
1) Ban Chokeholds and Strangleholds: The Colma Police Department does not have a ban on 
chokehold or stranglehold in our policy. The proper application of the below carotid restraint may be 
effective in restraining a violent individual. Only officers who have successfully completed department-
approved training on the use of the carotid restraint hold and the department Use of Force Policy are 
authorized to use the technique.    

 

300.3.4  CAROTID CONTROL HOLD 

The proper application of the carotid control hold may be effective in restraining a violent or combative 
individual. However, due to the potential for injury, the use of the carotid control hold is subject to the 
following: 

a. The officer shall have successfully completed department-approved training in the use and 
application of the carotid control hold. 

b. The carotid control hold may only be used when circumstances perceived by the officer at the 
time indicate that such application reasonably appears necessary to control a person in any of 
the following circumstances:  

1. The subject is violent or physically resisting. 

2. The subject, by words or actions, has demonstrated an intention to be violent and 
reasonably appears to have the potential to harm officers, him/herself or others. 

c. The application of a carotid control hold on the following individuals should generally be 
avoided unless the totality of the circumstances indicates that other available options 
reasonably appear ineffective, or would present a greater danger to the officer, the subject or 
others, and the officer reasonably believes that the need to control the individual outweighs the 
risk of applying a carotid control hold:  

1. Females who are known to be pregnant 

2. Elderly individuals 

3. Obvious juveniles 

4. Individuals who appear to have Down syndrome or who appear to have obvious neck 
deformities or malformations, or visible neck injuries 

d. Any individual who has had the carotid control hold applied, regardless of whether he/she was 
rendered unconscious, shall be promptly examined by paramedics or other qualified medical 
personnel and should be monitored until examined by paramedics or other appropriate medical 
personnel. 

e. The officer shall inform any person receiving custody, or any person placed in a position of 
providing care, that the individual has been subjected to the carotid control hold and whether 
the subject lost consciousness as a result. 

f. Any officer attempting or applying the carotid control hold shall promptly notify a supervisor of 
the use or attempted use of such hold. 

g. The use or attempted use of the carotid control hold shall be thoroughly documented by the 
officer in any related reports. 



 

2) Require De-Escalation: Does not require officers to use de-escalation whenever possible. 
Instead, de-escalation is suggested in limited circumstances where officers believe the person to be 
having a mental health crisis.  

  

408.4  CONSIDERATIONS AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

Any officer handling a call involving an individual who may qualify for a 5150 commitment should 
consider, as time and circumstances reasonably permit: 

a. Available information that might assist in determining the cause and nature of the person’s 
action or stated intentions. 

b. Community or neighborhood mediation services. 

c. Conflict resolution and de-escalation techniques. 

d. Community or other resources available to assist in dealing with mental health issues. 

  

3) Require Warning Before Shooting: Where feasible, an officer shall, prior to the use of force, 
make reasonable efforts to identify themselves as a peace officer and to warn that deadly force maybe 
be use, unless the officer has objectively reasonable grounds to believe the person is aware of those 
facts outlined in 300.4 (b). 

 

300.4  DEADLY FORCE APPLICATIONS 

If an objectively reasonable officer would consider it safe and feasible to do so under the totality of the 
circumstances, officers should evaluate the use of other reasonably available resources and techniques 
when determining whether to use deadly force. The use of deadly force is only justified in the following 
circumstances (Penal Code § 835a): 

b) An officer may use deadly force to apprehend a fleeing person for any felony that threatened or 
resulted in death or serious bodily injury, if the officer reasonably believes that the person will cause 
death or serious bodily injury to another unless immediately apprehended. Where feasible, the officer 
shall, prior to the use of force, make reasonable efforts to identify themselves as a peace officer and to 
warn that deadly force may be used, unless the officer has objectively reasonable grounds to believe the 
person is aware of those facts. 

Officers shall not use deadly force against a person based on the danger that person poses to 
him/herself, if an objectively reasonable officer would believe the person does not pose an imminent 
threat of death or serious bodily injury to the officer or to another person (Penal Code § 835a). 

An “imminent” threat of death or serious bodily injury exists when, based on the totality of the 
circumstances, a reasonable officer in the same situation would believe that a person has the present 
ability, opportunity, and apparent intent to immediately cause death or serious bodily injury to the 
officer or another person. An officer’s subjective fear of future harm alone is insufficient as an imminent 
threat. An imminent threat is one that from appearances is reasonably believed to require 
instant attention (Penal Code § 835a). 



  

4) Exhaust all other means before shooting: The policy manual does not have exhaust all other 
means before shooting. The policy requires officers to evaluate the use of other reasonably available 
resources and techniques when determining whether to use deadly force and deadly force is only used 
when there is an imminent threat of death of serious  injury to the officer or another person.   

 

300.4  DEADLY FORCE APPLICATIONS 

If an objectively reasonable officer would consider it safe and feasible to do so under the totality of the 
circumstances, officers should evaluate the use of other reasonably available resources and techniques 
when determining whether to use deadly force. The use of deadly force is only justified in the following 
circumstances (Penal Code § 835a): 

a. An officer may use deadly force to protect him/herself or others from what he/she reasonably 
believes is an imminent threat of death or serious bodily injury to the officer or another person. 

b. An officer may use deadly force to apprehend a fleeing person for any felony that threatened or 
resulted in death or serious bodily injury, if the officer reasonably believes that the person will 
cause death or serious bodily injury to another unless immediately apprehended. Where 
feasible, the officer shall, prior to the use of force, make reasonable efforts to identify 
themselves as a peace officer and to warn that deadly force may be used, unless the officer has 
objectively reasonable grounds to believe the person is aware of those facts. 

Officers shall not use deadly force against a person based on the danger that person poses to 
him/herself, if an objectively reasonable officer would believe the person does not pose an imminent 
threat of death or serious bodily injury to the officer or to another person (Penal Code § 835a). 

An “imminent” threat of death or serious bodily injury exists when, based on the totality of the 
circumstances, a reasonable officer in the same situation would believe that a person has the present 
ability, opportunity, and apparent intent to immediately cause death or serious bodily injury to the 
officer or another person. An officer’s subjective fear of future harm alone is insufficient as an imminent 
threat. An imminent threat is one that from appearances is reasonably believed to require 
instant attention (Penal Code § 835a). 

 

300.3  USE OF FORCE 

Officers shall use only that amount of force that reasonably appears necessary given the facts and 
totality of the circumstances known to or perceived by the officer at the time of the event to accomplish 
a legitimate law enforcement purpose (Penal Code § 835a). 

The reasonableness of force will be judged from the perspective of a reasonable officer on the scene at 
the time of the incident. Any evaluation of reasonableness must allow for the fact that officers are often 
forced to make split-second decisions about the amount of force that reasonably appears necessary in a 
particular situation, with limited information and in circumstances that are tense, uncertain, and rapidly 
evolving. 

Given that no policy can realistically predict every possible situation an officer might encounter, officers 
are entrusted to use well-reasoned discretion in determining the appropriate use of force in each 
incident. 



It is also recognized that circumstances may arise in which officers reasonably believe that it would be 
impractical or ineffective to use any of the tools, weapons, or methods provided by the Department. 
Officers may find it more effective or reasonable to improvise their response to rapidly unfolding 
conditions that they are confronting. In such circumstances, the use of any improvised device or method 
must nonetheless be objectively reasonable and utilized only to the degree that reasonably appears 
necessary to accomplish a legitimate law enforcement purpose. 

While the ultimate objective of every law enforcement encounter is to avoid or minimize injury, nothing 
in this policy requires an officer to retreat or be exposed to possible physical injury before applying 
reasonable force. 

 

5) Duty to Intervene: Our policy mandates a duty to intercede if any officer observes another 
officer using force that is unreasonable. 

 

300.2.1  DUTY TO INTERCEDE 

Any officer present and observing another officer using force that is clearly beyond that which is 
objectively reasonable under the circumstances shall, when in a position to do so, intercede to prevent 
the use of unreasonable force. An officer who observes another employee use force that exceeds the 
degree of force permitted by law should promptly report these observations to a supervisor. 

 

6) Ban Shooting at Moving Vehicles: No ban on shooting at moving vehicles. Policy allows officers 
to shoot at moving vehicles only when he/she reasonably believes there are no reasonable means 
available to avert the threat of the vehicle, or if deadly force other than the vehicle is directed at the 
officer or others.    

 

300.4.1  SHOOTING AT OR FROM MOVING VEHICLES 

Shots fired at or from a moving vehicle are rarely effective. Officers should move out of the path of an 
approaching vehicle instead of discharging their firearm at the vehicle or any of its occupants. An officer 
should only discharge a firearm at a moving vehicle or its occupants when the officer reasonably 
believes there are no other reasonable means available to avert the threat of the vehicle, or if deadly 
force other than the vehicle is directed at the officer or others. 

Officers should not shoot at any part of a vehicle in an attempt to disable the vehicle. 

  

7) Has Use of Force Continuum: No specific Use of Force Continuum found in the Police 
Department Manual. Law enforcement agencies vary whether they incorporate a use-of-force 
continuum. Continuum’s do not require officers start with one level of force before moving to 
another.  Our policies require officers to se the only that amount of force reasonably appears necessary 
given the facts and totality of the circumstances.   

 

300.3  USE OF FORCE 



Officers shall use only that amount of force that reasonably appears necessary given the facts and 
totality of the circumstances known to or perceived by the officer at the time of the event to accomplish 
a legitimate law enforcement purpose (Penal Code § 835a). 

The reasonableness of force will be judged from the perspective of a reasonable officer on the scene at 
the time of the incident. Any evaluation of reasonableness must allow for the fact that officers are often 
forced to make split-second decisions about the amount of force that reasonably appears necessary in a 
particular situation, with limited information and in circumstances that are tense, uncertain, and rapidly 
evolving. 

Given that no policy can realistically predict every possible situation an officer might encounter, officers 
are entrusted to use well-reasoned discretion in determining the appropriate use of force in each 
incident. 

It is also recognized that circumstances may arise in which officers reasonably believe that it would be 
impractical or ineffective to use any of the tools, weapons, or methods provided by the Department. 
Officers may find it more effective or reasonable to improvise their response to rapidly unfolding 
conditions that they are confronting. In such circumstances, the use of any improvised device or method 
must nonetheless be objectively reasonable and utilized only to the degree that reasonably appears 
necessary to accomplish a legitimate law enforcement purpose. 

While the ultimate objective of every law enforcement encounter is to avoid or minimize injury, nothing 
in this policy requires an officer to retreat or be exposed to possible physical injury before applying 
reasonable force. 

 

300.3.1  USE OF FORCE TO EFFECT AN ARREST 

Any peace officer may use objectively reasonable force to effect an arrest, to prevent escape, or to 
overcome resistance. A peace officer who makes or attempts to make an arrest need not retreat or 
desist from his/her efforts by reason of resistance or threatened resistance on the part of the person 
being arrested; nor shall an officer be deemed the aggressor or lose his/her right to self-defense by the 
use of reasonable force to effect the arrest, prevent escape, or to overcome resistance. Retreat does not 
mean tactical repositioning or other de-escalation techniques (Penal Code § 835a). 

 

8) Require Comprehensive Reporting: The below is the Reporting Use of Force. There is no policy 
requiring officers to report each time an officer threatens to use force against civilians.  

 

300.5  REPORTING THE USE OF FORCE  

Any use of force by a member of this department shall be documented promptly, completely and 
accurately in an appropriate report, depending on the nature of the incident. The officer should 
articulate the factors perceived and why he/she believed the use of force was reasonable under the 
circumstances. To collect data for purposes of training, resource allocation, analysis and related 
purposes, the Department may require the completion of additional report forms, as specified 
in department policy, procedure or law. 

 



300.5.1  NOTIFICATION TO SUPERVISORS 

Supervisory notification shall be made as soon as practicable following the application of force in any of 
the following circumstances: 

a. The application caused a visible injury. 

b. The application would lead a reasonable officer to conclude that the individual may have 
experienced more than momentary discomfort. 

c. The individual subjected to the force complained of injury or continuing pain. 

d. The individual indicates intent to pursue litigation. 

e. Any application of a CED or control device. 

f. Any application of a restraint device other than handcuffs, shackles or belly chains. 

g. The individual subjected to the force was rendered unconscious. 

h. An individual was struck or kicked. 

i. An individual alleges any of the above has occurred. 

 

300.5.2  REPORTING TO CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Statistical data regarding all officer-involved shootings and incidents involving use of force resulting in 
serious bodily injury is to be reported to the California Department of Justice as required by 
Government Code § 12525.2. See the Dispatch policy. 

 


