
Disclaimer for this data 
 
 

The data herewith was compiled from APD use of force incident reports, the full 
metadata sheet is available at the Athens County Cop Watch website. For the analysis of this 
data, the focus is on active APD officers. This is so that rates of use of force can be determined, 
as active officers have a clear employment date. Rates were used to compare data between 
officers. To calculate the rates, the use of force/arrest values per officer were normalized to the 
years employed at APD as an active officer, through the span of the data time frame (1.1.15 - 
7.5.20). Specifically, the date of hire and date of termination (if applicable) was used to 
determine the exact amount of time (measured in years) in which each officer was active duty 
during the time frame of the data. To further categorize the types of responses displayed in the 
use of force reports, the ACSO use of force action response system was utilized (no equivalent 
for APD). A copy of the description of  this system can be found in the ACSO use of force policy, 
however a snippet of the descriptions of each level will be included at the end of this document. 
A caveat about this data is that there are several incidents in the narrative is withheld from the 
public , as it is still under investigation. Therefore, all officers involved in these sealed cases are 
recorded as displaying all action response types in the report. These cases are highlighted in 
orange on the metadata spreadsheet. 
 

 
 
 
The data above shows the rate at which each officer uses each action response (rate= # of 
each force / years) 
 
 
 



 
 
The data above shows the percentage in which every officer employs each action response 
level as a percentage of the total number of use of force incidents per officer. For this analysis 
the sum total of each action response level was used (% = sum total per action response level 
per officer  / sum total of incidents per officer). This data can be used to determine how often 
does each officer resort to each respective response level, when force is used in an arrest. 
 
 
 



 
 
The data above shows the rate in which every officer uses each action response level. For this 
analysis, the sum total of each action response level was normalized to each respective officers 
years on active duty during the time frame of the data ( rate = sum total of each action response 
level per officer / years). This analysis can be used to compare how often each officer will use 
force and if so what level. This is distinct from the previous data which shows when force is 
used , what percentage of the time is each action level response employed. 
 



 
 
This data is similar to the previous data, however, distinct in the fact it measured simply the 
presence of each action response level per incident, rather than the sum total of action 
responses per level. Thats to say if an officer used take down and ground control, in the 
previous data set , this would be recorded as 2, level three response levels, whereas, it would 
be recorded as 1, in this data set. Essentially these two data sets measure the same thing, rate 
of each action response level per officer,  by two different means. 
 
 
 



 
This data shows the rate of arrest per officer. The rate is derived by dividing the # of arrest per 
officers / their respective years on active duty during the data time frame. 
 
 



 
 
This data compares the rate of arrest between black/African Americans and whites for each 
officer. The rates of arrest per race were determined by normalizing the percentage of arrest per 
race by their respective city population percentage. Then the rate of black/African American 
arrests was divided by the rate of white arrests ( [Black/African American % of arrests/ 
Black/African American % population] /[White % of arrests/white % of population]). It should be 
noted that the most recent comprehensive demographic population data available is from the 
2010 census. Black only and white only (including hispanics) population data were used in this 
analysis, which were 5.3 and 83.6% respectively.  When making conclusions from all the data 
presented, please keep in mind the limitations of this data and the effect of sample sizes. 
 
 
 



Key Findings  
 

Rate of Use of Force  
 

Officer  Rate Number of Incidents Rate vs Department 
Ave 

Ethan Doerr 7.06 18 3.33x 

Justin Boggs 6.49 29 3.06x 

Derek Johnson 5.15 18 2.43x 

Zachary Hahn was excluded from this analysis as he only had 4 incidents  
The average for active officers is 2.12 
 

Rate of Level 4 Action Response  
 

Officer  Rate Number of Incidents Rate vs Department 
Ave 

Ethan Doerr 2.91 7 8.56x 

Andrew Reece 1.65 8 4.85 

Justin Boggs 1.12 5 3.29 

 
Thomas Withers was excluded from this analysis as he only had 1 incident  
The average for active officers is 0.34 
The values for the top three officers is the same for both methods of measurement (sum and by 
incident) 
 

Percentage of level 4 action response  
 

Officer  Percentage Number of Incidents Rate vs Department 
Ave 

Andrew Reece 47% 8 3.1x 

Ethan Doerr 44% 7 2.9x 

Destry Flick 33% 4 2.2x 

 



Thomas Withers and Ron Brooks were both excluded from this analysis due to small sample 
size  
Department average is 15% 
 

TASER Deployment 
 

Officer  Rate Number of Incidents Rate vs Department 
Ave 

Ethan Doerr 2.49 6 12.45x 

Andrew Reece 0.82 4 4.10x 

Andrew Foster  0.73 4 3.65x 

 
Thomas Withers was excluded from this analysis as he only had one incident  
The average for active officers is 0.20 
 
 

Takedowns  
 

Officer  Rate Number of Incidents Rate vs Department 
Ave 

Derek Johnson 3.43 12 3.65x 

Ethan Doerr 3.32 8 3.53x 

Justin Boggs 3.13 14 3.33x 

 
Zachary Hahn was excluded from this analysis as he only had 3 incidents  
The average for active officers is 0.94 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Action Response Classification from ACSO 
 

 


