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E Lqas Lf,THAL ltu\trtoNs IMPACT ARL{S

CONDI;CTED E\F-RGY }VEAPON

EfrEctivEl

IvcsfiNo

El Hsndcuffs

E Lc8 Reslrain6

E Ftex cufs

E spt sr,;"u
D Hobble

I otcr,

Whd effect did OC spmy hsvc:

Numbcr of timc! spraycd:

Eycsi

OC SPR'Y TARC};I' AR.A{

EFtrECTS OF OC SPRAYI

Circlo impact areas

for less letal
munitions or

conducted eneBy
weapoa on
diagam

ETTECT OF LESS Lf,THAI, MI,NIIIONS OR CONDUCTED ENEX.GY

WEAPON DEPLOYMEMT

Wcac furthar cooool rncdro&s nccdcd:

I vcs !No

Skin

Wcre fuflt€r conrrol nefiod! nacdad

E v"" ENo

u..a, TSR 7

: No. of 1,.L. rounds deploy€d:

&dal No. of 6rod ErcrB/ crrEidgc:

X4923FTIKY

No. HiB: No. Misscs

Closure Jeq.1s f No etrca I f] n"an.o -l Bumiod :No efrecr

Nos.i CtEltr ,

! Oisctrugc E t;tricnr E t'lo , E CouShing E LsborEd br.nhing Approximar. dis&!€ tom sub.iccr (ft):

effcct No cflcct

POST INCIDENT OBSERVAT1ON OF PIIY$CAL AND MENTaL CONDmON OF SUB.IECTT

No. ofL.L, munitihs rEcoY.rrd sod

colladld 6 cvidanca:

Immadiately fotlosing lind conaol

tcchtriquc: 4ssiq!9!-sweadng.

15 minures following final conrol t cluiqu.: Aggitated and aggressive. Kicl(ed AHFD Para$gllic in head.

30 minut€s following finrl co lrol tcchniqu!: HOS tali'zed

W6s subject

injured?

No

Irdnsponed by

AI.IFD
ulien by

FC. B. Erri #369

STJBJECT'S T\JURITS (CHECKALI, THAT APPLY)

oficr Minor T-l Odlcr I Deatl

Dcscribo rhc cxtant ofsubjcal's ifljurirs and circle location on rhc diaglrm:

No visible injuries. Offender reported he was not injured

lvAs oFFlcER niJURriD? . flyes E No r,cs co-Ei{ere diag Ofliccr Nrmc l!,:

ApFoximrrE dinance iom subjcct (ft): No. oftimcs aondueaad:

t

Personal intormation within public reco.ds
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Supcrviso.'s sylopsis of lnvestigatiye iindinSl:

SGT. P. Gacek's use ofhis Taser 7 to subdue an offendcr during a tense, uncertain, and rapidly evolving situation,

was within the bounds of Arlington Heights Police Department General Orders. The offender committed an

Aggravatcd Batlery to a Police OIficer, an Aggravated Assault on a second Police Officer, and was actively resisting

attempts to effect an anesl Though the deployment of the Taser was justified, this invesdgation uncovered a
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SUPERVISOR'S RESPONSE TO RESISTANCF-CONTINUED

NARRATTVE CONTINUATION (SPECIFY SECTION):

Case Report No. AHP23-027 437

SGT.
OFC.
OFC.
OFC.
OFC.
OFC.
OFC.
oFc.
OFC.
OFC.
OFC.
OFC.

l. Kryca #575
A Rochkus #383
M. Williams #368
B. Erri #369
T. Schoeny #366
B. Parkison #372
K. Adams #350
K. Zaremba #391
W. Parker #390
B. Tagney #357
P. Binder #379
J. Chojnowski #322

OIficer applying response (name): (CON'T)

OFC. D. Dilorenzo #381
OFC. O. Yusypyuk #340

Incident Summary:
(AHP23-027437)

7-2023 at approximately 22:28 hours, Arlington Heights Police Department Officers responded to@
ton for the rePrivate lnformation

Pe60nal information within poblic records

Perso.lal information within public records

OIrC. J. Chojnowski, OFC. O. Yusypyuk, OFC. K. Adams, OFC. K. Matthopoulos, OFC T. Schoeny, OFC. B. Lacey,
OFC. A. Rochkus, OFC. M. Williams, OFC. D. Dilorenzo and SG'f. P. Gacek responded to the scene. SGT. Gacek
assumed command of the scene and instructed responding Officers to establish a perimeter around the home.

OFC. J. Chojnowski spoke to @ who was waiting for Police in the driveway. I@@*,as still inside the home.

EEEEEEE@ was inside the home, alone, and was intoxicated. in thc kitchen,
"grunting", with knives in each of his hands. @lflattempted to cornmunicate with @[, but he was incoherent
anddidnotrespond.butdidnotappeartohaveinjuredhimself.
tr@lreporiedshewasnotinjuredandnocrimeoccurredinthehome.@eeded
help.

Officers maintained a perimeter around thc home and attempted to observe @actions in-sidc the rcsidence.
Officers reponcd seeiog EE[o into the basement witir a Uett in his hand. SGT. Scanlan arrived on scene and had a
brief conversation with SCT. Gacek. SGT. Scanlan told SGT. Gacek that since no crirne occurred and @was
inside the house alone, Ofliccrs needed to immediately withdraw from the perimeter and monitor the residence ftom a
safe distance.

Personal intormation wilhin
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SUPERVISOR'S RESPONSE TO RESISTANCE-CONTINITED Case Report No, AHP23-021437

Officers withdrew from the perimeter and took posilions in the driveu'ay and street direcdy in front ofthe residence.
SGT. Scanlan tota@o ptron@ and instruct him to exit lhe residence.

@made telephone contac! wittr@ who exited thc residenc€ at her request. When OFC. Williams saw

[!$@ exit the front door he yelled for E ttf,il to show his hands. @began swearing profanities, thew an
un-known item to the ground, and yelled about the number ofPolice Officers present (ie, "What the fuck, are you
kidding nre?'' "There's 100 cops for me?" "What the fuck, are you fucking kidding me?"). OFC. J. Chojnowski
approached @in the driveway and anempted to engage him in conversation. @ walked past OFC. J.

Chojnowski and walked directly towards SGT. Gacek, who was slanding on the sidewalk, between two parked
vehicles.

SG'I'. Gacek extended his right hand in lront of hirn and ordered @ to stop. @ threrv an
slap at SG'I'. Gacek, striking SGT. Gacek's extended right hand. SGT. Gacek immediately informed

"upper cut" stylc

@he was
under arrest and gave @ an order to put his hands behind his back, while simultaneously pointing his Taser at

@

Almost immediately after SGT. Gacek informed @ he was under anest, O!-C. J. Chojnowski briefly grabbed

@ rigt, *rist, in an attempt to gain control over EEEGI but disengaged when no other Officer provided
assistance. After OFC. J. Chojnowski disengaged, SCT. Scanlan, OFC. Lacey, OFC. Yusypyuk and OFC.
Matthopoulos engaged @ and attempted to take hinr into custody.

@mmediately resisted by tensing his muscles, refusing to put his hands behind his back, closing his fists and
attempting to throw a punch at SGT. Scanlan. While the three Officers and one Sergeant were attempting to take

EE into custody, SGT. Gacek announced "TASER! TASER! TASERI" (indicating imminent deployment of his
Taser). SGT. Scanlan immediately yelied 'NO! NO! NO! I got him". SGT. Gacek deployed his Taser in the direction
of@ whom was still actively resisting the Police pcrsonncl attempting to effect his anest.

The Tascr cmitted a toud, rapid, audible "clacking" noise, indicating an ineffective deployment. @r/as taken to
the ground and handcuffed. An inspection olfl person indicated he was only struck by one Taser probe, which
strusk the metal rivet near his right pant pocket. TFe probe did not penetrate the rivet. The second probe did not strike

@reported to officers that he was uninjured.

E
lleights

was subsequently transpo(ed to the Emer t at Northwest Communi Hospital, by Arlington
Fire Department ambulance due to his FC. Schoeny and OFC.

Matthopoulos rode in the ambulance due bativeness on tle scene.

@ontinued to yell profanities inside the Emergency Department and kicked one of the Fire Department
paramedics in the head, when he was being Eansfened from the Fire Department's gurney to a hospital bed. The
paramedic reported he was uninjured and declined to pursue criminal charges.

OFC. Erri, a Forensic Techniciarq responded to the Emergency Departrnent to Rhotosrantlffi* ho was cvcntually

AXON Taser 7 Data:

SGT. Gacek's Taser 7 (serial number X4000KAI H) log showed a trigger pull at22:41:36.328, electricity discharged at
22:41:46.359 and an Audible Alert: Discharge Auto-Shutdown, indicating no completed circuit and an ineffective
deployment.

Body Worn Camcra (BWC) Footage:

Personal

HIPAA
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SUPERVISOR'S RESPONSI], RESISTANCE.CONTINUED case Rcport No. AHP23-021437

I reviewed BWC footage relevant to this Response to Resistance investigation. Related BWC footage was categorized
to ensure proper retention.

Northwest Central Dispatch System 911 call recordings:

Ot l2-19-23,I submitted an Interdepartmental Audio Recording Request to Northwest Central Dispatch System, for a
copy ofthe recorded 911 call placed by@ received the recorded call (via email) the same day.

IreviewedriEEr91tcall,duringwhich(inrclevantSummary)

'fhe 9l I recordings were uploaded lo evidence.com and tagged under this case report number

Personal intormation within public records
St I Confidenlial Sources)

Personal information within public
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Personal information within public records

Officer Interviews

SGT. P, Gacek (in sunuary)

SGT. Gacck provided a brief overview of the oall lbr service. His account wa-s supported by previously reviewed BWC
footage. SGi. Gacek repoicd when il!ffirHrnerged Ilom the residence, he was agitatcd and aggresiire. @
was yelling at Officers and making drfraii-c gestures with his arms. OFC. J. Chojnowski attempted to engage ]@
in convcrsation, but @ walked past OFC, J. Chojnowski, locked eyes with SGT. Gacek, aad walked directly
towards him.

SGT. Gacek statedEEEhvas considerably larger than him.

*Ii"J"ffiXtrfl:=[:"ffi--x';:til:l'.:f}lxT,'xfoo'*@,-""#,3*'i,",,iP,"**':,:1ff;.'f*r*
@ 

"lored 
the distance with SGT. cacek and threw an aggressive "upper cut" style strike, that struck SGT.

Gacek's outstretched hand. SGT. Gacek pointed his Taser 7 atriltrand told@ he was under anest.EE4
began to actively resist when other Officem attempled to tak€ him into custody. E4 active resistance became



'faser!" and di ed his Taser *@ The Taser deployment was unsuccessful, as only one probe struck
was taken to the ground and handcuffed.

SGT. Gacek advised the stage.d Arlingon Heights Fire Department ambulance to come to the scene. SGT. Gacek
briefed the paramedics, who subsequently transported @o Northwest Community llospital.

SGT. Gacek added that his encounter with l@ was one of the only times in his career he had been scared of
som90ne.

SGT. T. Scanlan (in summary)

SGT. Scanlan reported whe@xited his house, he stared directly at SGT. Gacek. It was immediately apparent
that he was going to attack SG'|. Gace k. SGT. Scanlan saw SGT. Gacek extend his hand and ord@to stop.

E sruck SGT. Gacek's hand. SGT. Gacek toldfE@he was rurder arrest.

assaultive, as he balled his fists, looked directly at SGT. Scanlan, who was attempting !o solllolE@left arm and
began to throw a punch at SGT. Scanlan. oFC. Lacey was able to catch and 

"onirot @right arm before the
punch was tirown.

At about the same time OFC. Laeey was able to controlEEE4 right arm, SG'l'. Gacek announced "Taser! Taser!

OFC. J. Chojnowski took control of]!@ 
"gllhand. 

but dlgg4gqggJ rvhcn no othcr Otfrcers imnrediately moved
in to assist. SGT. Scanlan took connol @t.t ila,ra. E@ooked directly at SG I. Scanlan. balled his
right fist and raised his arm, as if preparing to punch SGT. Scanlan. SGT. Scanlan advised tre tol&E@'Don't do
iC'. OFC. I-acey was able to oontrotrEGEB right arm belore the punch was thrown. SG'I'. Gacek deployed his
Taser, but it was ineffective.

SUPERVISOR'S RIJSPONSI''I'O RESISTANCf, -CONTINUEI)

SGT. Scanlan intended to communicate wi

Case Report No. AHP23-027 437

io need of

OFC. J. Chojnowski (in summary)

When @exited his residence, OFC. J. Chojnowski tried to make contacr witn@ when no other Oflicers on
scene volunteered to do so. OFC. J. Chojnorvski reported thal even though E@Ewas agitated and yelling, she did
not feel he was dangerous and was not concemed for her safety. After@ struck SGT. Gacek, she heard SCT.
Gacek inform@ he was under arrest. OFC. J. Chojnowski grabbed @'s right wdst. [@@ offered no
resistance. OFC. J. Chojnowski released her grasp @ wrist, after observing that no other Officers were
immediately approaching@@o assist with taking him into custody. SGT. Scanlan and a couple other Officers
approache@and attempted to take him into custody. E@@ actively resisted and Sgt. Gacek deployed his
Taser.

OFC. O. Yusypyuk (in summary)

OFC. Yusypyuklgpqrted he saw@ "swat at" someone, but did not see who. OFC. Yusypyuk stated he heard
SGT. Gacek rell @he was under arrest. OFC. Yusypyuk reported @ nearly punched SGT. Scanlan, but
OFC. Lacey caught his arm before he was able to do so. SGT. Gacek dcployed his taser, but it was not effective. OFC.
Yusypyukassistedwithhandcuffing@wastakentothegroundbySGT.ScarrIan,oFC.I,acey,and
OFC. Matthopoulos. OFC. Yusypyuk rcported one of the 'faser probes struck a metal rivet orllE jeans, but did
notpenelratetheriVetoranypartof@Thesecondprobemissed.

OFC. K. Matthopoulos (in summary)

Personal information
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The other lisled Police Department personnel on scene ployed a support rule and did not participale in the
Response to Resistance or physical arrcst @fnose OfJicers were nol interviewedfor thh Response to
Resislance - Supervisor's Invesligation Reporl.

SUPERYISOR'S RESPQNSE TO R"ESISTANCE-CONTINUED Case Rcport No. N1P23427437

O!'C. K. Matthopoulos reported he saw @swing his arm in a slapping motion and heard what sormded like
@rand making contact with somelhing, but did not se@strike SGT. Gacek. Ol'C. K. Matthopoulos
heard SGT. Gacek tel@re was under arrest. OFC. K. Matthopoulos assisted with the arrest process, after the
unsuccessful Taser deployment. OFC. K. Matthopou.los gontrolled @ righl arm during handcuffing. OFC. K.
Mattlropoulos reported@d not offer much resistance during handcuffing.

Of'C. D. Dilorenzo (in summary)

OFC. Dilorenzo reported he sau@rike SGT. Gacek and heard SGT. Gacek inform @ he was under
arrest. OFC. Dil,orenzo repo(ed he assisted with restraining taken to thc ground.

Supervisor's Synopsis of Investigative l'indings (CON'T)

'Ihis investigation revealed a number olshortcomings on scene that ultimately resulted in a physical confrontation
bet*eer@@rd Police Department personnel. Though the'Iaser deployment was justified, improved
scene managcmcnt, identification of the problem at hand (criminal v. non-criminal), communication, and planning may
have significantly reduced, bttt wotid nat eliminate, the risk of a violent cncounter.

The shortcomings I identified are as follows:

- Aftemoon shift Ofhcers and a Sorgeant were dispatched to the call for service. SGT. Kryoa, a midnight shift
Sergeant, unassigned to the caU for service, issued the following order via radio "Units from 90, back ol1'." SGT. Kryca
had no first-hand knowledgc ofwhat was occurring on scene and his order, which was either transmitted from the

Patrol Operations Office or the Roll-Call Room, created momentary confusion on *rhich supervisor would be in
command of the scene. SG f. Gacek subsequcndy announced, via radio, he was assuming command.

-Once on scene, SGT. Gacek had Officers create a perimeter around the residence. It was leamed within minutes that

no crime had occurred and @ was inside the residence, alone SGT,

Gacek did not announce via radio, nol otherwise communicate to Ofticers on scene, that no crime had occurred and

@the sole occupanl of the house, was not a criminal suspect.

-SGT.Scadarranivedonscene,recognizedtheincidentwas@lotanactivecriminal
investigation, and instructed SGI. Gacek to pull the Officers a safe distance away from the call. Though SGT. Scanlan
made the correct assessment ofthe scene, there was no communication or plan of action developed or communicated to
personnel on scene.

-The entire midnight shift self-dcployed to the scene. SGT. Gacek, the scene commander, was suddenly tasked with
managing an additional eight personnel, bringing the total number of Police personnel at the scene to eighteen. This
was ultimately more than was necessary and lent itselllo an overly cornplicated "span ofcontrol".

-Officers on scene were not given specific tasks or responsibilities, nor was any plan ofaction communicated to them.
(OFC. Lacey was captured on BWC stating "OlL I thought this was crirninal.") The lack of communication created

confusion amongst oflicers.

-SGT. Scanlan inslmsleEEE6 lf tttEiGn IlEE/ia phonc, and have him come to the door. J'he intent was lo
establish communication rvitt ESrd determine if he nceded medical aftention.l@@however, told@o

Personal informalion wilhin

Pe.sonal information within public records

Page 9 of l0



SUPE}'VISOR'S RESPONSE TO RESISTANCE.CONTINIIED case Report No. AHP23-027 437

order to assess his condition and give him clearcome outside, An Officer on scene should have called
instructions on what to do.

B
-While@ was on the phone with B, SGT. Gacek was asking Officers ''I need one point person to talk to him
if he steps out. Who's beat is this? I need one point person." SGT. Gacek should have assigned an Officer, rather than
seek volunteers. OFC. J. Chojnowski eventually volunteered.

-t4,.@howed himself at the front door, one Officer yelled "Lct me see your hands, show your handsl" OFC.
J. Chojnowski approache@, with a calm demeanor, and attemptsd 10 speak to him. It was evident the Officers
on scene were not on the same page. I learned, 0uough intewiews, that Ofticers did not knowl@ was going to be
called oul of the house. Furthcrmore, some Offrccrs still belioved a crime had been commitled and EEE rya< being
callcd out lo surender. There was no communication and no plan to deal with@ when he came outside.

-SGT. Cacek deployed his Taser at ]@ while ar least four Officcrs wcre attempting to gain physicat control of
@@asaclivelyresisting,SGI.ScantanyelIed''No,No,No,Igothim!,,'afterhearingSGT.
Cacek yell 'TASER! TASERI TASER!". SGT. Gacek deployed his Taser in the direction of the Officers, placing them
at risk of being struck by an inaccurate shot. It would have been safer for SGT. Gacek to close the distance with
@ and take a close contact shot at a preferred target are4 or take no shot at all.

. After reviewing
this incident, it was delermined EEE would not be charged rvith any criminal offense. The presence of eighteen
Police officen suoo*dinfl!@.sidence, the exhibiion of rifles and lcss lethal shotguns, use of preemptive
controlling language, and overall Police response could cause a reasonable person lo believe they were seized (under
arrest) prior 1o@ committing the listed criminal acts. That said, even ifl@believed he was under arrest
when he exited his residence and was, therefore, subject to an unlawfrrl detention, does notjusti! assaul! battery, or
rcsistance to arrest.

Despitc the tactical enors leading the listed assault and battery, the rosponse lo resistance was commensurate with the
crimes committed and level of resistance offered byl@

Attachments:

-Northwest Central Dispatch System Incident Details (CAD sheet) Report #AHP23-027437
-INCIDENT/OFFENSE REPORT Case Report Numbet AHP23-027437
-INCIDENT/OFFENSE REPORT Case Report Number AHP23-023 1 14

-INTERDEPARTMENTAL AUDIO RECORDING REQUEST
-Body Wom Camera footage can be viewed on Evidence,com
-Northwest Central Dispatch System 9l I recordings are available on Evidence.com
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