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TASER CONDUCTED
ENERGY DEVICES TODAY
Axon is relentlessly working toward our mission of
making the bullet obsolete. A critical component
of that journey is advancing the technology of our
TASER conducted energy devices. Our TASER
devices provide officers in the field with a
less-lethal alternative to de-escalate, which has
helped save over 237,000 lives across the globe.
TASER CEDs protect life.
They are the most studied less-lethal use of force
option available to officers today, with 800+
studies evaluating their safety and effectiveness.
The conclusions of these studies are clear: public
safety agencies and communities benefit from
the implementation of TASER CEDs. They deescalate intense situations and reduce the rate
of injuries to civilians and officers — and as a
result, agencies often save tax payer money and
see a drop in worker’s compensation claims after
implementing TASER devices.
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GLOBAL ADOPTION
Agencies all over the world have been adopting
TASER devices for the last 20 years and can
attest to the life-saving value of the devices.
Currently 51 countries have deployed TASER
CEDs, not including forces in other countries
who are currently trialing. Some of the largest
CED deployments to date have been in the
U.S., Canada, the United Kingdom, France
and Australia.
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MEDICAL REPORTS
SUMMARY ON SAFETY
HOW SAFE ARE TASER DEVICES?
Medical experts from around the world have tested and reviewed TASER devices
since their inception over 25 years ago. More than 800 reviews[13] have affirmed the
safety and life-saving value of TASER technology, making it the most scientifically
vetted tool on an officer’s belt. In this section, we will explore the validity of three
common misconceptions of TASER devices.

COMMON MISCONSCEPTIONS OF TASER DEVICES
ELECTROCUTION/ CARDIAC RISKS
TASER devices meet all electrical safety standards and to date there has not been a
single confirmed electrocution incident resulting from the use of a TASER device [1]
nor is there even a reasonable explanation as to why TASER CEDs would electrocute
a suspect[2]. When compared with an electric fence, the electric shock from a TASER
device is approximately 11 times less charge [5].

EQUIVALENT POWER (WATTS)

ELECTRIC FENCE SAFETY STANDARDS

ELECTRIC FENCE

TASER
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/ MEDICAL REPORT

Regarding the topic of cardiac risks,
epidemiological studies have shown that TASER
device chest exposure in the field does not induce
cardiac arrest [3]. A separate study of 1,201 TASER
uses in the field found that only 15% had probe
placements across the heart, and that “None of
these cases, transcardiac or otherwise, produced
immediately fatal dysrhythmias” [4]. Media outlets
tend to attribute the death of individuals to the
TASER CED based on the simple fact that it was
used at some point during the interaction with the
subject who later died, even though the death was
caused by some other factor such as other uses
of force, drugs or a pre-existing heart condition.

INJURIES
When it comes to injuries, three separate reports
out of the UK and US found that a TASER device
was the use of force least likely to result in
significant suspect injury [6,7,8]. One report looked
at TASER device usage in the United Kingdom
using a number of data sets, including a study of
60,000 uses of force across 20 police agencies
and estimated that other use of force methods,
on average, are between 1 to 5 times more likely
to result in suspect and officer injury[6]. A US
DOJ funded study by the Wake Forest University
Baptist Medical Center concluded that 99.75% of
1,201 field uses of TASER devices in a wide range
of drug and alcohol influences, ages, and race
resulted in no significant injuries, demonstrating
that the TASER device is the safest intermediate
use-of-force option for police[9].

99.75%

OF 1201 USES
resulted in no significant injuries,
demonstrating that the TASER
device is the safest intermediate
use-of-force option for police
6
UK.AXON.COM

EFFECTIVENESS AND SAFETY
VS OTHER USES OF FORCE
TASER devices are the use of force least likely to result in suspect
or officer injury. CEDs de-escalate situations on average 82% of the
time, with a range of steps from verbal warnings to visual alerts and
puts distance between officers and suspects. [6, 11]
In situations where an officer needs to deploy their TASER device
(18% of the time), studies have shown that CEDs are highly effective
when it comes to degree of incapacitation with the rate of injury
still being extremely low for the suspect compared to other use of
force methods.

RATE OF USE OF FORCE INJURIES

SAFETY

[6,7,8]

TASER CED

PHYSICAL FORCE
BATON
PEPPER
SPRAY
CANINE
PISTOL

EFFECTIVENESS
Degree of incapacitation

According to the 2019 annual report from the General Inspection of the Police National in France “the
TASER device, a weapon of intermediate force, proved to be sufficiently dissuasive, making it possible to
avoid the use of physical force and thus reducing the number of injuries inflicted on police officers and
suspects. It has proven to be an effective substitute for other weapons or intervention techniques. IGPN
concludes that its development could constitute a relevant alternative to neutralize an individual while
remaining at a distance.” [12]
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/ EFFECTIVENESS AND SAFETY VS OTHER USE OF FORCE

Three separate reports out of the UK and US determined that the
use of force least likely to result in significant suspect injury is a
TASER device.

STUDY

NATIONAL POLICE CHIEFS

WAKE FOREST UNIVERSITY

COUNCIL UK (2020)

(2018) (7)

(6)

US DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE (2011) (8)

Country: USA
Year: 2018
Country: UK

Study Overview: In reviewing
1.04 million calls for service
received by three mid-size
police departments in three
states over a two-year period,
the researchers found 893 useof-force incidents

Year: 2020
Study Overview: 60,000 uses of
force across 20 police agencies

Country: USA
Year: 2011
Study Overview: National survey of over 500
agencies in the US participated in the study.

Use of
force

Odds of
officer getting
injured in UK
(likelihood vs
TASER device)

Odds of
suspect
getting
injured in UK
(likelihood vs
TASER device)

Increased likelihood of injury
(officer or suspect) vs CED

Increased
likelihood of
officer injury

Increased likelihood of
suspect injury

Unarmed
physical
force

1.51 (37X)

1.08 (1.4X)

0.34 - 2X MORE LIKELY

3X

0.5X

CED

0.4 (-)

0.74 (-)

-

0-68% DECREASE

48-70% DECREASE

Chemical
(Pepper
Spray)

2.03 (5x)

1.67 (2.26X)

0-5.5 X MORE LIKELY

21-39% INCREASE

65-70% DECREASE

Canine
(Police
Dogs)

0.52 (1.3X)

3.53 (4.77X)

4.6-25 X MORE LIKELY

N/A

4X INCREASE

Impact
weapons
batons

1.17 (2.9X)

1.21 (1.6X)

0-40 X MORE LIKELY

N/A

N/A

-

One datapoint
RichlandSheriff’s
County aiming a gun
at a suspect reduced
injury odds by more
than 80 percent

Firearm

0.05 (-8X)

0.11 (6.7 X
LESS)

29.6-100 X MORE LIKELY

Compared to the use of a baton or pepper spray, the CED offers a more
effective and safer possibility of temporarily incapacitating and finally
arresting resisting suspects from a certain distance with less risk of injury. [10]
Wolfgang Bosbach, Chairman of the Government Commission
“More security for North Westphalia, Germany”

As stated by Superintendent, Chris Scahill, National Manager of Police Response and Operation of
New Zealand: “TASER undoubtedly provides safer outcomes for police, the public – and the subject.”
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CONTINUOUS INNOVATION
At Axon, we believe that front-line police officers deserve equipment that not only
protects them, but the public too.
With over 20 years of TASER device research and global deployments comes
continuous innovation and the launch of our most effective CED to date, the TASER
7. We listen to our customers, and we never stop improving our technology in an
effort to achieve our mission of developing a less-lethal device that can outperform a
firearm. Our mission is to protect life — and we won’t stop until the bullet is obsolete.
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VISIT TASER 7
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