they did, it would certainly be good

for this country if there was one report -- or not
one report, but at l|east simlar recommendations.
A Simlar reports.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Counsel have you any comrent ?
MR. VERTLI EB: Yes, thank you, M. Conm ssioner.

QUESTI ONS BY MR VERTLI EB, conti nui ng:

C M. Dosanjh, in terns of the work in the Public
Safety Commttee that you' re doing, who have you
been hearing fromand over what period of tine
have your hearings been goi ng on?

A | don't recall the exact nunber of hearings.

We've actually had several hearings, several weeks
of hearings. W actually have visited the airport
and had a coupl e of days of hearings at the
airport itself. W heard from CBSA, the RCWP,

ot her police forces, like Toronto and Vancouver.
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We've heard from M. Dziekanski's nother's |awer,
M. Kosteckyj. W've heard from M. Bagnall's
sister and another relative. W've heard from
Canmeron Ward and Murray Mollard. W' ve heard from
t he Taser manufacturer that you heard fromthis
nmorning, M. Smth. And a couple of coroners
recently we've heard from from across the
country, and several other individuals from
British Colunbia and other places in the country,
and sonme nedi cal experts.

C Now, in your years as Attorney Ceneral and then,
of course, as Premer, you would have had
knowl edge of the way in our province policing
wor ks, the nunicipal structure and then the RCWVP.
What is the issue between the nunicipal forces and
the RCVP fromthe civilian governnenta
st andpoi nt ?

A Vll, | think that the civilian oversight is
different for nunicipal forces. The RCWP is
governed by a federal Act, the RCMP Act, and they
have a different conplaints process, different
oversight and the municipal forces have a
di fferent oversight process. And | believe when
was the Attorney General | spoke out | oud,
actual ly, and thought out |oud many tines about
har noni zi ng those, not to the lower |evel, but to
raise it to a higher level and nake it better.

| believe that | understand that there is a
renegotiating of the RCMP contract comng up in
British Colunbia. | believe that British
Col unbi a, because at |east two-thirds of British
Colunbia is policed by the RCMP, we are in fact
the |l argest users as a province of the ROWP. W
have at least a third of the RCWP that works in
British Colunbia for us as British Col unbi ans.
And | believe in that respect it is inpractical to
have two conpl ai nts processes and oversights, and
| think that as part of the renegotiating of that
contract, the authority can be del egated, either
under the current Act or by a sinple change to
that legislation to a comon oversi ght board or a
conpl aints process where the municipal police
forces and the RCVMP woul d be governed by the sane
over si ght process.

| believe that's desirable. | think it's
practical. | know there would be resistance from
the RCVMP. | hope not, because nobody likes to
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change and hand over jurisdiction to the province,
because they view thensel ves as a federal force.
But the fact is when they work in British
Col unbi a, a vast majority of themwhen they' re not
wor ki ng on drug offences and the |ike, which are
federal, they are a provincial police force.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Let ne just interrupt for a noment.
You have used the word "oversight" and you used

the word "conplaint commttee". |Is there a
di fference?
A | believe there is a difference. Conplaints

process is a process obviously to deal with
conplaints. That should be rigorous, open,
transparent, and i ndependent of any particul ar
police force. The oversight, | believe, is how
you manage the police forces. Currently you have
several police boards for the nunicipal police
forces, each municipality has its own police
board, and we have in fact for the RCMP you don't
have any such boards. You only have perhaps
advisory commttees. So these jurisdictions such
as Surrey and other places that are being policed
by the RCWP, they would have no such boards, |ocal
boards that have an oversight function, generally
managenent function or oversight function.

And | believe that if you were able to
renegotiate the contract to bring all of that

under | ocal control, still retain it as a federal
force, | think that would be good. | know that
may not be possible, that would be, | think, very
good to have sone | ocal accountability and | ocal
control

C M. Begg was here | ast week. He's an Assi stant

Deputy Mnistry in the Solicitor Genera
Department. Do you know himfrom your days as
Attorney Ceneral ?

A | renmenber Kevin Begg. |If | renmenber correctly, |
think he was the Director of Policing at that
tinme. He dealt with all of the police forces on
nmy behal f, and was reporting to nme through the
Deputy Attorney General and others.

C Just in ternms of oversight, because he spoke of
that as well, what's the benefit to the comunity
to have civilian oversight? And then I'mgoing to
ask you the benefit to the police of having the
sane.

A | think civilian oversight sinply nmakes the
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policing nore accountable and nore sensitive to
the concerns of the public. And in fact all of
the rules and regul ations and gui delines that are
made, they are made in full public view, and they
are not made by police officers com ng together
and consulting perhaps with the conmunity or

ot hers, but draw ng up those guidelines and
protocol s thenselves. | think they would be open
to rigorous exam nation

VWhat was the other...?

Do you see a benefit to the police in having that
ki nd of oversight?

Vell, | think that we are a denocracy, and al

i nstitutions, independent or otherw se, function
better or are much nore responsive to the needs of
the communities if they consult the communities,
if they are accountable to the communities, and |
think that that would be of great use.

If I may, in terns of the civilian oversight,
if I can just add to the recommendations that |
made, | woul d suggest, M. Comm ssioner, that any
gui del i nes, any updat ed gui delines or revi ewed
gui del ines that m ght be put in place, should be
actually put in place by civilians with a large
contingent of civilians sitting with the police
officers so that when you are creating guidelines
for Taser use, and when you are determ ni ng where
it should be placed on the continuum of Use of
Force, that that public view and public scrutiny
is an integral part of that process.
ir. Dosanjh, there may be a view in sonme quarters
that the governnments did not do proper due
di l i gence before allow ng Taser use in the
provi nce. \What can you say about that?

Well, | guess the governnent in British Colunbia
at that tine was ne in terns of the Taser. | was
the Attorney CGeneral. | was told and in fact what
| was told is reflected in the two reports by
Darren Lauer - |'msure you have them the '99
report and the 2000 report - that in fact he
repeats those assertions that this matter had been
abundantly researched, in fact, over-researched.

| was assured that it was safe. | amnot a
scientist, and | was assured that it would be

pl aced fairly high up in the continuum of Use of
Force. And all three propositions have turned out
to be not true. And am| disappointed? Yes,
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absol utely di sappoi nted, because when you are in
the public real mand public domain, nmeking these
ki nds of decisions, you depend on people com ng
in, giving you advice based on the research that
t hey have conducted. And should there have been
nore research? Absolutely. D d | know that at
that time? No.

C s there anything else that you wish to add in
terms of recomendations or any other comment that
m ght be of assistance to the Comm ssioner,
anyt hing el se that we haven't covered?

A No, | have said as nmuch as | am going to say,
other than just talk to the police through the
Comm ssion here, that the fact is that the
confidence and trust between the police forces and
Canadi ans, particularly the RCMP and Canadi ans,
has been sorely tested with the Dzi ekanski matter.
And, you know, it is a matter that can, if one
opens up processes and makes them accountable to
the public and receives public advice and public

participation with an open enbrace, | think it can
lead to good things. |[If one sinply clanms up and
deci des that what we were doing was good and the
status quo is fine, | think we're in for trouble.
Thank you.
MR. VERTLI EB: Thank you.
THE COW SSI ONER: Well, | very nmuch appreciate, sir,

you bringing your experience and know edge here.
A Thank you.
THE COW SSI ONER: Very hel pful, indeed.
A Thank you.

( PRESENTER EXCUSED)

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Now, tonorrow,
gent |l emen, what have we got for tonorrow?

MR, VERTLIEB: Well, tonorrow, M. Conm ssioner, we
have Dr. Lu, the psychiatrist, and Dr. M ke
Webster, who is a psychol ogi st, whose speci al area
of interest is in crisis managenent. And we hope
to have those presentations in the norning.

Agai n, we have sone issues around the conveni ence
of those presenters. W nay have a coupl e of

ot her shorter presentations, just to round out the
day. But we're mndful of your instruction that
at all times keep the conveni ence of these
presenters uppernost in our m nds.
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THE COW SSI ONER: All right, thank you. | understand,
too, there is still some ongoing work in order to
have the people, for want of a better phrase |'l
say, fromthe Tramnay cone, and that is stil
under negoti ation?

MR. VERTLI EB: Maybe M. MGowan coul d assi st you.

MR MGOMN It is, M. Comm ssioner. W have
extended an invitation to the Transit Police to
conme. There had initially been an indication that
t hey woul d accept our invitation and cone
tomorrow. They have now expressed sone rel uctance
in that regard and are considering their position.
| amtold they should | et us know t oday.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you very much. Till tonorrow
at 10: 00.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED TO MAY 13, 2008 AT
10: 00 A M)



