














front door and the outer security doot, stand in the threshold, and yell words that were
incoherent.

At approximately 6:50 a.m., Barnes stood in the doorway cursing at the officers while holding a
hammer in his hands. He was very upset stating “I’'m gonna blow your fucking heads off” while
looking directly at the Peace Keeper vehicle. Officer Lightfoot was concerned about the threat
based upon the demeanor of Barnes and knowing that he was armed and willing to fire his
weapon. Shortly thereafter (6:58 a.m.), he monitored radio traffic stating that Barnes had fired a
round from a long gun while standing in the backyard. This caused the officer further concern
since the Peace Keeper was a lightly armored vehicle incapable of protecting officers from the
discharge of a rifle round.

At 7:47 a.m., while maintaining a position at the Peace Keeper vehicle, Officer Lightfoot saw the
front door open and observed Barnes, who wearing a blue jersey, move onto the porch. He placed
a “rifle” to his right shoulder and pointed the firearm directly at the officers located near the
armored vehicle parked next to the Peace Keeper. According to Officer Lightfoot, the officers
had minimal cover and he feared they were about to be shot, He reported seeing what he believed
to be a discharge from the Barnes” weapon that was aimed at the officers since he heard a“‘pop”
and saw “smoke’ at the end of the barrel. Believing Barnes had fired at the officers, Officer
Lightfoot stated he fired his MP-5 at the subject three or four times in defense of his fellow
officers.

After Officer Lightfoot fired his weapon, he recalls Barnes turning and aiming his weapon
directly at him. The officer stated . ..the barrel was pointing right at me. [ was looking right
down the barrel”, When asked to describe his feelings, Officer Lightfoot stated:

“And 1 actually remember tensing up because I thought I was gonna get hit. [ was tensing
up and 1? I think I moved to the left....and then I shot two or three more  rounds. At that
point [ really expected to be hit. Um, cause [ had just seen him shoot and now I was
looking pretty much directly down the barrel...It was pointed right at me™.

Fearing for his life, Officer Lightfoot stated he fired two or three more rounds at the subject.
Barnes fell backwards into the doorway moving in the direction of the interior of the residence as
he rolled to the floor slamming the front door once inside. The officer heard activity inside of the
residence for several minutes after the shooting including a loud crashing sound as if Barnes was
erecting a barricade in the front room.

At 9:31 am., the Arwin robot, was activated and moved to the front window of the residence.
Arwin rounds were fired through the window with not response. Shortly thereafter, the officer
observed the robot forcibly enter the residence through the interior front door.






B s ok to the responding officers confirming what he had advised the police
communication operator. After speaking with the officers, he went back into his residence and
heard another gunshot. He called 9-1-1 again and was informed that the police were still at the
scene. ﬁnt back outside and observed Bamnes at his front door wearing only underwear.
Barnes Tired a gunshot near his fence in the backyard and yelled word similar to “fucking with
my business” before walking back into his house through the front door. [ returned to his
residence and was walking up the stairs when three more gunshots rang out from the vicinity of
Barnes residence. He observed numerous police officers in the area. Eventually- and his
brother were evacuated from their residence.

[ st2tcd that he and his brother, [ have lived in their [} Eleanor Ave. residence for the
past six years and have known Barnes during that same period of time. He described their
relationship as “good” having spent time together over the years during Thanksgiving and
Christmas. The Friday before the shooting Barnes had came to their residence and advised that
his ex-wife had died. He was upset and near tears. The following Saturday, Barnes called their
residence and was very upset over their dog being in his yard, [ went to Barnes house and a
verbal altercation took place. [ stated he interceded before any physical violence occurred.

During the night of July 17, 2006, [ stated he was awaked by the sound of gunshots. i}
was also awaken and went downstairs and called the police. He went to his bedroom window and
shinned a flashlight at Barnes who was in his backyard with a handgun and wearing only
underwear. then heard two more gunshots and saw flashes from the barrel directed to an
area where Barnes kept his dog chained.

After talking to the police officers, [ returned to his upstairs bedroom window and saw
Barnes enter his rear yard and fire off another gunshot. Barnes walked around to the front of his
home and fired at least two more shots. The police immediately returned and asked the - to
leave. They then left their house and allowed the police to have access to the second story
bedroom., went to the church (Command Center) and was able to see the front door area
of Barnes’ residence from a safe location, During the stand off, he saw Bames exit the front door
and fire a weapon two or three times towards the police officers who then responded with
gunfire.

PATHOLOGY/CAUSE OF DEATH:

Dr. Mark Super, Chief Forensic Pathologist for the Sacramento County Coroner’s Office,
performed the autopsy on Venorrias Barnes. He reported that the decedent died as a result of
multiple gunshot wounds to the torso, including the left shoulder and chest, and the left knee.
Postmortem toxicological analysis of the decedent’s blood was negative for alcohol and common

drugs or drugs of abuse.






The test for self-defense is one of “apparent necessity”. Accordingly, the slayer must harbor an
honest and reasonable belief in the apparent peril and the need to defend himself/herself. The
means of force used, whether lethal or non-lethal, must be reasonable under the circumstances. If
a firearm 1is pointed at a person in a threatening manner and under such circumstances as to
induce a reasonable belief that it is loaded, and will be discharged, the person threatened may use
all necessary force to avert the apparent danger. (People .v. Anderson (1872) 44 Cal. 65)

In determining whether a person using self-defense acted properly upon the appearance of
danger, the law recognizes that a person experiencing a stressful event is not able to reflect upon
his actions and the perceived threat against him to the same degree as a person who is not being
confronted by an emergency situation. In People .v. Hecker (1895) 109 Cal. 451, at 467, the
California Supreme Court stated:

Where the peril is swift and imminent and the necessity of action immediate. . .the law
does not weigh in too nice scales the conduct of the assailed and say he shall not be
justified because he might have resorted to other means to secure his safety. The
suddenness of the attack put him to the wall.

The officer may and must make his often-instantaneous decisions based on appearances of
danger and not its actual existence. “He may act upon such appearances with safety and if
without fault or carelessness he is mislead concerning them and defends himself correctly
according to what he supposed the facts to be, his act is justified....” (People v. Collins (1961)
189 Cal. App.2d 575, at 588) Under California law, any person, including a law enforcement
officer, who is threatened with an attack that justifies the use of self-defense, need not retreat.
The person threatened may stand his‘her ground and defend themselves by deadly force 1f
necessary even if retreat would have been possible. (People v. Dawson (1948) 88 Cal.App.2d 85,
95.)

Under these principles, each of the officers clearly had the right to act in defense of himself or
herself or in defense of a fellow officer (or a combination of both). Barnes stepped onto the front
porch and confronted the uniform officers with a shotgun. He moved the barrel of the weapon in
the direction of the officers who were near the police vehicles parked directly in front of his
residence. This action placed numerous officers in imminent danger since they were directly in
Bammes’ line of fire. Each shooting officer actually and reasonably believed at the time he fired
his weapon that the suspect intended to cause death or serious physical harm.

Officers Lightfoot and Dobson fired their weapons towards Barnes in reasonable response to his
threatening movements. A second volley of shots was fired by the officers after Barnes moved
onto ground and directed the barrel of his weapon at the officers again. Officers Lightfoot and
Dobson discharged the second volley of rounds at Barnes believing their lives were still in
danger.

The possible inconsistency between the officers’ statements of belief that Barnes actually fired a
weapon while on the front porch and the physical evidence which may indicate to the confrary
does not change the final conclusion. It is the actual belief of the officer(s) at the time they fired
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At approximately 0747 hours, the suspect opened the door to the residence and pointed a shotgun in the
direction of SWAT officers who had taken up positions next to the armored vehicle. Officer Dobson
fired 4 rounds from his .223 caliber HK53 rifle and Officer Lightfoot fired 7 rounds from his 9mm MP5
sub-machinegun at the suspect. The suspect was hit and crawled back into the residence. HNT
continued to advise the suspect to come out of the residence without the gun. SWAT on several
occasions indicated they could hear movement inside the residence. At approximately 0825, FINT
played a pre-recorded message from the suspect's son in an attempt to have dialog with the suspect with
negative results. At approximately 0930 hours, the robot was deployed. SWAT was authorized at
approximately 0934 hours, to use the ARWEN to break the window to the east of the front door because
the glare from the window prevented the robot’s camera from seeing inside the residence. The robot
used its water cannon to breach the dead bolt on the front door at approximately 1001 hours. On entering
the residence, the robot camera showed that the suspect was down and not moving. At approximately
1009 hours, SWAT entered and cleared the residence. Medic 20 and Engine 20 pronounced the suspect
deceased at approximately 1025 hours.

Recommendations: Metro will continue with their plan to implement the use of video cameras during
SWAT deployments.
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outweighs the public interest served by disclosure (Cal. Gov. Code § 7922.000); d

Records or information that constitute confidential medical, financial, or other information, the
disclosure of which is specifically prohibited by federal law or would cause an unwarranted invasion
of personal privacy (Cal. Pen. Code § 832.7(b)(6)(C)); and
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The Mission of the Sacramento Police Department is to work in partnership with the Community to
protect life and property, solve neighborhood problems, and enhance the quality of life in onr City.





