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Officer Manzo ensured Sanchez remained in a recovery position on his right side, while Officer
Guerrero used a towel found in the room to *n Sanchez’ chest until he was
relieved by Officer Moreno. The officers determined Cardiopulmonary Resuscitation (CPR) was
not necessary because Sanchez had a pulse and was breathing. After discussing the condition of
the stairs, Officers Guerrero, Manzo and Moreno lifted Sanchez by his arms and legs and carried
him down the stairs where they were met by arriving LAFD personnel. The officers then
assisted LAFD with carrying Sanchez to a gurney at the front of the residence and RA 14
transported Sanchez to Los Angeles General Medical Center (LA General), where he was
pronounced deceased at 1955 hours.’

FINDINGS

Tactics — Administrative Disapproval, Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero and Sergeant
Asawesna. Tactical Debrief, Officer Manzo.

Drawing/Exhibiting — In Policy, No Further Action, Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero.
Less-Lethal Use of Foree! — In Policy, No Further Action, Officer Manzo.

Lethal Use of Force — In Policy, No Further Action, Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero.

ANALYSIS"

Detention

Officers received a radio call in which Sanchez was described as throwing objects at passing
vehicles near Central Avenue and 28" Street. Officers were unable to verify if a crime occurred
and disengaged from Sanchez, who fled into an residence. Approximately 30
minutes later, a second radio call was generated for Sanchez throwing metal tools at passing
vehicles and was armed with a knife. Officers met with who advised Sanchez vandalized

ar and threatened with a knife. Sanchez fled to the same* residence from the
first radio call and officers located him on the landing. Officers made repeated
attempts to have Sanchez comply, but he fled into the residence. Based on the
totality of the circumstances, officers had reasonable suspicion to detain Sanchez.

Tactics'?

Department policy relative to a Tactical Debrief is: “The collective review of an incident to
identify those areas where actions and decisions were effective and those areas where
actions and decisions could be improved. The intent of a Tactical Debrief is to enhance

° On May 3, 2023, University of Southern California Medical Center was renamed LA General.

10 pursuant to the Office of the Chief of Police Special Order No. 14, August 22, 2023, Less-Lethal Control devices
have subsequently been renamed to Intermediate Force Options.

I The analysis reflects my recommendations as supported by the preponderance of the evidence established by the

FID investigation.
12 ,os Angeles Police Department Manual, Volume 3, Section 792.05.
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future performance by reviewing and analyzing Department-wide training, practices,
policies and procedures. The Tactical Debrief analysis shall not focus on, or document
findings, recommendations, or analysis of individual employees or the incident.”

Department policy relative to Administrative Disapproval is: "A finding, supported by a
preponderance of the evidence that the tactics employed during a CUOF incident
unjustifiably and substantially deviated from approved Department tactical training (Los
Angeles Police Department Manual, Volume 3, Section 792.05).”

The evaluation of tactics requires that consideration be given to the fact that officers are
forced to maké split-second decisions under very stressful and dyramic circumstances.
Tactics are conceptual and intended to be flexible and incident specific, which requires that
each incident be looked at objectively and the tactics be evaluated based on the totality of the
circumstances,

Tactical De-Escalation!?

Tactical de-escalation involves the use of techniques to reduce the intensity of an encounter
with a suspect and enable an officer fo have additional options (o gain voluntary compliance
or mitigate the need to use a higher level of force while maintaining conirol of the situation.

Tactical de-escalation does not require that an officer compromise his or her safety or
increase the visk of physical harm to ihe public. De-escalation techniques should only be
used when it is safe and prudent to do so.

Tactical De-Escalation Techniques: Planning, Assessment; Time, Redeployment and/or
Containment; Other Resources; and, Lines of Communication.

Planning — Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero worked together on numerous occasions since
2019 and discussed tactics throughout their time working together, including contact/cover roles,
less-lethal options and theoretical scenarios. They discussed the comments of the call while
enroute and, while in front of the residence, formed a team and plan with other officers to confact
Sanchez. Sergeant Asawesna ensured all necessary roles were filled. After Sanchez entered the
residence, Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero formed a second team and plan to make entry into
the residence. Again, Sergeant Asawesna ensured all necessary roles were filled. After the OIS,
Officers Guerrero and Bracamontes formed a plan to approach Sanchez and handcuff him.

Assessment — During the first radio call, Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero assessed Sanchez
during their brief encounter with him. The officers assessed Sanchez’ behavior and did not
attempt to detain him before verifying a crime had occurred as they believed any attemptat a
detention would lead to a use of force. While enroute to the second radio call, Officers
Bracamontes and Guerrero assessed the possibility of Sanchez being armed based on the
comments of the call. The officers verified the crime of ADW with a knife had been committed

13 I os Angeles Police Department, Use of Force Tactics Directive No. 16, Tactical De-Escalation Techniques,
October 2016.
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by Sanchez. After contacting Sanchez, they observed him armed with a chain and pipe. Once
Sanchez dropped the items and entered the residence, Officers Bracamontes and Manzo assessed
he was no longer armed and believed he was not barticaded, while Officer Guerrero was unsure
if he dropped them. Sergeant Asawesna did not observe any weapons at all but belicved Sanchez
was possibly armed with a knife and recalled that Sanchez’ [Nl as possibly in the residence
with him based on_ statements and assessed the need to make entry to protect him.

Time and Redeployment/Containment — Prior to officers contacting Sanchez in the backyard,
Officers Solorzano and Cisterna-Gallardo remained at the front of the residence creating
containment in the event Sanchez exited through the front door. The officers that entered the
backyard and contacted Sanchez on the landing used distance to create time, affording them
more opportunities to gain voluntary compliance. Once Sanchez entered the residence, Sergeant
Asawesna directed officers to go in after him to protect possible occupants of the residence. This
caused the officers to position themselves on the landing in front of the exterior door prior to
entering the residence. This position left the officers with limited redeployment options, as the
landing was narrow and the staircase was unstable with missing hand railings. After the exterior
door was opened, Sanchez’ actions left the officers with no time to use other force options.

Other Resources and Lines of Communication — After the officers contacted Sanchez,
Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero attempted to communicate with him in Spanish and English,
respectively. During their communication attempts, Officer Guerrero requested an RA to
standby and Sergeant Asawesna asked Officer Solorzano to retrieve a ballistic shield from his
vehicle. When Sanchez opened the interior door dynamically, Officers Bracamontes and
Guerrero gave Sanchez commands again in Spanish and English.

During the review of the incident, the following Debriefing Topics were noted:

Debriefing Point No. 1  Barricaded Suspects

A barricaded suspect incident prompting a SWAT response may include, but is nof limited to
the following criteria:

1. The suspect is probably armed, and
2. Probable cause exists to believe that the suspect has been involved in a criminal act

or is a threat to the lives and safety of the community and/or police; and

3. Is in a position of advantage, affording cover and/or concealment; or is contained in
an open area and the presence or approach of police officers could precipitate an
adverse reaction by the suspect; and

4. The suspect refuses to submit to a lawful arrest.

Note: Not all suspects who refuse fo surrender are considered barricaded suspects
necessitating a SWAT response (Los Angeles Police Department Training Builetin,
Volume XLVIII Issue 9, December 2019).

Approximately 15 seconds before Sanchez entered the residence, Sergeant Asawesna told
Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero, “Okay, if he goes inside there, we’re gonna go after him.”
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Approximately four minutes after the officers began communicating with Sanchez, Sanchez
entered the residence and closed the door. Officers Bracamontes, Manzo and Ortiz believed that
Sanchez dropped the pipe and chain prior to entering the residence, but Officer Guerrero was
unsure if Sanchez did.

Officer Bracamontes stated, “I was under the impression that he was unarmed and that he went
inside. "' Officer Bracamontes further stated, “I didn't see it was like a barricaded suspect, you
know, because he was unarmed and he -- he just went inside an unlocked door.”" Officer
Guerrero stated, “I have no idea. He would walk to the other side of the landing and he was out
of - out of sight from me. I don’t know if ke dropped it there. 1-- I have no idea.”® Officer
Guerrero further stated, “Um, like I said, the sergeant had given the okay but, yeah, it was my
decision — it was — it ultimately falls on us, right, to make the decision.”"?

Officer Manzo stated, “We waited a couple more minutes. Got the okay from a supervisor prior
fo going up the stairs.”"® Officer Manzo, when speaking about Sergeant Asawesna, stated, “/He
stood by as the primary unit assigned roles and then he -- prior fo going upstairs, he gave the
final okay prior to going up.”"® Force Investigation Division investigators asked Officer Manzo,
“When the suspect went back into his residence did you see any ttems in his hands at that time?”
Officer Manzo replied, “No.”*

According to Sergeant Asawesna, he did not see weapons in Sanchez’ hands and described him
as being uncooperative and either under the influence or mentally ill. After Sanchez entered the
residence, Sergeant Asawesna did not consider him to be a barricaded suspect because he did not
believe Sanchez was refusing to submit to arrest. Also, he believed that there were other
occupants in the residence because I d to1d them that Sanchez’ M was inside the
residence at the time. Sergeant Asawesna was “thinking about the safety of the people inside the
house. So we needed to go inside fo arrest him and possibly rescue the occupants. 1

The UOFRB assessed the tactics used by Officers Bracamontes, Guerrero and Manzo and
Sergeant Asawesna as it pertains to the topic of barricaded suspects. With regards to Officer
Manzo, the Board noted he was a new police officer and that he was still in the learning phase of
his carcer. Given his lack of experience, the Board opined it was reasonable for Officer Manzo
to follow the lead and decisions of the supervisor and senior officers at scene. The Board opined
that an officer with similar training and experience as Officer Manzo would have acted as he did
in that situation. Based on the totality of the circumstances, the UOFRB determined, and I
concur, that the tactics employed by Officer Manzo were a substantial deviation, with
justification, from Department-approved tactical training.

4 Officer Bracamontes’ transcript, Page 15, Lines 6-12.
15 Officer Bracamontes” transcript, Page 16, Lines 7-9.

% Officer Guerrero’s transeript, Page 65, Lines 4-15.

7 Officer Guerrero’s transcript, Page 72, Lines 20-23,

18 Officer Manzo’s transcript, Page 10, Lines 4-5.

19 Officer Manzo’s transcript, Page 18, Lines 18-24.

2 Officer Manzo’s transetipt, Page 19, Lines 16-19.

2t Sergeant Asawesna’s transcript, Page 25, Lines 11-14.
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With regards to Sergeant Asawesna, the Board noted he directed the officers to go into the
residence after Sanchez. The Board opined that Sergeant Asawesna’s own statements indicated
he believed Sanchez to possibly be armed with a knife and that the comments of the radio calls,
as well as the statements ofishould have led him to believe Sanchez was probably armed
with a knife. The Board also opined that Sanchez’ position inside a residence, located on the
I cccssibie only by a dilapidated staircase and landing leading to the door, was a
significant position of advantage. Additionally, the Board opined that when Sanchez refused to
comply with the commands made by identified police officers to come downstairs and instead
walked away and entered the residence, he was refusing to submit to a lawful arrest. Given the
sct of circumstances, the Board opined that Sergeant Asawesna should have recognized Sanchez
to be a barricaded suspect and slowed down the incident by maintaining containment of Sanchez

and contacting the Department’s Special Weapons and Tactics (SWAT) team along with its
Additionally, the Board opined Sergeant Asawesna could have
contacted th for advice based upon his assessment that Sanchez

was possibly suffering from mental illness.

The Board assessed Sergeant Asawesna’s justification for directing officers to go into the
residence after Sanchez. The Board opined that his justification was insufficient, as Sergeant
Asawesna was not sure if there was anyone else in the residence with Sanchez, and there was no
specific indication from Sanchez that he was a danger to anyone possibly inside. The Board
opined Sergeant Asawesna did not have sufficient evidence of an exigent circumstance
necessitating the immediate entry of officers into the residence. Based on the totality of the
circumstances, the UOFRB determined, and I concur, that the tactics employed by Sergeant
Asawesna were a substantial deviation, without justification, from Department-approved tactical

training.

With regards to Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero, the UOFRB Majority opined that despite
Officer Bracamontes seeing Sanchez drop the chain and pipe, the comments of the radio calls
and the statements of’ - should have led him to believe that Sanchez was probably armed with
a knife. The UOFRB Majority noted that Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero had been directed
to go after Sanchez into the residence by Sergeant Asawesna; however, the Majority opined that
both officers were tenured and should have recognized the incident to be a barricaded suspect.
As such, the Board opined the onus of the decision to go after Sanchez was not solely on
Sergeant Asawesna, but also on Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero.

The UOFRB Minority disagreed with the Majority’s assessment of Officers Bracamontes and
Guerrero’s tactics. The Minority opined officers respond to numerous radio calls with comments
giving inaccurate information, which are often caused by victims and/or witnesses calling the
police while in fear and reporting with vague, exaggerated or baseless statements. The Minority
opined that although officers meet with PRs and victims of radio calls, they are still required to
investigate further, adding that officers will rely more on their observations or the observations
of other officers at scene. The Minority noted Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero did not
observe Sanchez armed with a knife or any other edged weapon at any point during the incident
and only observed him holding a chain and pipe, which they believed he dropped prior to

entering the residence.
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The UOFRRB Minority noted that Sergeant Asawesna specifically gave Officers Bracamontes and
Guerrero the command to go into the residence after Sanchez. The Minority opined that officers
are expected to follow the directions and orders given by an Incident Commander (IC),
especially from a tenured supervisor, unless ordered to do something illegal, uncthical or
immoral. Furthermore, the Minority opined that failing to obey an order could expose the
officers to consequences for insubordination. The Minority noted that the Training Bulletin for
Barricaded Suspects/Subjects states, “Once the IC believes the incident meets the criteria for a
barricaded suspect, the IC shall immediately contact Metropolitan Division's Watch
Commander (WC) to request SWAT.”?? In this incident, the Minority opined Officers
Bracamontes and Guerrero were following the lawful order of their supervisor, who was the IC
and who did not believe the incident met the criteria for a barricaded suspect.

The Minority opined the onus was on Sergeant Asawesna as the IC to determine whether
Sanchez was a barricaded suspect and added the officers should not be penalized for following
the reasonable and lawful order given by Sergeant Asawesna. Therefore, the UOFRB Minority
opined that Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero substantially deviated from Department-
approved tactical training with justification.

Based on the totality of the circumstances, the UOFRB Majority determined, and I coneur, that
the tactics employed by Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero were a substantial deviation, without
justification, from Department-approved tactical training. To enhance future performance, I will
direct this to be a topic of discussion during the tactical debrief.

Additional Tactical Debrief Topics

Ballistic Shield Manipulations — After Officer Guerrero reached the landing, he saw the front
door was partially ajar and advised the other officers he was going to open it. While holding the
ballistic shield with his left arm and his service pistol with his right hand, he opened the door

with his right index finger.

Although Officer Guerrero was able to open the door without violating any of the Basic Firearms
Safety Rules, he could have had Officer Bracamontes, who was standing to his left, open the
door for him. To enhance future performance, I will direct that this be a topic of discussion
during the Tactical Debrief.

Simultaneous, Nonconflicting Commands — When Sanchez opened the interior door armed
with a sharpened screwdriver mounted in a scooter fork, Officer Bracamontes ordered Sanchez
in Spanish, to get down as Officer Guerrero ordered Sanchez in English to drop the object.
Alternatively, Officers Guerrero and Bracamontes could have stuck to their assigned roles of
contact and cover when confronting Sanchez to ensure that only one officer was giving
commands. To enhance future performance, [ will direct that this be a topic of discussion during

the Tactical Debrief.

22 Training Bulletin, Volume XLVIIL, Issue 9, December 2019.
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Incident Commander Declaration — Sergeant Asawesna arrived at scene as the first supervisor
and did not declare himself as the IC. While Sergeant Asawesna engaged in duties indicative of
an IC, he should have declared himself as the IC immediately upon arrival. To enhance future
performance, I will direct that this be a topic of discussion during the Tactical Debrief.

Code Four - After Officer Solorzano notified CD of the OIS, Sergeant Asawesna broadcast a
Code Four and requested two additional units. After CD broadcast the help call and the location,
Sergeant Asawesna broadcast another Code Four and told responding units to *not overdrive.”
The investigation determined that Sergeant Asawesna broadcast the second Code Four while the
officers were in the process of handcuffing Sanchez. When asked if he knew Sanchez was in
custody when he made the broadcast, Sergeant Asawesna stated that he did not. Although
Sergeant Asawesna was trying to prevent officer-involved traffic collisions, he could have
directed responding officers to drive more cautiously without broadcasting a Code Four prior to
Sanchez being handcuffed. To enhance future performance, I will direct that this be a topic of
discussion during the Tactical Debrief.

Bloodborne Pathogens — After the OIS, Sanchez was clearly bleeding from his wounds. As
Officers Guerrero, Manzo and Moreno were taking Sanchez into custody, they did not wear

irotective ilovcs. After Sanchez was handcuffed, Officer Guerrero located a towel and [ |l

o Sanchez’ wound while Officers Manzo and Moreno put on gloves. Officer
Bracamontes assisted Officer Guerrero in removing Sanchez’ makeshift plastic body armor
without wearing gloves. Alternatively, Officers Guerrero, Manzo, Moreno and Bracamontes
could have donned latex gloves before rendering aid to Sanchez. To enhance future
performance, 1 will direct that this be a topic of discussion during the Tactical Debrief.

Preservation of Evidence —Officer Solorzano entered the room after Sanchez was handcuffed,
donned gloves and moved the makeshift stabbing weapon from the front edge of the brown chair
to the rear portion of the seat. He then picked up the metal pipe and utility knife from the floor
and placed them on the brown chair. According to Officer Solorzano, he moved them because
he was concerned the items could be lost, damaged or destroyed due to the tight confines of the
room, resulting in the evidence not being properly documented. Given the circumstances in this
case, the UOFRB determined, and I concur, that the movement of the evidence was reasonable;
however, the preservation of evidence and the decision to move evidence is a worthy topic. To
enhance future performance, I will direct that this be a topic of discussion during the Tactical

Debrief.

Officer Manzo unloaded the 40mm LLL at 1754:22 hours after firing one round during the OIS.
Officer Manzo should have left the 40mm LLL round in the chamber until it was given to FID
personnel or a supervisor. To enhance future performance, I will direct that this be a topic of

discussion during the Tactical Debrief.









The Honorable Board of Police Commissioners
Page 13
3.2

The Board also determined, and I concur, that the overall actions of Sexgeants Rocha, Guerra,
Lopez, Saeli and Kingi, and Detectives Azizi, Beshai and Hershey were consistent with
Department training and my expectations of supervisors during a critical incident.

Tactical Debrief

In conducting an objective assessment of this case, the UOFRB determined, and I concur, that
the actions of Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero and Sergeant Asawesna were a substantial
deviation, without justification from Department-approved tactical training. The Board also
determined, and I concur, that Officer Manzo’s actions wete a subsiantial deviation with
justification from Department-approved tactical training,

Fach tactical incident merits a comprehensive debriefing. In this case, there were identified
areas where improvement could be made. A Tactical Debrief is the appropriate forum for the
involved officers to discuss individual actions that took place during this incident.

Therefore, 1 will direct Officers Bracamontes, Guerrero, Manzo, Moreno and Solorzano, and
Sergeant Asawesna, to attend a Tactical Debrief and that the identified topics are discussed.

General Training Update (GTU)

On January 11, 2023, Officers Bracamontes, Guerrero and Manzo and Sergeant Asawesna
attended a GTU; all mandatory topics were covered.

Drawing/Exhibiting

Department policy relative to drawing and exhibiting a firearm is: “Unnecessarily or
prematurely drawing or exhibiting a firearm limits an officer's alternatives in controlling a
situation, creates unnecessary anxiety on the part of citizens, and may resulf in an
unwarranted or accidental discharge of the firearm. Officers shall not draw or exhibit a
firearm unless the circumstances surrounding the incident create a reasonable belief that it
may be necessary to use the firearm in conformance with this pelicy on the use of firearms.”

During a special meeting on September 29, 1977, the Board of Police Commissioners
adopted the following as a valid interpretation of this Section. "Unnecessarily or
prematurely drawing or exhibiting a firearm limits an officer’s alternatives in controlling a
situation, creates unnecessary anxiety on the part of citizens, and may result in an
unwarranted or accidental discharge of the firearm. An officer’s decision to draw or exhibit
a firearm should be based on the tactical situation and the officer's reasonable belief there is
a substantial risk that the situation may escalate to the point where deadly force may be
Jjustified. When an officer has determined that the use of deadly force is not necessary, the
officer shall, as soon as practicable, secure or hoister the firearm (Los Angeles Police
Department Manual, Volume No. 1, Section 356.80)."
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violent, we have an ADW. He went after someone with a knife. So, yeah, that was my
reasoning for unholstering.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. And where were you physically when you did this?
OFFICER GUERRERO: I was standing right at the gate, the entrance of the gate onlo the
property facing northbound where he was last seen.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. So this is prior to you guys advancing onto the property and
prior to you seeing him --

OFFICER GUERRERQO: Yes.

DETECTIVE FULLER: -- at the location?

OFFICER GUERRERQ: Yes*

Officer Guerrero (2™ Occurrence)

Post OIS, after Officer Moreno relieved Officer Guerrero of the task of holding Sanchez’ left
arm, Officer Guerrero got up and unholstered his service pistol to assist Officer Bracamontes in

clearing the residence.

The UOFRRB assessed Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero’s drawing and exhibiting of their
service pistols and noted that they were both aware of Sanchez possibly being armed with a knife
based on the comments of the radio calls. The Board also noted the officers verified Sanchez
had committed an ADW with a knife. The UOFRB further noted that the officers did not know
Sanchez’ exact location but were advised by -that he was standing on theq
landing in the backyard. With regards to Officer Guerrero’s second instance of drawing an
exhibiting his service pistol, the Board noted that the residence had not been cleared after taking
Sanchez into custody and the officers did not know if anyone else was lying in wait. Based on
the available evidence, the Board opined that each instance of Officers Bracamontes and
Guerrero’s drawing and exhibiting conformed to policy.

Based on the totality of the circumstances the UOFRB determined, and I concur, that an officer
with similar training and experience as Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero would reasonably
belicve there was a substantial risk that the situation may have escalated to the point where
deadly force may have been justified.

Therefore, I find Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero’s Drawing/ Exhibiting to be In Policy, No
Further Action.

2 Officer Guerrero’s transcript, Pages 56-57, Lines 23-15.
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Policy on the Use of Force™
Use of De-Escalation Techniques

It is the policy of this Department that, whenever feasible, officers shall use techniques and
tools consistent with department de-escalation training fo reduce ihe intensity of any
encounter with a suspect and enable an officer to have additional options to mitigate the
need fo use a higher level of force while maintaining conirol of the situation.

Verbal Warnings

Where feasible, a peace officer shall, prior to the use of any force, make reasonable efforts to
identify themselves as a peace officer and to warn that force may be used, unless the officer
has objectively reasonable grounds to believe that the person is aware of those facts.

Proportionality

Officers may only use a level of force that they reasonably believe is proportional 10 the
seriousness of the suspecied offense or the reasonably perceived level of actual or threatened
resistance.

Rendering Aid

After any use of force, officers shall immediately request a rescue ambulance for any person
injured. In addition, officers shall promptly provide basic and emergency medical assistance
to all members of the community, including victims, witnesses, subjects, suspects, persons in
custody, subjecis of a use of force and fellow officers: To the extent of the officer’s raining
and experience in first aid/CPR/AED; and, To the level of equipment available to an officer
at the time assistance is needed.

Requirement to Intercede When Excessive Force is Observed

An officer shall intercede when present and observing another officer using force that is
clearly beyond that which is necessary, as determined by an objectively reasonable officer
under the circumstances, taking into account the possibility that other officers may have
additional information regarding the threat posed by a subject.

Factors Used to Determine Objective Reasonableness

Pursuant to the opinion issued by the United States Supreme Court in Graham v. Connor, the
Department examines the reasonableness of any particular force used: a) from the
perspective of a reasonable Los Angeles Police Officer with similar training and experience,
in the same situation; and b) based on the facts and circumstances of each particular case.
Those factors may include, but are not limited to:

25 Los Angeles Police Depariment Manual, Volume 1, Section 556.10.
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The feasibility of using de-escalation factics, crisis intervention or other alternatives to

force;

s The seriousness of the crime or suspected offense;

o The level of threat or resistance presented by the subject;

s Whether the subject was posing an immediate threat to officers or a danger to the
COMMUnity,;

o The potential for injury to citizens, officers or subjects;

o The risk or apparent attempt by the subject fo escape;

o The conduct of the subject being confronted (as reasonably perceived by the officer at the
time),

o The amount of time and any changing circumstances during which the officer had to
determine the type and amount of force that appeared 1o be reasonable;

e The availability of other resources,

e The training and experience of the officer;

o The proximity or access of weapons to the subject;

e Officer versus subject factors such as age, size, relative strength, skill level,
injury/exhaustion and number officers versus subjects;

o The environmental factors and/or other exigent circumstances; and,

o Wheiher a person is a member of a vuinerable population.

Use of Force — Deadly

It is the policy of this Department that officers shall use deadly force upon another person
only when the officer reasonably believes, based on the lofality of circumstances, that such
force is necessary for either of the following reasons: To defend against an imminent threat
of death or serious bodily injury ro the officer or to another person; or, 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 fo
another unless immediately apprehended.

In determining whether deadly force is necessary, officers shall evaluate each situation in
light of the particular circumstances of each case and shall use other available resources
and techniques if reasonably safe and feasible. Before discharging a firearm, officers shall
consider their surroundings and potential risks fo bystanders to the extent reasonable under

the circumstances.

Note: Because the application of deadly force is limited to the above scenarios, an officer
shall not use deadly force against a person based on the danger that person poses 10
themselves, 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 another person.
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The Department’s Evaluation of Deadly Force

The Department will analyze an officer’s use of deadly force by evaluating the 1otality of the
circumstances of each case consistent with the California Penal Code Section 835(a), as well

as the factors articulated in Graham v. Connor

Less-Lethal Use of Force

Officer Manzo — 40mm LLL, 40mm eXact iMpact, one round from approximately ten feet, in a

southerly direction.
Round One

According to Officer Manzo, Sanchez was armed with a “sharp spear object” in his right hand
which was pointed toward the officers at a downward 45-degree angle. He could see the front of
the weapon and described it as a seven to ten-inch silver spear with a pointy end capable of
causing serious bodily injury (SBI) or death. Sanchez began to lunge forward starting with his
right feg, while pointing the object toward the officers, indicating to Officer Manzo that Sanchez
was an immediate threat and intended to cause harm to him and the other officers. In response,
Officer Manzo targeted Sanchez’ navel area and discharged one 40mm LLL round from
approximately ten feet away, which he believed struck Sanchez in the navel area. Officer Manzo

then immediately reloaded.?

Officer Manzo recalled,

In his right hand he had a sharp object silver in color. Part - primary gave commands (o
drop it and at a certain point I see the suspect start to kind of lunge forward being that we
were right there very close and in small confinement, I deployed my 40 striking the suspect.
Suspect goes down.”’

So as we made it up the stairs, we get to the front of the door and we immediately see the
door quickly open, the secondary door that was closed. And as soon as we see it open, the
suspect is appeared behind the door. 1see a metal object in his hand, right hand. He kind of
pauses. At that time the primary unit gives command 1o the suspect fo drop i, and I see that
he starts kind of lunging forward. Being that we were relatively close, I would say five to 10
feet from the suspect and being that we were in a narrow position, 1 made the decision 1o
shoot the 40 because af the same time we were stuck in a balcony being that if he would have
charged us, we would have been in a very tough position to retrieve any cover. Andl felt
that at the moment if he would have charged, it was an immediate threat to the safety of my

partners and myself as well.?*

16 A review of BWYV could not determine if Sanchez was struck by the round., It was determined that approximately
four seconds had elapsed between Sanchez forcing the door open and the OIS.

27 Officer Manzo's transcript, Page 10, Lines 12-17.

28 Officer Manzo's transcript, Pages 21-22, Lines 22-14.
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The UOFRR assessed Officer Manzo’s application of the 40mm LLL during the incident. The
Board noted that Officer Manzo discharged his 40mm LLL after observing Sanchez take a step
toward the officers with his weapons in hand, and the Board opined that Sanchez’ actions met
the threshold of an immediate threat against the officers. The UOFRB noted that neither Officer
Manzo nor any of the other officers gave Sanchez a warning prior to discharging the 40mm LLL
but opined that there was too little time between the officers opening the exterior door and
Sanchez advancing toward them for a warning to have been feasible.

Based on the totality of the circumstances, the UOFRB determined, and I concur, that an officer
with similar training and experience as Officer Manzo in the same situation, would reasonably
believe that the use of less-lethal force was objectively reasonable.

Therefore, I find Officer Manzo’s Less-Lethal Use of Force to be In Policy, No Further Action.

Lethal Use of Force

Officer Bracamontes — Smith & Wesson Model 4563 TSW, .45 caliber, three rounds from
approximately ten feet, in a southerly direction.

Background — Upon inspecting the scene and relevant video evidence, FID investigators
determined that the background for all three rounds was the same, consisting of a bedroom
measuring 12 feet by ten feet and the south interior wall. A dresser drawer on the {loor of the
room was the only item identified as being struck by the officers’ rounds.

Round One

According to Officer Bracamontes, Sanchez kicked the interior door open and was holding what
appeared to be a “harpoon gun,” or homemade spear with a sharp point, in his right hand and
another sharp chrome object in his left hand. He described the weapon in S8anchez’ right band as
a four-foot-long black solid metal pole with a chrome-colored spear or harpoon extending an
additional foot from one end. Officer Bracamontes described the object in Sanchez’ left hand as

L-shaped with a six-inch blade.

Officer Bracamontes described Sanchez as taking a fighting stance while holding the weapon at
mid-chest level. He described Sanchez’ demeanor as very angry, tense and agitated and making
rapid body movements. Sanchez moved forward with his lead foot approximately one foot,
decreasing the distance between him and the officers. Officer Bracamontes believed Sanchez
was five feet away and feared that it would take a “split-second” for Sanchez to either shoot the
harpoon gun or charge and stab the officers with the spear. In response, Officer Bracamontes
fired his first round from his service pistol, which he believed hit Sanchez but had no apparent
effect. The investigation determined Officer Bracamontes fired from approximately ten feet

away.
Officer Bracamontes recalled,

And so [ was about to give out commands. "All right. We got a closed door. Can 1 get
another unit to come up here?” But at that time he - he just kicked the doar open and was
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and stab us or - or shoot the harpoon gun that -- it seem - that appeared to be a harpoon
gun at first glance.”!

DETECTIVE FULLER: Qkay. And I see you -- when you're holding your hands there, you're
holding them at about mid-chest height. Is that - is that where he was holding them on him?
OFFICER BRACAMONTES: Yeah. It was like back and forth, like just -- he was just very
agitated, just making - just rap — rapid body movements, just in a fighting stance, ready --
he was ready to charge, kind of like -- it seemed like he was taking the steps to come af --
like, just to charge towards us.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. Did he actually take any steps toward you?

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: I remember he -- he -- he -- I - if | remember correctly, I think
his -- his lead foot did move towards us. Like, he was changing his -- his ~- like, his --
guess, his stance. And then -—- and then - and - which I -1 - 1--1 thought -- I was -- I was
in fear that he was gonna stab us or charge at us with the spear or shoot us with this

harpoon gun.>*

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: He kept —- he kept moving it. He was just holding it in an
aggressive manner, just -- kind of like just towards us, kind of down. You know, he was kind
of -- looked like he was psyching himself to get ready to charge us, like he was ready to die
or ready -- or ready to kill us or kill or be killed

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. And -- and you'd -- you'd given an indication of the - the
distance that he was from you, and then you -- you said earlier that he -- he took a step or a
partial step forward. Did that decrease the distance between --

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: Yes.

DETECTIVE FULLER: -- the two of you?

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: Yes.

DETECTIVE FULLER: By about how much?

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: By a foot. Like, it - yeah. Because it -- it appeared he - he
had cleared the threshold of his -- that door he kicked open. So he got like a foot closer to
us, kind of just changing his stance, kind of just -- you know, just getting ready to -- fo -- {o
impale us with this spear or harpoon gun and just kind of getting ready, psyching himself -- It
looked like he was, like, gonna psych himself out — or just getting, like, ready just to charge
us and kill us. Or even if he had no weapons, just - he could just - he just -- shoved us off
the balcony and killed -- and hurt - hurt -- like, hurt us -- either one of us.>

DETECTIVE FULLER: - at that point. Okay. So I'd like to kind of break down those shots.
You -- you -- vou mentioned you fired three shots. So that - let’s - let's talk about the first
shot. Okay. How -- how are you holding your pistol at this point?

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: I was at a -- the low ready with a Weaver stance.
DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay.

31 Officer Bracamontes’ transcript, Pages 67-68, Lines 25-13.
32 Officer Bracamontes’ transcript, Pages 69-70, Lines 18-11.
3 Officer Bracamontes’ transcript, Pages 72-73, Lines 23-24.
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OFFICER BRACAMONTES: And, you know, I'm just like, "Oh, shit. He's at" -- right? So {
kind of raised my pistol. And I had my front sight on him. And, you know, he was -- it
appeared that he was gonna charge us and try to kill us. And I just -- I had no other choice

but to shoot and -- so 1 fired the first time.**

Round Two

According to Officer Bracamontes, Sanchez was still holding the weapons in a threatening
manner. Believing Sanchez was still a threat to the officers” safety, Officer Bracamontes fired a

second round from approximately ten feet away.

Officer Bracamontes recalled,

He did -- there was no change in his body. He didn't drop. He didn’s, like, back up or
anything. So I fired a second shot**

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: It didn't -- it didn't have an effect. It didn't have -- I mean, I -- 1
helieve I shot him. I -- I -- I believe it did hit him, but I just didn’t have the -- it doesn't have
any - enough -- it didn't -- it didn't stop him from what he was doing.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay.

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: It didn't stop the threat.

DETECTIVE FULLER: And so now you -- you fired your second round.

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: Yes.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. Sowhy did you fire that second round?

OFFICER BRACAMONTES: He was still a threat. He could -- he was still trying to kill us.
He was -- he — he - it didn't - it didn't change his behavior at all, and it was just - he still
continued to hold the weapons in a threatening manner. He didn'i - like, "Oh, shit," like,
and, like, fall back or anything. He just - or become -- no longer become a threat. He was
still a threat to us, to our - to our safety.’®

Round Three

According to Officer Bracamontes, Sanchez was still armed at the same “lunging, striking
distance.” Belicving Sanchez was still a threat to the officers’ safety, Officer Bracamontes fired
his third and final round from approximately ten fect away, causing Sanchez to fall to the floor.

Officer Bracamontes recalled,

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. And then - s0 you fired were you third round.
OFFICER BRACAMONTES: Yes.
DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. And why?

3¢ Officer Bracamontes’ transcript, Page 76, Lines 1-14.
35 Officer Bracamontes® transcript, Page 76, Lines 14-16.
% Officer Bracamontes® transcript, Pages 78-79, Lines 8-2.
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OFFICER BRACAMONTES: He was still a danger to us. He was still armed. He was still in
a lense fighting stance. He was still about to stab us. He was still, like, getting ready to -- {0
attack us or - or shoot us with his harpoon gun. And so I had no other choice just to shoot

him a third time.>’

I had the front sight on him. But af this time on the third round, he just kind of dropped
everything. He just kind of gasped. And he - like, he started crying out in pain. And then he
just fell on the floor. That's when he — when he stopped -- when he was stopped -- when we -
- he was no longer a threat is when we stopped shooting.®

2 seconds. It seemed short, but we were able to assess every time we fired. It was like just a
pretty -- very -- it was very quick. You know? It was just very -- like, "boom." Then he’s still
up. "Boom." He's still up. He -- "boom." He's still a threat. And then -- then third shot,
and he's like -- then he's like, "Oh." Then that's when I knew he -- he had -- it had the
desired effect which, basically, stopped him from being a threat to our -- our lives.”

Officer Guerrero — Smith & Wesson Model M&P9, 9-millimeter, three rounds from
approximately ten feet, in a southerly direction.

Background — Upon inspecting the scene and relevant video evidence, FID investigators
determined that the background for all three rounds was the same, consisting of a bedroom
measuring 12 feet by ten feet and the south interior wall. A dresser drawer on the floor of the
room was the only item identified as being struck by the officers’ rounds.

Round One

According to Officer Guerrero, Sanchez violently opened the interior door, “smashing” it against
the wall and holding what appeared to be a sharp, stainless steel, approximately one-foot-long
spear or projectile weapon that could shoot the sharp object or stab him. He ordered Sanchez to
drop the weapon before Sanchez raised it and leaned forward approximately one foot. Believing
Sanchez was moving forward to stab him and fearing Sanchez would kill him, Officer Guerrero
fired his first round from his service pistol from approximately ten feet away, utilizing a one-
handed grip with his right hand while holding the shield with his left arm. He was unsure if the

round had struck Sanchez.

Officer Guerrero recalled,

Um, so at this point I have the shield. I have my gun out. 1see he's holding that — it's a
weapon. 1don’t know. It's - it looks like a -- like a long ice pick that's marujactured into
another tool. Idon't know if it was a projectile that could shoot at that point because it was
very long. Um, either way, um, he's staring. He's just like staring ar us with like complefely
bug eyed, wide eyed. And he is just like completely focusing -- just focusing. Like, just

37 Officer Bracamontes’ transcript, Pages 81-82, Lines 17-1.
3% Officer Bracamontes’ transcript, Page 83, Lines 9-15.
3% Officer Bracamentes’ transcript, Page 84, Lines 1-9.
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focusing on me, looking at me. And just -- if I ever -- if I ever thought anyone wanted to kill
me, this was - this was the guy. Like, he was just looking at me like he was going to -- that
was it. Like, he had made his decision and he was going to try fo kill me. Um, so the weapon
that he's holding, it's -- it vises up. It rises up probably above his waist now. He's holding if.
Body, um, just suddenly upper torso because that's what I'm focusing on. FHe's holding it in
his upper torso area, just completely leans forward -- body weight forward. So I took that as
he's advancing towards me. And, um, at that moment there -- there was nowhere to go. [
was -- I really - I -- 1 felt trapped. I -- there was nowhere to redeploy to. Um, if I - if he
came at me and 1 did nothing, I mean, I-- I would have been killed by the fall off of that --
that landing. Um, and I -- 1 shot to prevent that. 1 shot to prevent my own death and my
partners who were there. And, um, at that point I shot until he was no longer a threat and
when he was -- until he went down to the floor. At that point when he was no longer a rh;rear
and he dropped the weapon and went down on the floor and that's when 1 stopped shooting.*

I don't recall if he says anything or I think he's yeiling -- I think he's yelling. I just remember
his eyes were bulging out of his head. He's looking at me like he wants to kill me. He's
holding that -- that weapon just above his waist. He cames up. He's looking at me and that's
when the body moves forward in that kind of motion.*’

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. So he -- he lunges forward or makes that move forward and
you - you said you fired some rounds at the -- af the suspect. How many rounds did you
fire?

OFFICER GUERRERO: I think when -- I think approximately two to three. Twa Lo three,
that's the -- that's what I think.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay.

OFFICER GUERRERQ: 1 -- I don't recall for sure how many rounds.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay.

OFFICER GUERRERQO: Bui --

DETECTIVE FULLER: But at least two?

OFFICER GUERRERO: Approximately, yeah, two, two to three.*

DETECTIVE FULLER: And so I -- I - and I know you sort of gave a general reason why you
fired all the rounds you fired, but why did you specifically fire thai first round?

OFFICER GUERRERQO: Like I said, he had -- when that door opened up when he slammed it
open, he's holding the weapon. It’s raised up. It's canied fowards me. He's Eookmg at me.
And his body leans forward, so he's closing the distance and there's nowhere to g0 ¥

OFFICER GUERRERQ: Sure. His posture is very rigid very, like, flexed rigid. He's

holding it. It rises up as soon as the door kicks open and it cants a little forward like that.
Then he -- he leans, and that's -

4 O)fficer Guerrero’s transcript, Pages 16-17, Lines 1-10.
1 Officer Guerrero®s transcript, Pages 83-84, Lines 20-1.
12 Officer Guerrere's transcript, Page 89, Lines 5-19.

# Officer Guerrero’s transcript, Page 91, Lines 14-23.
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DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Okay. So what -- and if I get any part of this wrong, please stop
me and - and correct me. But when you - you're demonstrating what he's doing. You had
both your left and right hand at hip level, your shoulder's raised and elbows bent. Then you,
um, leaned your torse forward and then brought your right hand slightly forward away from
your torso, um, and you turned your wrist 5o, um, an item being held by your fist at the top of
your -- I'm sorry -- on the thumb side —-

OFFICER GUERRERO: Right.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: - started extending forward as your body leaned forward.
OFFICER GUERRERQ: Yeah. All at the same time as I'm telling him to drop i1, yes. It's —
DETECTIVE RHEAULT: That all occurred simultaneous —

OFFICER GUERRERO: Uh-huh.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: -- to you telling him fo drop?

OFFICER GUERRERQ: Yes.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Now, when you were demonstrating that the, um, his -- his fist that
was going forward, it appeared o raise up to rib level from -- from waist level, is that
correct?

OFFICER GUERRERO: It was above his waist. I'm not going 1o say it was, like, up here,
right here, right here. It was above his waist 5o, yeah.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Okay. And when you said "you're not going to describe it up here’
that was mid torso.

OFFICER GUERRERO: Uh-huh.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: And then almost to shoulder level. It's above his waist you
indicated?

OFFICER GUERRERO: Yeah, it's above his waist definitely. It would --

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: How far -- yeah, and you indicated his torso is leaning forward?
OFFICER GUERRERQ: Uh-huh.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: How far did his, um, right hand holding the weapon exiend from
his body if it did at all?

OFFICER GUERRERO: Rose it up, it's canted, then he leans forward. His body leaned
Jorward, 1would say the -- where it was at, maybe just about a foot. It closed the distance
about a foot I would say.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: The gap between you and him?

OFFICER GUERRERQ:. Yes.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Closed it -- so a foot closer to you?

OFFICER GUERRERQO: Yeah.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Okay.

OFFICER GUERRERQ: About a foot because it was about -- yeah. Yeah, it closed about a
Joot.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Again, describe what that weapon was. What did -- what did you -
- when you saw it, what do you believe it was?

OFFICER GUERRERO: Immediately when I saw it I thought it was some kind of, like, make
shifl, like, a projectile that could, like, shoot or something some like -- like not a gun not --
not that kind, but it could, like -- like a little spear or something like that. Because it just
looked very sharp. It looked like - I -- I wouldn't even know what to — what application that
would have.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Okay.

T
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OFFICER GUERRERQ: Um, but it definitely looked very make shift to me. Ididn't know
what I was looking at. And I'was just - it looked — it was very sharp. It's a weapon. Very
aggressive. And I -- 1 still don't know how to exactly describe that. I mean --

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Okay. Um, when we went back for the walk-through --

OFFICER GUERRERO: Uh-huh.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: -- you pointed an item out as the item he was holding.

OFFICER GUERRERQ: Yes.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Um, and -- and again it - it was a pointed item approximately a
foot in length at the time we observed il.

OFFICER GUERRERQ: Uh-huh.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Is that how you observed it af the time, too, that length? Or was it
- T'want to make sure it was in the same condition when you saw it in the walk-through is
when you observed this?

OFFICER GUERRERQO: Yes, nothing changed.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Nothing changed?

OFFICER GUERRERO: No.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Okay. Can you describe the color?

OFFICER GUERRERO: Like stainless steel or just steel, something like that, yeah.
DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Okay. And -- and I'm asking and it doesn't have to be one or the
other, are you assessing it to be -- what type of weapon? What kind of injury could that have
caused you?

OFFICER GUERRERO: Fatal.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: And how s0? Like, what type of, um, you talked about you didn’t
know if it could launch something.

OFFICER GUERRERQ: Uh-huh.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: Is it a slashing instrument, like, a stabbing? I'm not suggesfing it's
either one of those.

OFFICER GUERRERQ: Uh-huh.

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: But can you -- what -- what did you think, what type of injury could
it inflict?

OFFICER GUERRERQ: What kind of --

DETECTIVE RHEAULT: How would it be deadly?

CHRISTOPHER GUERRERO: If he stabbed me with ii, if he -- if it is like a projeciile like I
originally assumed, like, he could shoot it from where he was at ™

Round Two

According to Officer Guerrero, Sanchez remained standing with the weapon still pointed at him.

Officer Guerrero described Sanchez as looking “even angrier” and believed that he was going to
continue advancing toward him and the other officers. In defense of himsclf and the other
officers, Officer Guerrero fired his second round from his service pistol from approximately ten
feet, still utilizing a one-handed grip with his right hand while holding the shield with his left

arm.

# Officer Guerrero’s transcript, Page 117-121, Lines 1-15.
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Officer Guerrero recalled,

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. And why did you fire that second round?

OFFICER GUERRERQ: The second round he appeared that he was going to continue to
move forward again. He's still holding it. He's looking at me, looks even angrier and he has
the - the weapon, what I still don't know what it is, but it's that ice-pick looking thing, he has
that. He's pointing it towards me and it looks like he's going to come forward again. And at
that point I was -- I was really stuck. And it would have gone -- I had nowhere 10 go at all.
DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. And how did you feel, if you even had time 1o feel anything in
this time period.

OFFICER GUERRERQO: Um, I kind of thought the bullets weren't going to work, and 1
thought that -- I was kind of getting prepared to -- {0 gef stabbed. 1thought he was going to

stab me.?

Round Three

According to Officer Guerrero, he was unsure whether he fired two or three rounds during the
incident. The investigation determined that Officer Guerrero fired three rounds from his service
pistol from approximately ten feet away, still utilizing a one-handed grip with his right hand
while holding the shield with his left arm. Although Officer Guerrero was unsure if he fired his
third round or not, he stated he stopped firing once Sanchez dropped the weapon, went down to

the

floor and stopped being a threat.

Officer Guerrero recalled,

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. So you -- you fired that second round

OFFICER GUERRERQO: Uh-huh.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Can you tell if it hits him?

OFFICER GUERRERQO: I can't tell if it hits him.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. Is there any change in what he's doing afier the second
round?

OFFICER GUERRERQ: Um, 1 didn't see a change, no.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. Do you know with any degree of ceriainty whether or not you
fired a third round?

OFFICER GUERRERO: No, 1don't.

DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay.

OFFICER GUERRERO: I don't know if I did for sure.

DETECTIVE FULLER: But you're certain you fired twe rounds?

OFFICER GUERRERO: Yeah, I'm sure -- I'm certain { fired two rounds, yeah.
DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. So you -- you mentioned much earlier on that you had
stopped firing at a certain point. Why did you stop firing when you stopped firing?
OFFICER GUERRERO: I stopped firing when the suspect was -- he started to go back and
fall. And then I - he was no longer a threat. So I - I'm assuming my partner was more

effective.

4 Officer Guerrero’s transcript, Page 92, Lines 5-21.
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DETECTIVE FULLER: Okay. So did -- so at -- so at -- when you fired your second round,
did -- is that when he fell to the ground or was it sometime afier you fired your second

round? 7
OFFICER GUERRERQ: It was -- it was afier -- after that.*°

The UOFRB assessed Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero’s use of lethal force and the findings
were unanimous. The Board opined each application of lethal force for both officers was in
direct response to Sanchez’ actions and the imminent deadly threat posed by Sanchez as he
advanced towards the officers while armed with a spear-like weapon that could have caused SBI
or death. The Board further opined that Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero were unable to
safely redeploy given the small space provided by the landing and the proximity of Sanchez.
Additionally, Sanchez’ actions could have caused the officers to fall off the landing
and noted only a short time had passed before Sanchez advanced towards the officers after they
opened the exterior door. The Board also opined that both Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero
assessed between rounds and stopped firing when Sanchez no longer posed a threat. Therefore,
the UOFRB determined Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero’s use of lethal force was
proportional, objectively reasonable and necessary.

Based on the totality of the circumstances, the UOFRB determined, and I concur, that an officer
with similar training and experience as Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero, in the same
situation, would reasonably belicve that the use of lethal force was proportional, objectively
reasonable and necessary.

Therefore, I find Officers Bracamontes and Guerrero’s Use of Lethal Force to be In Policy, No
Further Action.

Medical Treatment/Rendering Aid

While Sanchez was on the_ landing, Officer Guerrero requested an RA to standby at
1748:08 hours. The OIS occurred at 1750:38 hours and Officer Solorzano requested a backup
and an RA at 1750:55 hours, 17 seconds after the OIS. At 1752 hours, one minute and 22
seconds after the OIS, Sanchez was completely handcuffed and rolled into a right iateral

recumbent position. Officer Guerrero located a towel in the room and used it toW
to Sanchez’ wound at 1752:51 hours, two minutes and 13 seconds afier the s

Officer Moreno relieved Officer Guerrero and || I o» the wound. Officer
Guerrero noted that Sanchez was breathing and had a pulse. At 1757:05 hours, six minutes and

27 seconds after the OIS, Officers Guerrero, Manzo and Moreno lifted Sanchez by his arms and
legs and carried him downstairs, where they were met by LAFD personnel. The officers then
assisted LAFD with carrying Sanchez to a gurney at the front of the residence. At 1801:28
hours, ten minutes and 50 seconds after the OIS, LAFD transported Sanchez to LA General. At
1955 hours, Sanchez was pronounced deceased by Doctor Demetriades.

46 Officer Guerrero’s transcript, Pages 92-94, Lines 22-4.
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Requirement to Intercede

Based on their review of this incident, the UOFRB determined, and I concur, that the force used
was not clearly beyond that which was necessary, as determined by an objectively reasonable
officer under the circumstances, and that the officers did not deviate from the duty to intercede,

Additional/Equipment*’

Required Equipment — Officers Bracamontes and Stannard did not have a baton on their
person. Officer Cisterna-Gallardo did not have a hobble restraint device (HRD) on her person.
As these issues were addressed at the divisional level via Employee Comment Cards, with
Operations-Central Bureau (OCB) and Office of Operations (OO) concurrence, I deem no further

action necessary.

Uniform Standards - Sergeant Asawesna did not wear his BWV camera on his outermost
garment, causing his jacket to cover his BWV camera at times during the incident. As this issue
was addressed at the divisional level via Employee Comment Card, with OCB and OO
concurrence, [ deem no further action necessary.

Audio/Video Recordings

Body Worn Video

Sworn Employee Issue Inspection Date Range

Officer Bracamontes |  Late Activation 06/21/23 - 07/20/23
| Officer Manzo | Late Activation | 09/23/23 — 1012223

Body Worn Video (BWYV) — Force Investigation Division investigators identified 83 BWVs
related to the OIS. These BW Vs were tagged in Evidence.com under Identification No.
23010300003108 and remain available for review.

Digital In-Car Video System (DICVS) - It was determined the OIS was not captured on
DICVS. Videos from the DICVS equipped units that responded to this incident have been
archived in Coban and remain available for review.

%7 In determining the disposition for the deviation from Department policy, a review of the severity of the
discrepancy in concert with any prior discrepancies was taken into consideration,









