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2020 Fail to Stop Annual Review and Analysis 
 
 

Pursuits create a risk to the Police Officer, offender and the general public due to the 
dynamic nature of the event.  In order to mitigate this risk it is important to have policies 
and training in place that address vehicles that fail to stop for police and regulate the rules 
around preventing and initiating a pursuit.  The trend for data from 2018-2020 shows 
Lethbridge Police Service (LPS) members rarely engage in pursuits for a number of factors 
including public risk, seriousness of the offence, and risk to the subject and officers. More 
commonly the data shows our members are involved with vehicles that simply fail to stop 
and flee from police.  In 2020 the implementation of the pinning technique showed to be an 
invaluable tool to proactively prevent a Fail to Stop or pursuit from occurring.  These pins 
resulted in multiple successful, low risk apprehensions. 
 
LPS policy outlines that pursuits will only be initiated as a last resort and when all other 
alternatives are unavailable or unsatisfactory.  The Police Officer involved must have 
reasonable grounds to believe that the seriousness of the offence and the necessity of 
immediate apprehension outweigh the level of danger created by the pursuit to those 
involved and the public.  Public safety must prevail when deciding to engage in a pursuit 
and when considering whether to continue or terminate a pursuit.  In accordance with these 
strict policies, pursuits in 2020 were again minimal and almost non-existent. 
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It is also important to review incidents where drivers have failed to stop for police (no 
pursuit initiated) to determine if police action was appropriate and if there were any policy 
breaches identified.  
 
This annual report evaluates statistical trends to determine if there are areas of concern 
that should be addressed.  This includes determining the initial reason for initiating a stop, 
the driver’s actions, and the Police Officer response.  
 
This review takes into account all Fail to Stop reports submitted for 2020.  A Fail to Stop 
report is categorized into three different event/incident types summarized below from 
lowest to highest risk: 
 

1. Fail to Stop: A Fail to Stop occurs when a Police Officer attempts to stop or 
follows a vehicle with the intent to stop or identify the vehicle or driver, and the 
driver, being aware of police actions, initiates evasive action or ignores directions to 
stop/avoid apprehension, and the Police Officer terminates immediately. 
 
2. Vehicle Intervention Technique (VIT): A maneuver used by an officer that is 
intended to prevent a subject from fleeing, or prevent or terminate a pursuit. 
 
3. Pursuit: When a Police Officer attempts to stop or follows a vehicle with the intent 
to stop or identify the vehicle or driver, and the driver, being aware of police actions, 
initiates evasive action or ignores directions to stop/avoid apprehension. The 
moment a Police Officer makes the decision to continue to attempt to stop the 
vehicle or to continue following rather than terminating immediately, a police pursuit 
has begun. 

 
The following analysis will speak to Fail to Stop reports (inclusive of all three event 
categories), then will break down the three categories individually for review later in the 
document. 
In 2020 there were a total of 128 Fail to Stop reports submitted. 90 of these were Fail to 
Stop incidents, 36 were VITs and two were classified as Pursuits.  
 
Reasons for Initiating Vehicle Stop 

All 128 Fail to Stop reports were reviewed to determine what the initial reason was for 
attempting to stop the vehicle. The charts below provide a summary of the information 
obtained from the reports. 
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Fail to Stop Reports by Day of Week             
(2020)

Day of the week 

There is no strong correlation 
between days of the week and 
the amount of Fail to Stop 
incidents.   

 

Time of Day 
 
Fail to Stop incidents occurred 
predominantly between 0000 and 
0600 hours.   

Month 
 
There were two months (March 
and September) that had slightly 
higher occurrences.  This may be 
influenced by some COVID 
factors, but this is only speculative. 
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A data chart was provided in the 2019 Annual Report outlining how many occupants were 
in a vehicle.  This data was not analyzed for 2020 due to the inaccuracy, inconsistency and 
lack of reliability of the count. Getting accurate data is difficult when determining how many 
occupants are in a vehicle as most Fail to Stop reports are actually Fail to Stop incidents 
where the subject vehicle flees from police and Police Officer rarely can confirm accurate 
numbers of occupants due to distance, time of day, vehicle type or if the vehicle windows  
are tinted.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Patrol officers were involved in the 
highest number of Fail to Stop 
reports in 2020, completing 
approximately 63% of these 
reports. 
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LOCATION OF Fail To Stop REPORTS 
 
Location   Count of FTS Reports 

Commercial  35 

Other ‐ highway/coulee  3 

Other ‐ parking lot  1 

Other ‐ Whoop Up Drive  3 

Other ‐ school zone  1 

Residential  69 

Residential, Commercial  3 

Playground, Commercial  1 

Residential, playground  1 

Residential, alley  1 
Residential, playground, 
school  1 

Industrial  3 

Rural  2 

(blank)  4 

Total  128 

 

 
 
1. Fail to Stop Statistics 

There were a total of 90 incidents where members tried to stop a vehicle, the vehicle failed 
to stop, fled the scene, and members terminated their attempt to stop by pulling over the 
police vehicle and advising their supervisor via radio. No significant trends or issues where 
observed with the submission of these reports.  Officers are recognizing the need to 
terminate without the need for supervisory direction in most cases. Officers attempting to 
pull over a subject vehicle for a violation or offence are proactively recognizing when the 
stop does not meet the threshold to justify a pursuit. (i.e. Provincial Offences, stolen 
vehicles, risk to public etc.)  

 The 90 Fail to Stop incidents reported in 2020 was much higher than 2018 (57) and 2019 
(51).  There is no one obvious factor that we can directly attribute to this increase; 
however, some speculative contributing factors have been outlined below: 

 Enhanced suspect knowledge “on the street” of the low likelihood of Police Officers 
engaging in pursuits 

 Increased overall  crime rates, and less offenders in custody during COVID 
protocols may have created more observable offences such as stolen vehicles and 
license plates 

The majority of Fail to Stops occur in 
residential areas.  Residential areas 
are high risk due to the expectation of 
pedestrian and vehicle traffic. 
Recognizing the risk to the public is a 
major factor when considering 
whether to initiate a traffic stop 
attempt. 
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 Anecdotally COVID and the addition of the supplemental ARM team created some  
surplus proactive time for patrol officers during the first COVID restrictions in March 
of 2020 

 The introduction of new release documents and protocols that default to release of 
offenders instead of holding in custody 

YEAR # of Traffic Stops # of Fail to stop incidents % of FTS vs T-stops 
2019 9411 51 0.5% 
2020 9677 80 0.8% 

 
Although at first glance this increase seems notable, the percentage increase of subjects 
who fail to stop for police has only increased by 0.3%.  Over 99% of vehicles stop for 
Police Officers. 
  

2. Vehicle Intervention Techniques (VIT) 

Vehicle intervention techniques include all preventative actions such as Stop Sticks, 
pinning, boxing in, funnel roadblocks, ramming and blockades. Pinning was the most 
commonly used VIT technique in 2020.  The pinning technique is a VIT in which one or 
more police vehicles are intentionally used to safely, physically contact and contain a 
subject vehicle. Since the implementation of training in the fall of 2019, officers have 
recognized that pinning presents lower risk of damage than other traditional VIT techniques 
such as blocks or box-ins that allow room for the subject driver to ram or force their escape 
from responding police vehicles. VITs were implemented 36 times over the course of 2020. 
Of the 36 VIT incidents, 32 of these applications were pinning techniques.  Of the 32 
pinning applications, 29 were successful and led to arrests and related charges.  The three 
unsuccessful pin applications were conducted in the first two quarters of 2020 where some 
training and application issues were debriefed and corrected.  

 
Pinning may be used to prevent a vehicle from fleeing, becoming involved in a pursuit or to 
terminate a pursuit. The police vehicle(s) are used to pin the subject vehicle against a solid 
object or another police vehicle to prevent its movement. Pinning is only attempted when 
the subject vehicle is stopped or when speeds are extremely low (aka a “crawl”) to 
minimize the risks of injury to all parties involved and minimize property damage.   
 
Full operational reviews are conducted each time a VIT or pinning technique is used.  The 
purpose of the review is to ensure policy is being followed by the officers and to identify 
any training or equipment deficiencies.   These reports are completed thoroughly by a 
qualified Emergency Vehicle Operator Course (EVOC) Instructor.  The Fail to Stop report 
submission, officer notes, radio transmissions, photographs, GPS, and in-car cameras (if 
applicable) are all reviewed for adherence to policy, any training recommendations, and 
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equipment requirements. As of 2020, these operational reviews are reviewed for trends 
and issues and summarized in quarterly executive report submissions.  A summary of VIT 
types of incidents, trends, successes and failures are outlined below: 

 

REASON FOR STOP # of VITs 

Stolen vehicle/License plate 14 

Suspected Impaired driver 14 

Driver – Wanted  4 

Preventative Mental Health call– No occupants 1 

Stolen vehicle/Suspected Impaired  2 

Mental Health -suicide 1 

 

Some of the general training issues addressed and debriefed occurred mainly in the first 
and second quarters of 2020: 

 After an operational review of an unsuccessful pin attempt, there was a 
recommendation for familiarization and additional training for new Crime 
Suppression Team (CST) vehicle bumpers that were shaped slightly differently than 
general patrol vehicles.  CST familiarization was completed prior to the third quarter 
and provided CST members additional training with different vehicle platforms.  The 
implementation and success of this training was evident as CST initiated a VIT 
shortly after training, improving the safety and effectiveness versus their last VIT 
report.  Regular attendance of VIT in-service training will allow for all members to 
test different vehicles in a safe training environment 
 

 Failure to ask for permission from a supervisor if time permits, or Sergeants initiating 
a VIT without asking for supervisor permission had been identified as an area 
needing supplemental review in the first half of 2020.  All incidents of this nature 
were debriefed, and two Counsellings were issued (same Occurrence and VIT 
20002464).  This direction was also reviewed in the Sergeant and Staff Sergeant 
meeting and was not observed in any of the Fail to Stop report in the second half of 
2020. 

 Members were reminded to request vehicles with VIT equipment to attend and 
assist, if time and circumstances of the incident permit. 
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 Occasionally officers were getting out of vehicles prior to a pin being properly 
established causing officer safety issues.  These incidents were debriefed, and this 
topic will be reiterated in the next in-service VIT training. 

 Weighing the seriousness of the offence against the urgency/need to apprehend 
(risk assessment) or waiting for other means (warrants, wait for them to park and 
walk) will be reiterated in the next VIT in-service training.  It is to be noted that in 
several separate SBOR report submissions it was noted that members are critically 
thinking and trying to use alternate means to apprehend subjects eliminating the 
need to utilize a VIT at all.  

 Turning on emergency lights too soon allowing subjects to recognize police 
presence prior to VIT being completed had caused an unsuccessful VIT in the first 
quarter.  This issue became non-existent in the last half of 2020 as the members 
became more proficient in the technique.   

Most FTS reports that involved a pin were executed with only minor damages to the 
subject vehicle or police vehicle such as scratches or minor dents.  The costs of 
damages have been loosely estimated within these reports.  Most damages were not 
significant, and although estimates were documented, repairs were not completed on 
most vehicles.  One pin conducted in the first quarter of 2020 resulted in third party 
building damage.  This was a result of an unsuccessful pinning attempt where one 
member turned on their emergency equipment prior to the other team members being 
in a position to properly affect the pin technique.  The subject driver was alerted to 
police presence and was able drive out of the pin and police vehicles but struck one of 
the police vehicles and a commercial building office while doing so.  A second pin was 
conducted on the subject vehicle and was successful resulting in the arrest of the driver 
of the stolen vehicle. The damage to the third party building was estimated at $75,000; 
however, Incident Risk Management confirmed that LPS did not receive any claim and 
did not provide a payout to the third party for this event. (Zero cost to LPS)     

ESTIMATED COST OF DAMAGES 

Police Vehicles *$3500  

Subject Vehicles $6850 

Damage to property $75,000 (One incident) 

*All estimates were based on bumps or dents observed on police vehicles after VITs.   
True costs were not confirmed as none of these vehicles were sent for bodywork or 
repairs.  Actual charge costs incurred to LPS for damages in 2020 was zero dollars.     



10 
 

In the third and fourth quarter FTS reviews, policy and training issues with the 
applications of the 24 VITs were almost non-existent.  Since fall of 2019 the confidence, 
familiarity, and ability to apply this technique have created a safe effective method to 
contain vehicles and to proactively apprehend suspects.  This has prevented possible 
collisions due to subject vehicles trying to ram out of blocks or traffic stops, and have 
made our pursuits a rarity.  

Pursuit Information 
 
Out of the 128 Fail to Stop reports (Inclusive of all three events) submitted in 2020, two 
were classified as pursuits (1.6% of all FTS).    
 
FILE 
NUMBER 

REASON FOR 
PURSUIT 

DETAILS DAMAGE POLICY 

20002757 Suspicious 
vehicle/TSA 

Submitted as a Fail to 
stop; however, after a 
SME review, the 
incident was deemed 
to be a Pursuit by 
definition. 

None Breach of policy- 
Written 
counselling – CPO 
engaged in 
Pursuit, submitted 
as a FTS 

20007555 Stolen vehicle Vehicle, terminated 
due to SJ driving 
dangerously, 
Blockade (VIT) 
initiated to keep the 
public safe from SJ 

None Breach of Policy – 
Verbal 
Counselling 
(failure to 
announce attempt 
to stop and FTS 
via radio) 

 
Comments: 
 

 
1) On February 2, 2020 at 9:18 a.m. Community Peace Officers (CPOs) responded to 

a report of a suspicious vehicle parked in a residential area.  The CPOs parked 
behind the vehicle and activated the emergency lights. One of the CPOs got out and 
approached the subject vehicle while the other CPO queried the plate.  The plate 
was found to be stolen. Before the CPO approaching the vehicle could make contact 
with the subject driver, the car sped away.  The CPO got back into the vehicle, and 
began to follow the car, not knowing the license plate had been reported stolen. The 
car accelerated, and drifted around the corner Northbound onto 19 Street N, while 
the CPOs went East on 1 Avenue and then turned North onto 19th Street. The CPOs 
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followed the car for about 60 metres before pulling over. They stopped on the side of 
the road and aired a “fail to stop” over the radio.  
 
The CPO vehicle was stopped when the subject car pulled away at a high speed, 
which would be classified as the driver initiating evasive action and ignoring the 
direction to stop. The CPO returned to the car and the decision was made to 
continue to follow the vehicle. Even though it was a very short distance, 
approximately 60 meters, it is still considered a pursuit by definition.  A debrief was 
conducted and the CPO received a Counselling.  
 

2)  On March 26, 2020 at 8:19 p.m., a citizen contacted the PSCC to report that they 
observed their stolen vehicle being driven in a commercial parking lot.  
 
Multiple patrol members as well as CST attended the scene. A patrol member 
parked in a nearby lot to monitor traffic and look for the stolen vehicle. The stolen 
vehicle pulled into the same parking lot the member was parked in. The member 
tried to maintain a visual on the stolen vehicle following from a distance and provide 
radio updates of the last known direction of travel. The member activated his 
emergency lights and sirens in an attempt to stop stolen vehicle. The stolen vehicle 
turned right and had created a significant distance between the police vehicle.  It 
was clear the stolen vehicle was not stopping for police. The patrol member turned 
off his emergency lights and sirens and aired the last known direction of travel over 
the radio. The member continued to drive south bound on University Drive until the 
intersection of Valley Road, before turning around. The stolen vehicle continued to 
drive dangerously and other members attempted a blockade without success.  The 
vehicle was later located abandoned at a residence. 
 
An operational review was conducted and the patrol member was issued a 
Counselling for failing to announce his attempt to stop the vehicle, failing to 
announce the Fail to Stop incident via the radio, and for continuing to drive around 
looking for the vehicle (considered a pursuit) instead of pulling over as per LPS 
Pursuit policy.   

 
 
Both of these pursuits occurred in quarter one of 2020 and resulted in Counsellings to 
members.   The issued Counsellings were not related.  One was issued due to lack of radio 
confirmation or supervisor notification.  The second was issued as a CPO engaged in a 
Pursuit believing it was a Fail to Stop.  To help clarify and reiterate the difference between 
a Fail to Stop occurrence versus a pursuit, the Training Unit added a clear definition (can 
be found on page 2 of this report) for a Fail to Stop in the Pursuit policy and reporting 
requirements.   

 
 
 

Distance  
Travelled 

Length of time Terminated by: Reason to 
terminate 

Suspicious Vehicle 60 Metres Less than 1 minute Officer No criminal offence 
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Stolen Vehicle 500 Metres Approx  1 minute Officer Public Safety 
 
 
 
Collisions 

No reportable collisions occurred in 2020 as a result of any FTS report submissions.  
Damages resulting from VIT applications are not considered motor vehicle collisions.  
Incident reports are submitted in the case of any damages or injuries to members, subject 
vehicle occupants, or third parties.   

 

Injuries 

In all of the FTS reports for 2020 there were three injuries reported.  One police member 
was injured as a result of trying to break the window of a vehicle to apprehend a subject 
after a pin was applied.  There were two reports of injuries to subjects that both occurred 
during apprehensions after a Fail to Stop incident was completed: 

 

 

 

TYPE CAUSE OF INJURY SUMMARY 
20015439 

Fail to 
Stop 

K9 apprehension/ 
physical arrest 

2020JUNE18 – An officer observed a vehicle with no 
headlights and recognized the driver as a well-known 
offender.  The officer pulled up beside the subject 
vehicle and said “hi”.  The vehicle pulled away, the 
officer yelled, honked his horn and turned on his 
emergency lights. The incident was called in as a fail to 
stop.  The subject vehicle was located nearby shortly 
after by another officer and a K9 track was conducted 
the subject was apprehended and charged with resisting 
arrest, assault PO and other TSA offences. 

20017805 

Fail to 
stop 

Suspected injuries – 
motorcycle driver 
lost control but fled 
from police.   

2020JUL – An officer attempted to stop a motorcycle for 
speeding, but the driver continued to drive away from 
police and accelerated in a parking lot. The officer called 
the Fail to Stop incident in to his supervisor and was 
acknowledged.  Just as the officer was about to turn off 
his emergency lights the officer observed the motorcycle 
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jump a curb, lose control causing the motorcycle to be 
immobilized at the end of the lot.  The officer drove to 
the motorcycle’s location in an attempt to arrest the 
driver; however, the driver got back on his motorcycle 
and fled.   

The officer observed a chin guard from the driver’s 
helmet, a piece of a signal light, and indents in the 
grassy area where the bike was laid out.  CRH was 
contacted to see if anyone had attended for injuries but 
the driver was not located.  Injuries were suspected but 
not confirmed. 

 

 

Policy: 

Policy was reviewed on every quarterly Fail to Stop report submission during the course of 
2020. The following LPS policy recommendations and implementations occurred in 2020: 

 In January of 2020 the new Fail to Stop (FTS) reporting form was made available to 
members.  The process for submissions and approvals was updated in LPS Police 
Pursuits policy to enable a Subject Matter Expert to review all high risk FTS 
submissions involving a VIT or pursuit and complete a full Operational Review report 
to the Staff Sergeant of Support Services and Inspector of the involved officer’s 
respective Division.  In the first reporting quarter of submissions, the Operational 
Review of Pursuit occurrence 2002814 had recommendations made to update the 
Motor Vehicle Pursuits (CPO) Policy and the Police Pursuits policy to include a more 
detailed definition for a “Fail to Stop” as outlined below: 

 

Fail to Stop 

1. A Fail to Stop occurs when a Police Officer attempts to stop or follows a vehicle with the intent to 
stop or identify the vehicle or driver, and the driver, being aware of police actions, initiates evasive 
action or ignores directions to stop/avoid apprehension, and the police Oofficer terminates 
immediately. 

2. When terminating a Fail to Stop whether the decision is made by the Officers involved or directed 
by the Supervisor, involved units will:  

a. turn off all emergency equipment;  
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b. break visual contact with the fleeing vehicle by changing direction (if unable to do so, then 
pull over to the side of the roadway);  
c. come to a stop;  
d. provide their location to the Communication Specialist;  
e. articulate that all emergency equipment is off, they have come to a stop and acquire a time 
check from the Communication Specialist; and  
f. await direction from the Supervisor. 
 

This was added as Section 2 in LPS Police Pursuits Policy and has been updated in the 
“Motor Vehicle Pursuits (CPO)” Policy under Section 3.  

The Training Unit is working on an update to policy to advise members they will not be 
required to submit an FTS report if a box-in VIT is utilized as a preventative measure on an 
unoccupied vehicle.  The need for quarterly reporting on FTS incidents will be evaluated 
after this 2020 annual report submission.  Prior to 2020 LPS only submitted a yearly FTS 
review and report.   

 

Training:   

EVOC training is scheduled on a three year rotation to meet Provincial Standards and 
Guidelines.    With the implementation of the new FTS report approval process, any 
training issues or debriefs are immediately identified and conducted by the reviewing 
EVOC instructor. In addition to this oversight, the quarterly reports have identified training 
and feedback trends that can be mitigated by EVOC instructor debriefs.  No EVOC training 
was conducted in 2020 for the general membership other than the unit specific training 
conducted for the CST in order to help with familiarization of different Patrol vehicle 
bumpers (CST, trucks, versus cars).  (Extra training for new CST vehicle bumpers that 
were shaped slightly differently than general patrol was identified).  The training specific to 
the CST was recommended in an Operational Review submission from the first quarterly 
reporting period.   

CST familiarization was completed in the second quarter in order to allow members 
additional training with different vehicle platforms.  The implementation and success of this 
training was evident in VIT 20015210 where CST initiated a successful pin with increased 
safety and effectiveness compared to their previous occurrence VIT 20006980 that was 
also initiated in a drive-thru causing major damage to a third party building. The second 
successful VIT showed a higher level of synchronized timing between team members, 
emergency equipment activation, and team communication.  Regular attendance of EVOC 
in-service training in the future will allow for all members to test different patrol vehicles in a 
safe training environment. 
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In addition to the supplementary CST training, 40 hours of EVOC was completed for the 
spring and fall CPO cadet classes as per the Provincial requirements.  Two new EVOC 
instructors were selected and assisted with 2020 fall CPO training.  They will be sent for 
formal certification training in 2021.   

Although we are not required to provide EVOC training again until 2022, the Training Unit 
will be providing EVOC training in Module five (September-November 2021) that 
specifically focuses on pinning and Stop Sticks.  Review of all of the key training issues, 
trends, and any policy and procedural changes will be delivered to members at this time. 

Pursuit policy for LPS members is sent out yearly on Power DMS for review by officers.  If 
any other training needs are identified they will be either dealt with at the time if required 
via debriefs with the involved officers or during the next scheduled EVOC training sessions. 

 

 

Equipment: 

LPS uses specially purposed training vehicles, with the wrap around metal tubing with 
great success. During the 2019 training officers were able to experience first-hand what it 
feels like to employ a pinning technique and to recognize the importance of following the 
concepts that are taught. 

 

 

 

 

 

The installation of the push bumpers on most police vehicles has been a benefit when 
pinning vehicles.  The damage to both police and offender vehicles was minimal in 2020 
and the ability to hold the offender vehicle in place was enhanced.  Most LPS patrol 
vehicles have now been outfitted with push bars on the front and back in order to minimize 
damage to vehicles when employing this technique and to assist in the success of 
maintaining contact with the offender’s vehicle. 
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At this time no other viable options have been identified to immobilize or track fleeing 
vehicles.  The implementation and usage of these bumpers have resulted in 29 successful 
pins that enabled arrests with minimal scraping or damage to both the subject and police 
vehicles.  The subdued police vehicles with the proper push bumpers have proven to be 
most beneficial as they add to the element of surprise used with the pinning technique. 

                    

 

No other issues were identified with equipment. 

 

_______________________________________________________________________ 

In the 2019 Annual report the following recommendations were outlined for 2020: 

Short Term Recommendations 

1) Continue to review the use of “pinning” and adjust training and equipment if 
required. 

Actions completed in 2020:  

At the start of 2020 LPS implemented a Quarterly Report submission for Fail to 
Stop reporting which has provided us with timely feedback, trends and 
recommendations that we have been able to mitigate through debriefs with 

Photograph of a subdued police 
vehicle utilized in a preventative 
VIT (pin) on a suspected 
impaired driver. 
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involved officers, and have added all training recommendations into the next 
available 2021 EVOC module.  During the first two quarters there were a few 
training issues that were identified and immediate feedback and debriefs were 
provided by the reviewing EVOC instructor.  

 As we progressed into the third and fourth quarter, we no longer saw these 
issues in the pinning occurrences (i.e. supervisor approval, members exiting the 
vehicle prior to establishing the pin).  The addition of bumpers to the majority of 
patrol vehicles including the Crime Suppression Team has resulted in minimal 
damage to our police vehicles.  2021 EVOC training will review the key points 
learned from 2020 and we will continue to utilize the Operational Reviews for 
training recommendations in 2021 and 2022. 

 

 

Medium Term Recommendations:   

2) The LPS should continue to research technologies that have the potential to assist 
in the effective management of motor vehicle pursuits.  These stopping devices fall 
into three main categories: 

a. Mechanical (e.g., tire deflation devices, tagging systems, etc.); 
b. Chemical; and 
c. Electrical. 

With the implementation of pinning techniques and statistical trends showing 
pursuit numbers to be consistently low, the requirement for additional equipment 
listed above is not a priority for 2021.  Instead, the Training Unit is focusing on 
the proposal for 2021 Advanced Level II techniques.  Details of this proposal are 
outlined in the recommendations for 2021 at the end of this report. 

In the 2020, the implementation of License Plate Readers was researched and found 
to be too costly for LPS to initiate.  The City of Lethbridge does have this equipment 
available if needed.  With the recent changes that no longer require monthly 
validation tags on license plates this technology may be sought from the City, but it 
is not currently an active project or goal.  

 
3) Consider training members in the Rolling Block technique to manage stops of high 

risk vehicle situations. 
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***This recommendation will be addressed in the Advanced Level II training 
proposal for 2021.  A moving box-in or “rolling block” is one of the three 
techniques of Level II training; however, it is NOT being recommended within the 
2021 Level II Training Unit proposal due to the high risk it presents during 
training and utilization on duty.     

Long Term Recommendations: 

4) The LPS should develop a Police Officer driver training model based on these core 
courses: 

a. Basic (e.g., training to fulfill a patrol function); 
b. Standard (e.g., extends the basic training to include emergency responding 

and night response driving); and 
c. Advanced (e.g., enables motor vehicle pursuit responses and high speed 

response driving). 

In 2021 the Training Unit will be presenting a proposal to adopt the three level 
training model that has been recommended for the last two years within the 
annual report.  (Constable Schoenroth’s Memo to Executive has been submitted 
separately for Executive consideration for 2021) 

 Basic  

o Cadet level EVOC training including Slow Speed, Emergency Response 
and Pursuits (Pursuits to be excluded from CPO training); 

 Standard - Level I Vehicle Intervention Techniques 

o Pinning, Boxing-In, Stop Stick Tire Deflation Device, Funnel Roadblock 
and Blockade; 

 Advanced - Level II Vehicle Intervention Techniques 

o PIT Maneuver, Ramming and/or Moving Box-In. 

As of December 2020 all LPS Community Peace Officers and Police Officers receive 
Basic EVOC training.   All LPS Police Officers have now received the Standard 
Vehicle Intervention Technique Training inclusive of the pinning technique 
introduced in the fall of 2019.  The proposal for Advanced training (PIT Maneuver 
and Ramming ONLY) will be presented to Executive at the beginning of 2021 to 
introduce PIT maneuvers and ramming training.  This training will ONLY be delivered 
to select specialty units or applicants such as Tactical Team members who have 
advanced training, expertise and equipment.   The delivery of training to a limited 
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group has already been strategically utilized by Edmonton Police Service. These 
techniques are to be used only under exigent circumstances that pose high risk to 
the public such as the 2017 U-Haul van incident in Edmonton where several innocent 
bystanders and Police Officers where struck intentionally by the driver.   

Ultimately, having trained officers who are prepared to address this type of risk will 
increase public and officer safety.  Currently members would still attempt to action 
these incidents although they may not have specific training.  Various levels of 
knowledge, training and experience would result in less ideal techniques such as 
shooting at the driver, vehicle, or tires, or implementation of a ramming technique 
without proper training.  If LPS were to experience an event where the vehicle 
needed to be “stopped” to prevent imminent danger most members would not know 
what to do in that moment and would have no plan in place.  Without the proper 
advanced training we are exposed to spontaneous responses and increased risk.   

 
5) The LPS should purchase a driving simulator to allow an instructor to assess a 

Police Officer’s improvement in respect to operation of a police motor vehicle under 
a wide spectrum of circumstances/situation. 

In April of 2020 the LPS partnered with the Lethbridge College to develop Intelligent 
Virtual Reality Environment training.  This partnership focused on virtual reality 
training scenarios for Lethbridge College students and police cadets, as well as a 
long term project to create a driving simulator that could be used for EVOC police 
driver training instead of using police vehicles which creates the necessity of a 
training site fee. Due to COVID this project has been delayed for most of 2020, but 
will be re-evaluated in 2021.  This project is funded through the College and LPS will 
only be involved as subject matter experts and end users of the build.   

________________________________________________________________________ 

Recommendations for 2021: 

Short term recommendations: 

1. Implementation of Advanced Level II training for the Tactical Team and/or select 
members. 

2. Continued Quarterly report requirements for all FTS events in order to mitigate 
any training, policy or equipment issues in a timely manner.  

Medium term recommendations: 
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3. Identification of select patrol members for the Advanced Level II training to 
enhance street response time to such a high risk event. 

Long term recommendations: 

 4. Virtual Reality simulator project with the Lethbridge College. 

Conclusion 

It should be noted that out of 128 Fail to Stop events in 2020 only three involved a breach 
of policy.  Officers are showing that they are aware of the policy and expectations of the 
Service and are making good choices.   
 
The number of FTS reports has been steadily increasing; however, 2020 had a significant 
increase.  Offenders are aware that police generally will not engage in pursuits unless 
justified resulting in increased willingness to not stop for a police vehicle when emergency 
lights are turned on.  Offenders are continuing to flee from police and at times put the 
public at risk when doing so, but overall, 99% of the time the public stops for police.  The 
newly introduced VIT training (requiring a report submission) and increasing traffic stops 
would be direct contributing factors to the increase in reports submissions. 
 
The use of the pinning techniques in 2020 has shown to be an efficient tool to contain 
vehicles that often would have fled from police or caused risk such as an impaired driver.  
This has allowed for many successful apprehensions of suspects, recovery of stolen 
vehicles, and mitigation of unsafe drivers on the roadways in 91% of the pins attempted 
(29/32).   The enhanced and continued training on these high risk techniques has enabled 
LPS to safely and effectively complete over 9500 traffic stops this year.     
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***The 2019 VIT pinning training was implemented in the last quarter of 2019.  

 
 
 
 
 
  
 

Fail to Stop Reports 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Total Fail to Stop Reports 43 55 60 55 128

     Fail to Stop ‐ No Pursuit 39 48 57 51 90

     Fail to Stop ‐ Pursuit 4 7 3 4 2

     Vehicle Intervention Techniques 7 36

Terminated by Supervisor 1 3 1 3 0

Terminated by Initial Officer 42 51 58 51 92

Terminated by Offender 0 1 0 0 0

Terminated by Other (Collision) 0 0 1 1 0

Policy Compliant 42 54 57 54 125

Policy Non‐compliant 1 1 3 1 3

Collisions 0 5 1 2 2

Fatalities 0 0 0 0 0

Injuries ‐ Officer 0 0 2 0 2

              ‐ Suspects 0 0 0 0 2

              ‐ Third Party 0 0 0 0 0

Reason for Initiating Stop

     Traffic Offense 22 21 36 33 53

     Indictable 16 34 19 16 66

     Summary 0 0 0 0 0

     Suicidal Person 1 0 0 1 3

     Suspicious Vehicle 4 0 5 5 6


