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I. Summary 

At approximately 10:41 p.m. on July 30, 2025, law enforcement officers from the Vancouver 

Police Department and the Clark County Sheriff’s Office were dispatched to a disturbance at 

XXXX X XX. in Vancouver, Washington. The caller, DM, told the 911 operator her 36-year-old 

son, Branden Whitcomb, had broken into her home, he had a gun, and he was going to kill 

himself. While DM was on the call, Whitcomb left on a bicycle. When officers arrived, DM 

confirmed her son had taken the gun with him.  

Multiple officers spotted Whitcomb less than a mile away on Main Street, Vancouver, while 

he was riding the bicycle. When officers tried to approach Whitcomb, he got off the bicycle 

and ran to the recessed doorway of a restaurant, where he knelt and appeared to be 

reaching into an improvised sling-style bag. Clark County Sheriff’s Office Deputy Michael 

Gonzalez and Vancouver Police Department Officer Wyatt Upshaw drew their handguns and 

took positions in the middle of the street, approximately 30 to 35 feet from Whitcomb. Both 

officers told Whitcomb to get on the ground and to “drop it.” Deputy Gonzalez yelled 

multiple times, “You’re gonna get shot.” Whitcomb did not comply and continued to fumble 

with the bag.   

Whitcomb then pulled a handgun from the bag he was carrying. Deputy Gonzalez fired four 

shots at Whitcomb, striking him in the head, neck, torso, left hand and right thigh. No other 

officers fired their weapons. Officers attempted life-saving measures, but Whitcomb was 

pronounced dead at the scene by Vancouver Fire Department personnel. 

The Washington State Office of Independent Investigations (OII) was notified at 11:06 p.m., 

approximately 15 minutes after the incident occurred. OII investigators responded and 

assumed authority for the criminal investigation. During the investigation, OII investigators 

collected a handgun from the doorway of the business near where Whitcomb was shot. 

OII conducted an independent investigation of this fatal use of deadly force that occurred 

on July 30, 2025, with the intent to provide the prosecuting authority with the information 

necessary to make an informed decision about whether criminal charges should be filed. 

This Final Case Report is an overview of the incident and the OII investigation. 
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II. Associated Case Numbers 

Washington State Office of Independent Investigations:  OII-2025-0009 

Clark County Sheriff’s Office:      25005539 

Vancouver Police Department:      2025-015197 

Clark County Medical Examiner’s Office:     2025-2635 

Washington State Patrol Crime Laboratory Division:   725-000269 

WSP Criminal Investigations Division:     25-101415 

Ridgefield Police Department:      25-483 

Battle Ground Police Department:      25-1141 

Vancouver Fire Department:      19886943 
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III. Use of Deadly Force Incident 

The following account is largely derived from 911 call audio, radio traffic, review of body 

worn camera (BWC) and in-car camera (ICC) video footage, interviews with DM, and incident 

reports submitted by officers.    

A. Pre-Incident Background 

According to DM, she and her husband live at XXXX X XX, Vancouver. Whitcomb was DM’s 

36-year-old adult son. Whitcomb would occasionally spend the night at DM’s home when 

her husband was away, and he would otherwise typically sleep in a shed behind his 

grandmother’s house in XXXXX XXXX XXXXX in Vancouver. 

On July 30, 2025, at 10:40 p.m., DM called 911 and requested assistance. DM and the 911 

dispatcher had the following exchange:1 

DM:    I need somebody over here please. XXXXXXX. 

911 Operator: XXXXXXXXXXXX? 

DM:    He's got a gun, he's got a gun! 

911 Operator:  Are you saying XXXXXXXXXX? 

DM:    Yeah. 

911 Operator:  In Vancouver? 

DM:    Yes. 

911 Operator:  Hold on one second. 

DM:  Oh, he's got a gun. [Unintelligible.] He's gonna kill himself! He's 

gonna kill himself, he's gonna kill himself. [Yelling in 

background.] No! Please get him over here. Get somebody over 

here please. Please. He's gonna kill... 

911 Operator:  I need you to take a breath for me and I need you to tell me 

what is going on. 

DM:    He's, he's breaking in. He's gonna kill me. 

911 Operator:  Okay. Who is he? Is this your husband? Your boyfriend? 

 

1 911 call audio, 25290454-1.wav. See Section VII.A Transcript of 911 Call. 
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DM:    My son. My son. 

DM gave a description of her son and told the 911 operator he had been drinking alcohol 

and using methamphetamine. During the call, DM reported Whitcomb left on her bicycle. 

She provided additional information when asked: 

911 Operator:  Okay. Did he assault you? Are you injured in any way? 

DM:  No. No, I'm not. He just broke in because I wouldn't let him in, 

and he back, he broke my back door. 

  911 Operator:  Okay. And then he pulled a gun out on you or he just had... 

  DM:    Well he didn't. He, he, he was gonna pull it on himself. 

While still on the phone with DM, Clark Regional Emergency Services Agency (CRESA)2 

broadcast the following information on a radio channel monitored by Vancouver Police 

Department (Vancouver PD) and Clark County Sheriff’s Office (Clark County SO): 

…. disturbance with a gun. XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX…. Units responding to XXXXXX. 

We have mom on the phone saying son has a gun. She's saying he's gonna kill me and 

himself. He's in the house. RP has now ran down the street. 3 Uh, the suspect is gonna 

be in the house alone. We're still taking the call…. And just be advised, our call taker 

can still hear yelling in the background. Sounds like he's taking off on his bike. 

Unknown if still armed. White male. Five nine. Skinny, he's wearing a black shirt with an 

American flag and black pants. 

At the same time, CRESA dispatchers also provided information on computer-aided dispatch 

(CAD) notes that are sent from dispatchers to law enforcement personnel by way of mobile 

computer terminals. These notes included that Whitcomb “has a gun…hes going to kill me 

and himself…he is high on meth, also been drinking…..unk if still armed…broke in bcuz RP 

wouldn’t let him in.”4 

Vancouver PD Officers Guadalupe Brambila Pelayo and Michael Maini, Sergeant Branden 

Schoolcraft, and Clark County SO Deputy Erik Dunham responded to DM’s house.5 Officer 

Pelayo was the first to contact DM, at 10:45 p.m.6 

 

2 CRESA is a consolidated 911 emergency communication center for all public safety agencies in Clark County, Washington. 

CRESA radio transmissions, 25290454_--. CNTL_3_radio_traffic.wav. See Section VII.C. Transcript of Radio Traffic.   
3 “RP” generally refers to “reporting party.” 
4 CRESA 911 Incident Drill-down, case no. V2025015197, file 25290454.pdf. 
5 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Galster, timestamp 22:46:42. 
6 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Pelayo, timestamp 22:45:30. 
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DM told Officer Pelayo she let Whitcomb into the house and he “went on a rampage,” found 

her gun, and threatened to harm himself.7 While talking with DM, Officer Pelayo radioed, 

“RP is saying that uh, he didn't threaten anybody with the firearm. He's just possibly 

suicidal.”8 

Deputy Dunham then broadcast, “He supposedly still has the gun on him. FYI.”9 Dispatch 

added that Whitcomb was “high on meth. Has been drinking and is riding a bicycle.” 

An inquiry was made over the radio as to any crimes articulated by DM during her 

conversation with the responding officers. Officer Pelayo relayed the following: “We’re now 

investigating a possible, uh, theft of a firearm…This is not gonna be a burg.”10  

Deputy Dunham then asked over the radio whether Whitcomb was a felon. A few moments 

later, Vancouver PD Sergeant Eric McCaleb relayed, “Looks like he’ll be UPF.”11  

The officers left the area near DM’s house and responded to Main Street when other officers 

broadcast that they had spotted Whitcomb and shots had been fired.  

B. Law Enforcement Initial Contact with Branden Whitcomb 

At 10:46 p.m., Vancouver PD Officer Riley Galster radioed to dispatch, “I got a male on a 

bike… This is probably him. He's actively trying to evade me. I’m gonna try and pick him up 

again.”12 Based on ICC video, Officer Galster was behind a male on a bicycle who appeared 

to match Whitcomb’s description as broadcast over the radio. The bicyclist made a series of 

turns while riding in a southwest direction from the area of West 4th Plain Boulevard and 

Columbia Street. Officer Galster attempted to follow the bicyclist but lost sight of him 

several blocks away.13  

A few minutes later, Clark County SO K-9 Deputy Gonzalez and Vancouver PD Officer 

Nathaniel Affonso both saw a bicyclist, later identified as Whitcomb, riding southbound on 

Main Street near West 21st Street. Deputy Gonzalez drove south on Main Street past 

Whitcomb. He then turned his car around and drove back towards Whitcomb.  

 

7 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Pelayo, timestamp 22:46:03 et seq. 
8 CRESA radio transmissions, Section VII.C. Transcript of Radio Traffic.   
9 CRESA radio transmissions, Section VII.C. Transcript of Radio Traffic.   
10 CRESA radio transmissions, Section VII.C. Transcript of Radio Traffic.   
11 CRESA radio transmissions, Section VII.C. Transcript of Radio Traffic. “UPF” is shorthand for “unlawful possession of a 

firearm,” a felony offense. RCW 9.41.040. 
12 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Galster, timestamp 22:46:42. 
13 ICC video of Vancouver PD Officer Galster, timestamp 22:46:42. 
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Officer Upshaw parked on Main Street south of Whitcomb with his car’s rear-facing 

emergency lights activated. Officer Affonso arrived and parked a block to the north.14  

Officers Upshaw and Affonso both got out of their cars at approximately 10:50 p.m. Officer 

Affonso called out, “Branden. Branden, you need to stop.”15 Officer Upshaw also said, 

“Branden, stop. Stop.”16 Whitcomb rode his bicycle southbound in the middle of the road 

towards and then past Officer Upshaw and said, “I don’t have anything that she said.  I, I, I 

don’t…”17   

From BWC video, Deputy Gonzalez’s police car approached from the south at low speed, 

with its emergency lights activated. The car angled directly towards Whitcomb as Officer 

Upshaw moved suddenly towards Whitcomb.18 Whitcomb exclaimed, got off the bike and 

dropped it, and ran towards the east sidewalk. It does not appear Deputy Gonzalez’s vehicle 

made contact with Whitcomb.19 

 

 

14 Locations were determined by reviewing the BWC video of all initial responding officers. 
15 ICC video of Vancouver PD Officer Affonso, timestamp 22:50:43. See Section VII.B Transcript of Body-Worn Camera. 
16 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw, timestamp 22:50:49. 
17 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw, timestamp 22:50:53. 
18 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw, timestamp 22:50:56. 
19 In an incident report later provided to OII, Deputy Gonzalez said Whitcomb “rode his bicycle toward my patrol car and he 

then appeared to lose his balance and got off his bicycle.” Clark County SO 25005539, Supplement 4, Deputy Gonzalez; 

Section IV.I Officer Statements. Based on an Axon audit trail, it appears Deputy Gonzalez viewed his BWC prior to 

completing this report.   
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Figure 1: Frame 1146 from Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw’s BWC video, timestamp 22:50:56. 

 

 

Figure 2: Frame 1186 from Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw’s BWC video, timestamp 22:50:57. 
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As Whitcomb dropped his bike, Deputy Gonzalez got out of his car. Officer Upshaw and 

Deputy Gonzalez chased Whitcomb past the rear of Deputy Gonzalez’s car and towards the 

sidewalk. Officer Upshaw called out, “He’s reaching in his bag! He’s reaching in his bag!”20 

Simultaneously, Deputy Gonzalez said “Gun.”21 Both officers stopped in the roadway when 

Whitcomb appeared to turn towards the officers from a recessed door of a restaurant at 

1905 Main St.: 

 

Figure 3: Frame 1268 from Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw’s BWC video, timestamp 22:51:00. 

Both officers then pointed their handguns at Whitcomb.22 According to BWC video, Deputy 

Gonzalez was in the middle of the northbound lane of the street, slightly north of the 

doorway. Officer Upshaw also took a position near the middle of the roadway, just slightly 

south of the doorway. Each appeared to be approximately 30 to 35 feet away from 

Whitcomb. Deputy Gonzalez activated his weapon-mounted light.  

 

 

 

20 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw, timestamp 22:50:59. 
21 BWC video of Clark County SO Deputy Gonzalez, timestamp 22:50:59. At this time, the gun was not visible on BWC. OII 

investigators requested clarification from Deputy Gonzalez on this matter, but he declined to answer questions. OII-2025-

0009, Supplement 86, Investigator Moen. See Section IV.H Officer Statements. 
22 BWC video of Clark County SO Deputy Gonzalez, timestamp 22:50:59; BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw, 

timestamp 22:51:00. 
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It did not appear that any other officers were present at that moment, or that either Deputy 

Gonzalez or Officer Upshaw were behind a vehicle or other cover: 

 

Figure 4: Frame 14321 from Deputy Gonzalez’s BWC video, timestamp 22:51:00. 

Officer Affonso, who was running south and had not reached Deputy Gonzalez,23 broadcast 

over the radio, “Got one male. Compliant now.”24 Vancouver PD Officer Adam Angel then 

arrived in his police car, stopping in front of 1905 Main St., just south of Deputy Gonzalez’s 

car, with emergency lights activated.25 

C. Use of Deadly Force 

On BWC video, Deputy Gonzalez can be heard ordering Whitcomb to, “Get on the ground 

right now, you’re gonna get shot. You’re gonna get shot. Drop it now. You’re gonna get 

shot.” Simultaneously, Officer Upshaw repeatedly ordered Whitcomb to “get on the 

ground.”26 

 

23 Officer Affonso did not have his BWC camera activated; his location was determined by a review of his ICC video. See 

Section IV.O Body-Worn Camera and In-Car Camera Review.  
24 CRESA radio transmissions, 25290454_-_CNTL_3_with_time_stamps_on_each_transmission.wav. Transmission occurred at 

10:50:59 p.m. Section VII.C. Transcript of Radio Traffic. Officer Affonso’s written statement did not address this comment, 

and he declined to be interviewed by OII investigators. See Section IV.H Officer Statements. 
25 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Angel, timestamp 22:51:08. Officer Angel’s ICC was not recording. See Section IV.O 

Body-Worn Camera and In-Car Camera.  
26  BWC video of Clark County SO Deputy Gonzalez, timestamp 22:51:01; BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw, 

timestamp 22:51:06. 
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As Whitcomb dropped to his knees, it appears from Deputy Gonzalez’s BWC video that 

Whitcomb was reaching into the bag he was carrying: 

 

Figure 5: Frame 14493 from Clark County SO Deputy Gonzalez’s BWC video, timestamp 22:51:06. 

Whitcomb then appeared to twist his torso towards the door and bring his hands towards 

his chest. In an incident report later provided to OII, Officer Upshaw wrote that from his 

vantage point he could “only see the left side of Brandon’s [sic] body.”27   

 

27 Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Supplement 24, Officer Upshaw. Officer Upshaw indicated he reviewed footage from his 

BWC in anticipation of his completing his report.  
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Figure 6: Frame 1391 from Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw’s BWC video, timestamp 22:51:04. 

Whitcomb continued to reach inside the bag with his right hand, then withdrew a black 

object, which he appeared to immediately raise upward in the direction of his own head: 

 

Figure 7: Whitcomb as he appears to remove an object from his bag. Frame 14543 from Deputy Gonzalez’s BWC video, 

timestamp 22:51:07.  
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Figure 8: Whitcomb as he appears to raise the object in the direction of his head. Frame 14544 from Deputy Gonzalez’s 

BWC video, timestamp 22:51:08.  

 

Figure 9: Whitcomb as he appears to continue to raise the object in the direction of his head. Frame 14545 from Deputy 

Gonzalez’s BWC video, timestamp 22:51:08. 
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It is unclear from the BWC video whether Whitcomb momentarily pointed the handgun at 

Deputy Gonzalez. In his incident report, Deputy Gonzalez wrote, “The suspect then pulled 

the gun out of the bag and pointed the gun at me.”28 

As Whitcomb raised the object, Deputy Gonzalez fired four shots at Whitcomb at 10:51:08 

p.m.29 Whitcomb fell back and dropped the black object. (This item was later collected and 

identified as a Springfield Armory Hellcat 9mm semi-automatic handgun. See Section IV.C 

Crime Scene Processing and Evidence Collection). 

 

Figure 10: First shot being fired. Frame 14546 from Deputy Gonzalez’s BWC video, timestamp 22:51:08. 

 

28 Clark County SO 25005539, Supplement 4, Deputy Gonzalez; Section VII.A Written Statement of Deputy Gonzalez. 
29 BWC video of Clark County SO Deputy Gonzalez, timestamp 22:51:08.   
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Figure 11: Simultaneous to first shot being fired from Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw’s BWC video, frame 1503, timestamp 

22:51:08.  

Officer Upshaw did not fire his weapon.30 Officer Angel was getting out of his police car just 

as the shots were fired. Officer Affonso had not yet reached Deputy Gonzalez’s location on 

foot, and Deputy Dunham was just arriving in his police car, which he parked in the roadway 

just south of Officer Angel’s car, facing the doorway of 1905 Main St.31  

D. After the Use of Deadly Force 

After the shots were fired, Deputy Gonzalez and Officer Upshaw moved behind Officer 

Angel’s patrol car as Deputy Gonzalez called out, “Cover, cover, cover.”32 Several other 

officers joined them, and after a few moments, a group of officers approached Whitcomb 

with guns drawn.33 They gave verbal commands not to reach for the gun. Whitcomb did not 

respond. 

 

30 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw, timestamp 22:51:07 
31 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Angel, timestamp 22:51:07; ICC video of Vancouver PD Officer Affonso, timestamp 

22:51:03; BWC video of Clark County SO Deputy Dunham, timestamp 22:51:09. 
32 BWC video of Clark County SO Deputy Gonzalez, timestamp 22:51:16.   
33 It appears the officers were acting as a “contact team,” an ad hoc group of officers who approach a person in order to 

make physical contact, typically by taking the person into custody using handcuffs or other restraints. Often, members of 

the contact team have designated roles, such as holding a shield, issuing verbal commands, and having lethal or less-lethal 

weapons ready. 
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As officers approached, the Springfield Armory handgun in the corner of the doorframe is 

visible on BWC video: 

 

Figure 12: Frame 3015 from Vancouver PD Officer Galster BWC video, annotated, timestamp 22:52:22. 

At 10:52 p.m., Vancouver PD officers Galster and Justin Reiner, along with Deputy Dunham, 

began rendering medical aid to Whitcomb, and continued until fire department personnel 

arrived.34 Aid attempts by the officers included the application of chest seals to Whitcomb’s 

abdomen, a tourniquet on his left arm, and gauze and pressure on his neck and right leg. 

Whitcomb was not handcuffed. 

Personnel from Vancouver Fire Department (Engine 1 and Squad 1) arrived at 10:54 p.m. 

Vancouver Fire personnel assessed Whitcomb, determined further resuscitation attempts 

would be futile, and pronounced Whitcomb deceased at 10:57 p.m.35  

Vancouver PD Officer Galster then went to XXXXXX. and conducted a follow-up interview 

with DM.  

 

 

34 Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Incident Report, Officer Galster; Vancouver PD, Supplement 5, Officer Reiner; Clark County 

SO 25005539, Supplement 3, Deputy Dunham; BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Galster, timestamp 22:52:45. 
35 City of Vancouver Patient Care Record, Incident no. 19886943. 

Redacted Image 
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E. Incident Timeline 

The following is a timeline from when DM called 911 at 10:40 p.m. on July 30, 2025, until 

Whitcomb was declared deceased by medical personnel. (Except where noted, the following 

timeline is based on the timestamps on the BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw and 

Clark County SO Deputy Gonzalez.)  

 10:40:39 DM called 911.36 

 10:45:33 Officers arrived in the area of XXXXXXX. and contacted DM.37 

 10:46:42 Officer Galster broadcast location of a bicyclist matching Whitcomb’s 

description near Main Street near West 21st Street. 

 10:50:49 Officer Upshaw first ordered Whitcomb to stop. 

 10:50:57 Deputy Gonzalez got out of his patrol vehicle. 

 10:51:08 Deputy Gonzalez fired the first shot. 

 10:51:09 Deputy Gonzalez fired the fourth shot. 

 10:52:13 Deputy Gonzalez and other officers moved to Whitcomb. 

 10:52:31 Officers began providing medical aid. 

 10:55:08 Fire department arrived on scene. 

 10:57:10 Fire department personnel pronounced Whitcomb deceased.38 

 

 

 

 

 

 

36 911 call audio, 25290454-1.wav; Section VII.A Transcript of 911 Call.  
37 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Pelayo, timestamp 22:45:33. 
38 City of Vancouver Patient Care Record, Incident Number 19886943. 
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IV. OII Investigation 

A. Notification and Response 

On July 30, 2025, at 11:06 p.m., Vancouver PD Lieutenant Spencer Harris called OII Regional 

Investigations Supervisor Liles and reported an officer had been involved in use of deadly 

force.39 Lieutenant Harris informed OII a male had been shot by a Clark County SO deputy 

and the person was deceased.   

Members of the Southwest Washington Independent Investigative Response Team (SWIIRT), 

including investigators from Washington State Patrol (WSP), Battle Ground Police 

Department (Battle Ground PD), Washougal Police Department (Washougal PD), Ridgefield 

Police Department (Ridgefield PD), and Camas Police Department (Camas PD), responded 

and maintained responsibility for the scene until relieved by OII investigators.   

OII investigators responded to the scene of the incident at 1905 Main St. The first OII 

investigator arrived on July 31, 2025, at 12:04 a.m. OII investigators also responded directly 

to Vancouver PD West Precinct to process the officers. OII formally assumed incident 

command responsibilities from SWIIRT at 2:30 a.m. WSP continued to provide scene 

security. 

B. Conflict of Interest Assessment 

The objectivity and credibility of OII investigations depend in part on identifying and 

avoiding conflicts of interest. OII requires that all personnel assigned to an investigation 

disclose potential conflicts of interest with any person or entity involved in the OII 

investigation.  

Potential conflicts are assessed by OII supervisors, and a team member may be restricted, 

limited or disqualified from further participation in the investigation if a conflict of interest is 

identified. Preliminary assessments are done at the time of the initial response and other 

intervals. In addition, investigation team members have an ongoing duty to report any 

potential conflicts of interest at any time during the investigation.  

Conflict-of-interest assessments were conducted throughout this investigation. No 

restricting, limiting or disqualifying conflicts were identified. 

 

39 The OII law enforcement notification line established for agencies employing or supervising an officer that uses deadly 

force was not used to report this incident. 
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C. Crime Scene Processing and Evidence Collection 

When OII investigators arrived at 1905 Main St., a scene perimeter had already been 

established using yellow crime scene tape to restrict vehicle and pedestrian access to the 

area.   

At 11:50 p.m., OII investigators requested the Washington State Patrol Crime Scene 

Response Team (WSP CSRT) respond to assist.40 The first member of WSP CSRT arrived at 

approximately 2:10 a.m. on July 31, and the remainder of the WSP CSRT team arrived at 

approximately 3:00 a.m.   

1. Photography 

WSP CSRT took photographs of the scene at 1905 Main St. This included photographs of 

the street and sidewalk and the location of potential evidence:  

 

 Figure 13: Photograph of scene from across the street, facing 1905 Main St. WSP CSRT photograph WSP_0049. 

 

 

 

40 WSP CSRT is staffed by trained civilian forensic scientists and provides crime scene assistance to any law enforcement 

agency within Washington State on request. OII will generally use WSP CSRT to process its scenes. However, OII 

investigators are also trained and qualified to process a scene themselves if WSP CSRT is unnecessary, unduly delayed or 

excluded due to a conflict of interest. 

Redacted 

Image 
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Figure 14:  Photograph of Clark County SO Deputy Gonzalez’s patrol vehicle and bicycle in relation to doorway. WSP 

CSRT photograph WSP_0050. 

OII investigators took additional photographs at 1905 Main St., including photographs of 

the K-9 and the interior of the Clark County SO cars, as well as photographs of DM’s 

residence, the shed at XXXXXXXXXXXXX where Whitcomb sometimes spent the night, 

and photographs of personal property returned to DM on scene. 

2. Laser Scanning 

WSP CSRT used a Trimble X7 three-dimensional laser scanner to document the scene.  

Using this data, OII investigators were able to create two- and three-dimensional 

diagrams, one of which is seen in Figure 15. These diagrams help provide an 

understanding of the positional relationships of the evidence and accurate 

measurements of the scene. 

3. Evidence Collection 

WSP CSRT documents and collects items of evidence where they are located at the time 

of CSRT’s arrival. There is no indication any evidence items were moved prior to WSP 

CSRT’s arrival. WSP CSRT identified, photographed, documented and collected evidence 

Redacted 

Image 
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items, including a handgun, fired cartridge cases, bullet defects, blood stains and other 

items as described below.41 

 
Figure 15: Diagram of the scene created by OII Investigator Mrla using Trimble Forensics Reveal software. 

Figure 16: Evidence legend created from evidence list in WSP Crime Laboratory Report, 725-000269, September 30, 2025. 

Numbers not visible in Figure 15 are clustered in the doorway.  

 

 

41 A cartridge is a single unit of ammunition consisting of the cartridge case, primer, propellant, and one or more 

projectiles.  A cartridge case is the container for the components that comprise the cartridge. A bullet is a projectile from a 

cartridge. 

 

Evidence Legend 

 

1. 9mm fired cartridge casing 10. Multi-tool (with bloodstain) 

2. 9mm fired cartridge casing 11. 2 swabs of bloodstain 

3. 9mm fired cartridge casing 12. 2 swabs of bloodstain 

4. 9mm fired cartridge casing 13. 2 swabs of bloodstain 

5. Fired Bullet 14. Reusable grocery bag and contents 

6. Fired Bullet 15. Disposable grocery bag and contents 

7. Springfield Armory Hellcat 9mm pistol (with bloodstain) 

a. Unfired 9mm cartridge 

b. Loaded magazine 

16. Bicycle 

17. Clothing (with bloodstain) 

18. Dog leash 

8. Unfired 9mm cartridge  

9. Arm sling with attached holster (with bloodstain)  
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a.  Firearm  

A Springfield Armory Hellcat 9mm semi-automatic pistol was found on the 

ground in the doorframe of 1905 Main St.: 

 

Figure 17: Handgun and unfired cartridge located in doorframe. WSP CSRT photograph WSP_0115,      

cropped. 

The pistol’s magazine had a capacity of 15 cartridges and contained 11 

cartridges. An additional unfired cartridge was in the chamber of the firearm.42 

Each of the cartridges bore the headstamp “FC.”43  

When the pistol was collected, the slide of the pistol was not fully forward and 

locked into its proper firing position.44 It is unknown what caused this or when 

it occurred. 

 

 

 

42 WSP Crime Laboratory Division, Crime Laboratory Report, 725-000269, 11/21/2025. 
43 A headstamp is a marking impressed or stamped on the base of a cartridge case, which can include letters, numbers, 

symbols, and special characters that can identify the manufacturer, production year, caliber, and/or type of cartridge. 
44 This is commonly referred to as “out of battery.”  
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Figure 18: Pistol with the slide out of battery. WSP CSRT photograph WSP_0235. 

b. Bullets, Cartridges, and Cartridge Casings 

A single unfired 9mm cartridge bearing the headstamp “FC” was recovered 

from the ground in close proximity to the Springfield Armory pistol, as 

depicted in Figure 17 above, near placard #8. Forensic examination 

determined this cartridge had been cycled through the Springfield Armory 

pistol.45 (See Section IV.P Crime Laboratory Analysis for a detailed description 

of this examination.) 

Four fired cartridge cases were collected from the roadway in front of the 

restaurant. Three fired cartridge cases bore the headstamp “SPEER 21 9mm 

LUGER” and one bore the headstamp “SPEER 18 9mm LUGER.” (See items 1 

through 4 in Figure 15 and 19.)   

 

 

 

 

45 WSP Crime Laboratory Division, Crime Laboratory Report, 725-000269, 11/21/2025. 
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Figure 19: Four fired cartridge cases with Speer headstamps, evidence placards 1-4. WSP CSRT photograph WSP_0082. 

Three fired bullets were located and collected; two were on the sidewalk in 

front of the door, near where Whitcomb was shot, and one was lodged in the 

restaurant door. 

c. Bag and Holster 

An arm sling/improvised bag with a handgun holster attached via a zip tie was 

located and collected from the sidewalk in front of the door, near where 

Whitcomb was shot.  

Redacted Image 
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Figure 20: Photograph of arm sling/improvised bag and holster on sidewalk.  WSP CSRT photograph WSP_0097. 

d. Bullet Defects46 

Three bullet defects were observed on the doors to the restaurant; two were 

impact marks and no projectile or fragment was recovered. One was a 

penetrating defect where the bullet lodged in the door. The lodged bullet was 

recovered and collected, as described above.   

e. Bloodstains 

WSP CSRT documented spatter bloodstains on the door of the restaurant, with 

additional spatter and drip bloodstains on the sidewalk.47 Samples of the 

bloodstains were collected and retained. 

 

46 A bullet defect is a mark or damage caused by a projectile upon impact with a surface or object. A single projectile may 

cause more than one defect, either by breaking into multiple fragments, ricocheting, or passing through substrate(s).  A 

penetrating defect indicates the projectile has entered a substrate but did not exit. A perforating defect indicates the 

projectile entered and then exited a substrate.  
47 Blood spatter refers to the patterns created when blood is projected through the air, typically as a result of an impact or 

force applied to a blood source. 
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All items collected by WSP CSRT were turned over to OII on July 31, 2025, upon completion 

of scene processing.48 

D. Involved and Responding Agencies Activities 

Prior to the arrival of OII investigators, Clark County SO and Vancouver PD took steps to 

preserve and document evidence until members of SWIIRT arrived. This is generally 

permissible under applicable state law. 49 SWIIRT participants included personnel from WSP, 

Battle Ground PD, Washougal PD, Ridgefield PD, and Camas PD. Members of Clark County 

SO also processed their own officers, which is generally impermissible under state law.50 

The following is a summary of activities conducted by these law enforcement agencies after 

the use of deadly force, other than providing scene security or rendering aid. Relevant 

information generated by these efforts is incorporated in other sections of this report. 

Clark County SO: 

• Processed Deputies Gonzalez and Dunham (see IV.E. Officer Processing). 

Vancouver PD: 

• Officer Galster contacted DM at XXXXXXXX after the use of deadly force incident and 

conducted a recorded interview of DM and took photographs at the residence.51 

• Officer Maini interviewed witness KPJ (See Section IV.M Civilian Witnesses). He also 

identified a nearby business with security cameras.52 (See Section IV.F Area Canvass.) 

• Officer Gerald Stewart placed tented business cards over 4 fired cartridge cases in the 

street to mark their location.53 

• Lieutenant Harris arranged for Vancouver PD officers to download their BWC, so the 

video was available for OII review.54 

 

 

 

48 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 2, Investigator Jones. 
49 RCW 43.102.120(2), WAC 139-12-130. 
50 RCW 10.114.011. (“The investigation must be completely independent of the agency whose officer was involved in the 

use of deadly force…”); RCW 43.102.120. 
51 Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Incident Report, Officer Galster. 
52 Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Supplement 1, Officer Maini.  
53 Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Supplement 7, Officer Stewart. 
54 Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Supplement 9, Lieutenant Harris. 
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WSP:  

• WSP served as the lead agency for SWIIRT in this matter. WSP Detective Eisfeldt 

placed placards over the items marked by Vancouver PD Officer Stewart as described 

above.55 

• Detectives from WSP were requested by Vancouver PD Lieutenant Harris to 

investigate any criminal conduct preceding the use of deadly force.56 This 

investigation included a review of DM’s 911 call, interviews, photographs obtained by 

Vancouver PD, and Vancouver PD BWC video. OII also provided WSP with 

photographs of the Springfield Armory pistol and a recorded interview with DM. OII 

investigators verified WSP conducted a routine check of the Springfield Armory pistol 

through the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives. 

E. Officer Processing 

1. General  

Officer processing refers to the investigative steps of documenting the physical 

appearance and condition of uniforms and equipment of involved officers. These 

steps include:  

• Taking photographs of the involved officers to document their appearance, 

with emphasis on uniform defects, injuries, equipment, and potential trace 

evidence. 

• Documenting the condition of the officers’ firearms and associated magazines 

or other loading devices. 

• Determining and documenting the number of firearm cartridges in each 

officer’s magazines or reloading devices.57 This examination and 

documentation may include pistol, rifle, and less-lethal tools depending on the 

incident being investigated. 

• Collecting firearms, equipment, uniforms, and other items as necessary 

depending on the nature of the incident. 

 

55 WSP 25-101415, Investigative Report, Detective Eisfeldt.  
56 WSP 25-101415, Incident Reports, Sergeant Justin Maier; Detective Justin Elsfeldt. 
57 This is often referred to as a “round count." 
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2. Deputy Michael Gonzalez 

The first OII investigators arrived on scene at 1905 Main St. on July 31, 2025, at 12:04 

a.m. Prior to assuming command of the scene, OII Incident Commander Nix was 

separately contacted by SWIIRT Incident Commander WSP Sergeant Maier and 

Vancouver PD Lieutenant Harris to inquire about the status of officer processing. 

Incident Commander Nix told both that OII investigators were enroute to Vancouver 

PD West Precinct and would conduct officer processing.58 

An OII investigator arrived at Vancouver PD West Precinct, where Deputy Gonzalez 

was located, at 12:58 a.m.59 Additional OII investigators arrived shortly afterwards.60 

Upon arrival, OII was informed that Clark County SO had already processed their own 

deputies.61 Neither OII nor SWIIRT were notified of this decision prior to the 

processing of Deputy Gonzalez.62 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

58 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 85, Regional Investigations Supervisor Nix. 
59 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 18, Investigator Spalding. 
60 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 12, Investigator Breen.  
61 Clark County SO Sergeants Neiman and Gilberti processed the deputies. Both gave voluntary recorded interviews to OII 

investigators in addition to their written reports. During the interviews, the sergeants reported Deputy Gonzalez 

communicated through his attorney that he was unwilling to wait for OII investigators to arrive and wanted to leave. Clark 

County SO determined that they would not prevent Deputy Gonzalez from leaving and opted to process him. See OII-

2025-0009, Supplement 79, Investigator Moen. 
62 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 79, Investigator Moen.  
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According to their reports, Clark County SO Sergeants Scott Gilberti and Fred Neiman 

did the following:63 

• Took overall photographs of Deputy Gonzalez, including the following: 

 

            Figure 21: Clark County SO photograph of Deputy Gonzalez. 

• Collected and photographed Deputy Gonzalez’s equipment, including a Glock 

17 9mm semiautomatic pistol with Leopold Delta Point Pro optic and 

Streamlight TLR-7A light, two Glock magazines containing 17 unfired 

cartridges, a TASER 10 conducted energy weapon,64 a ballcap, external ballistic 

vest carrier, BWC mount, uniform, radio, duty belt and additional accessories. 

 

 

63 Clark County SO 25005539, Incident Report, Sergeant Neiman, Supplement 1, Sergeant Gilberti.  
64 A TASER is a less-lethal weapon that delivers an electrical pulse through two barbed projectiles or by pressing the 

contacts at the end of the weapon directly against the skin. The electrical pulse is designed to disrupt a person’s voluntary 

muscle control, thereby incapacitating them. 
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• Removed one unfired 9mm cartridge from the chamber of Deputy Gonzalez’s 

Glock 9mm and 13 unfired 9mm cartridges from the 17-round capacity 

inserted magazine. 

 

 

             Figure 22: Deputy Gonzalez’s handgun and magazines, photograph taken by Clark County SO, MCU_0007. 

OII investigators took custody of Deputy Gonzalez’s Glock 9mm and magazines from 

Sergeant Neiman. Deputy Gonzalez’s uniform, vest carrier and duty belt were 

returned to Clark County SO after examination by OII investigators. As the Glock 

9mm and magazines had been reloaded after Sergeant Neiman and Sergeant Gilberti 

conducted their round count, OII investigators conducted another round count and 

took additional photographs before submitting them to OII’s evidence facility.65
  

3. Other Officers 

Clark County SO sergeants Neiman and Gilberti also processed Deputy Dunham. The 

processing consisted of photographs and a round count. Deputy Dunham’s handgun 

was returned to him by sergeants Neiman and Gilberti. No evidence was seized and 

Deputy Dunham left prior to OII’s arrival.66  

 

65 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 6, Investigator Dossett. 
66 Clark County SO 25005539, Incident Report, Sergeant Neiman; Supplement 1, Sergeant Gilberti.  
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Vancouver PD officers Angel, Upshaw and Affonso were each photographed by OII 

investigators. No evidence was seized, and round counts were not conducted as OII 

investigators had no information that any had fired their handguns.67 

All of the officers were in uniform.    

 

  Figure 23: OII photograph of Vancouver PD Officer Upshaw. MJM_0003. 

F. Area Canvass 

Between July 31 and August 12, 2025, OII investigators conducted multiple canvasses of the 

residences and businesses around 1905 Main St. (where the use of deadly force occurred) 

and XXXXXXXXX (DM residence). The purpose of canvassing is to gather evidence, identify 

witnesses, and recover any available security video. 

 

 

 

67 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 3, Investigator Mrla.  
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OII investigators contacted approximately 92 residences and businesses. See Figure 24 

below for canvass area: 

 

Figure 24: Location of residences and businesses contacted by OII investigators. Black circle is 1905 Main St., blue circle is 

2701 H St., green circles indicate security video was obtained from that location. 

Twelve witness interviews were conducted. Relevant witness statements are described in 

more detail below. (See Section IV.M Civilian Witnesses.)  

OII investigators obtained security camera videos from seven businesses along the Main 

Street corridor. Most captured fleeting views of Whitcomb or the officers prior to their 

arrival at 1905 Main St. and none included clear footage of the deadly force incident, 

including the location previously identified by Officer Maini.  

G. Search Warrants 

OII did not seek any search warrants in connection with this incident.  

H. Officer Statements 

1. General Note on Officer Statements   

In a criminal matter, police officers have the same constitutional rights as any other 

person. The 5th Amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibits 
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compelling a person to be a witness against themselves in a criminal case.68 

Therefore, like any other person, an officer can refuse to answer questions if the 

answer might incriminate them in future criminal proceedings.69    

Law enforcement agencies may compel an officer they employ to provide a 

statement in an administrative investigation for the purpose of determining if the 

officer’s actions were in accordance with their policy and training. A police officer 

may be terminated for failing to answer compelled questions relating to job 

performance. Answers provided through a compelled statement can be used against 

the officer in an administrative or civil proceeding but cannot be used in any criminal 

prosecution of that officer. Similarly, any information or discoveries obtained directly 

or indirectly from a compelled statement cannot be used against the officer in a 

criminal proceeding.70 

OII has established standard processes to prevent information obtained from 

compelled statements from tainting the criminal investigation. 

2. Deputy Michael Gonzalez 

a. On scene 

Vancouver PD Sergeant Paul Benton spoke with Deputy Gonzalez on the scene 

immediately following the use of force. Sergeant Benton muted his BWC prior to 

speaking to Gonzalez. According to Sergeant Benton’s written report, Deputy 

Gonzalez told Sergeant Benton his supervisor had been notified and pointed out 

an area where evidence might be located.71    

BWC video from another officer captured part of the conversation between 

Sergeant Benton and Deputy Gonzalez.72 Deputy Gonzalez showed Sergeant 

Benton where he was standing when the shots were fired and confirmed he fired 

his handgun and that no rifle was involved.  

Vancouver PD Sergeant James Dewey also spoke briefly with Deputy Gonzalez. 

Sergeant Dewey asked Deputy Gonzalez if he was the only officer that fired their 

weapon, to which Deputy Gonzalez replied, “I think so.” They also briefly 

 

68 U.S. Const. amend. V. 
69 State v. King, 130 Wn.2d 517, 524 (1996). 
70 This is often referred to as a Garrity statement based on U.S. Supreme Court decision Garrity v. New Jersey, 385 U.S. 493 

(1967). 
71  Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Supplement 10, Sergeant Benton. Sergeant Benton declined to be interviewed by OII 

regarding his decision to mute the BWC. 
72 BWC video of Vancouver PD Officer Ashley Williams, timestamp 22:55:30 –22:59:42. 



 

Page 37 of 58 

 

discussed the logistics of a public safety statement, which is statement obtained 

by a supervisor after a use of force incident, using questions intended to 

determine existing threats to public safety and identify transitory evidence that 

must be preserved. Some public safety statements are compelled. 

A few minutes later, Clark County SO Sergeant Gilberti arrived on scene and 

ordered Deputy Gonzalez to provide a public safety statement. Sergeant Gilberti 

ordered Deputy Gonzalez to turn off his BWC prior to the compelled statement 

and handwrote the answers onto a form, which was later sealed.73 No compelled 

statements were provided to OII.74 

b. Written Statement 

OII investigators obtained a copy of an incident report authored by Deputy 

Gonzalez.75 In the report, Deputy Gonzalez described the following: 

[Whitcomb], apparently trying to evade the VPD officer, rode his bicycle 

toward my patrol car and he then appeared to lose his balance and got off 

his bicycle. I began to get out of my vehicle. [Whitcomb] ran behind my 

vehicle onto the sidewalk as he moved toward the doorway of a building. 

My initial thought was to deploy [K-9] Knox, but I saw [Whitcomb] reaching 

into a bag he was wearing across his chest, and I believed he was trying to 

access a gun and would have done so before I could deploy Knox. I 

immediately began giving [Whitcomb] commands, to get on the ground 

and to drop it (the gun) now. I also provided him with multiple force 

warnings, that he was going to be shot. [Whitcomb] did not comply with 

my commands or respond to the force warnings, and he instead continued 

to reach into the bag. [Whitcomb] then pulled the gun out of the bag and 

pointed the gun at me, so I fired multiple rounds at [Whitcomb] to stop 

him from shooting me. I saw [Whitcomb] react to my rounds and I stopped 

firing. [Whitcomb] fell onto his back and the gun fell from his right hand to 

the ground behind his head. 

According to the report, at the time of the incident, Deputy Gonzalez was working as 

a K-9 Deputy, with a regular shift of 7:00 p.m. to 6:45 a.m.  

 

73  Clark County SO 25005539, Supplement 1, Sergeant Gilberti. 
74 Sergeant Gilberti participated in processing Deputy Gonzalez after having access to his compelled statement. 
75 Clark County SO 25005539, Supplement 4, Deputy Gonzalez. Based on an audit trail, it appears Deputy Gonzalez viewed 

his own BWC prior to completing this report.  
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OII asked to interview Deputy Gonzalez to clarify certain aspects of his written 

statement. Deputy Gonzalez declined to be interviewed by OII.76 

3. Other Responding Officers 

OII investigators obtained written reports from Clark County SO and Vancouver PD, 

including reports from Deputy Dunham, officers Angel, Upshaw and Affonso, as 

described below. OII investigators requested follow-up interviews with officers 

Upshaw and Affonso but both declined.77   

From BWC video, it appears Vancouver PD Sergeant Schoolcraft spoke with officers 

Upshaw, Affonso, and Angel immediately following the incident. Prior to those 

conversations, Sergeant Schoolcraft muted his BWC and his written report did not 

document whether the officers made any statements describing their actions or 

perception of the events.78    

a. Deputy Erik Dunham 

Deputy Dunham authored a written incident report describing his actions and 

observations.79 According to his report, Deputy Dunham first responded to XXXXX 

XXXX. and stood by while Vancouver PD officers contacted DM. Deputy Dunham 

then left to search the area for Whitcomb and responded to Main Street based on 

radio broadcasts of possible sightings. Deputy Dunham reported hearing the 

gunshots but did not see the shooting or the events immediately preceding it. 

Deputy Dunham assisted in rendering aid to Whitcomb.  

b. Officer Adam Angel 

In Officer Angel’s report, he described his observations of the use of deadly force 

incident as follows:80 

[I] continued to the scene where Branden was kneeling in front of the 

front door of the business located at 1905 Main St. 

As I nosed my patrol vehicle in towards the business, I observed Brandon 

[sic] reach into a black crossbody bag with his right hand and pull out a 

 

76 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 86, Investigator Moen. 
77 See emails from Traci Anderson, counsel for Upshaw and Affonso, dated September 25, 2025, and November 18, 2025. 
78 BWC video of Sergeant Schoolcraft, timestamp 22:56:26; Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Supplement 11, Sergeant 

Schoolcraft.  
79 Clark County SO 25005539, Supplement 3, Deputy Dunham.   
80 Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Supplement 17, Officer Angel. It is unclear whether Officer Angel viewed his BWC video 

prior to completing his statement. 



 

Page 39 of 58 

 

black handgun. Due to Branden’s previous threats to kill his mother, in 

addition to the firearm actively in his hand, I believe Branden posed a 

life-threatening risk to myself as well as other officers on scene. Seeing 

Branden draw the pistol, I began to step out of my vehicle and draw my 

own service weapon as Branden appeared to be turning towards the 

Officers contacting him. 

While doing so, I observed Deputy Gonzalez fire four rounds at Branden 

that appeared to have struck him. Branden then fell backwards in a 

supine position, lying parallel with the business door, with his head facing 

south. 

c. Officer Wyatt Upshaw 

Officer Upshaw described his contact with Whitcomb and the use of deadly force 

as follows:81 

Once out of my patrol vehicle, I saw Brandon [sic] on his bike and across 

his chest he was wearing what I believed to be a fanny pack which can 

conceal a firearm. Brandon was still actively trying to flee on his bike, and 

I told Brandon to stop. I briefly gave chase on foot with the intention to 

physically stop Brandon due to reasonable suspicion for Residential 

Burglary, and Theft of a Firearm. 

A Clark County Deputy was driving in their marked patrol vehicle with 

their lights activated on Main St and stopped in front of Brandon. It 

caused Brandon to throw his bike towards me, and he ran away from me 

while simultaneously reaching into his fanny pack. With the additional 

Officers/Deputy to my left, I yelled that he was reaching into his bag. He 

ran to a closed business on Main St (La Bottega Café Wine Shop) and was 

still actively trying to grab what I believed was the stolen firearm. Brandon 

was on the sidewalk, in front of the door to La Bottega Cafe Wine Shop. 

He was on his knees and crunching his upper torso over his bag trying to 

conceal his movement. From my view I could only see the left side of 

Brandon’s body. 

Based on his current actions and Brandon possibly being armed, I 

stopped chasing Brandon and drew my department issued firearm. I gave 

Brandon loud and clear commands to stop and to get on the ground. 

 

81 Vancouver PD 2025-051197, Supplement 24, Officer Upshaw.  
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Brandon was not complying with any commands. He was still trying to 

grab what I believed was a firearm from his bag. I pointed my firearm at 

Brandon because he was not following commands, attempting to conceal 

his movement, and I believed he was grabbing a firearm. 

I heard shots fired from my left and saw Brandon fall to the ground. 

d. Officer Nathaniel Affonso 

Vancouver PD Officer Affonso responded to the area on Main Street and saw 

Whitcomb riding a bicycle. In his report, Officer Affonso described his initial 

interaction with Whitcomb: 82  

I advised Branden that he needed to stop repeatedly. I observed Branden 

messing with a bag that was partially hidden by a trashcan. Branden did 

not comply with any of my commands. Branden then got on his bike. I 

again told him he needed to stop. He replied by stating something to the 

effect of, For what? I'm not even doing anything. He then traveled South 

on Main St. toward a CCSO deputy and another VPD Officer. 

According to his report, Officer Affonso’s BWC was not activated during his 

encounter with Whitcomb as he had put his camera in sleep mode when 

using the restroom prior to the incident and inadvertently failed to turn it 

back on. 

Officer Affonso described his observations of the use of deadly force as follows:  

While approaching the area where I observed Branden running. I could 

hear loud and clear commands being given by Officers to Branden to the 

effect of, get on the ground and drop it now. I could see Branden, and it 

looked like he was on his knees. I could not see his hands. From the 

position I was standing, I was incorporating distance and shielding by 

utilizing the deputies patrol vehicle as cover. Further, from the position I 

was at, and the position Branden was in, there was a small fence making 

it difficult for me to see what Branden was doing with his hands while 

kneeling down. However, it appeared that Branden was reaching down, 

inside of his shirt and was not obeying the repeated commands being 

relayed to him by Officers. While this was happening, I heard 

 

82 Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Supplement 22, Officer Affonso.  
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approximately 4 shots being fired, I believed the shots came from a 

Deputy who had been giving commands to Brenden [sic]. 

I. Records Relating to Incident and Response 

OII investigators obtained and reviewed the following records related to this incident: 

• Clark County SO - incident and supplement reports, policy manual, BWC and ICC 

video. 

• Vancouver PD - incident and supplement reports, policy manual, BWC and ICC video. 

• WSP - incident and supplement reports, BWC and ICC video. 

• Ridgefield PD - incident and supplement reports. Ridgefield PD did not capture any 

BWC or ICC video. 

• Battle Ground PD - incident and supplement reports, BWC video. Battle Ground PD 

did not capture any ICC video. 

• Vancouver Fire Department - incident report and patient care record. 

OII investigators requested records from Washougal PD and Camas PD. As their involvement 

was limited to preliminary scene security, neither agency prepared any incident reports.  

OII investigators also obtained records from CRESA. Records included 911 call audio, radio 

traffic audio, CAD reports, Automated Vehicle Locator (AVL) reports, Mobile Data Terminal 

(MDT) messages, and call history for associated persons and addresses.  

Relevant information from these records is referenced in other sections of this report. All 

records are provided to the prosecuting attorney for their consideration.   

J. Identification of Branden Whitcomb  

While processing the scene, OII investigators obtained a Washington State Department of 

Licensing photograph of Whitcomb. After comparing the photograph to the deceased 

person, investigators tentatively identified him as Whitcomb. Whitcomb did not have 

photographic identification on his person at the time of the incident. 

At the autopsy conducted on August 05, 2025, the forensic pathologist obtained 

fingerprints and submitted them to the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) for 

confirmation of Whitcomb’s identity. That same day, the Clark County Medical Examiner’s 

Office (Clark County MEO) confirmed Whitcomb’s identity by FBI fingerprint analysis. 
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K. Next of Kin Notification 

On July 31, 2025, at approximately 3:25 a.m., OII investigators went XXXXXXXX and notified 

DM that Whitcomb had been killed. DM said she had already been informed by Vancouver 

PD. (Vancouver PD had not relayed that information to OII.)  DM also told OII investigators 

Whitcomb had no tribal affiliation. 

An OII family liaison contacted DM later that day. (OII family liaisons ensure families have a 

direct resource for support and to ask questions about the ongoing investigation.)   

L. Autopsy  

On August 05, 2025, Dr. Jay Stahl-Herz conducted an autopsy of Whitcomb at the Clark 

County MEO facility.83  

Whitcomb had gunshot wounds to his face, back, abdomen, thigh and hand.84 These 

included an entry wound to the left side of his face with a corresponding exit wound on the 

right side of the neck and re-entry to the right shoulder; an entry wound to the left upper 

back and corresponding exit on the right back; an entry to the upper abdomen with an exit 

on the right side of the abdomen; and an entrance and exit wound in the right thigh. There 

was a graze wound on his left hand. This may have been caused by one of the bullets as it 

entered or exited his body. One bullet and a bullet fragment were recovered from 

Whitcomb’s shoulder and lung.  

There were abrasions (scrapes or cuts) on both arms and the mid-back, as well as abrasions 

and faint contusions (bruises) on Whitcomb’s shins. 

Toxicology reports are a routine part of autopsies. Toxicology results for Whitcomb show 

the presence of the following in his blood: ethanol (0.095 =/- 0.008 g/100mL); amphetamine 

(0.34 mg/L); and methamphetamine (3.1 mg/L).85                                               

M. Civilian Witnesses  

OII investigators conducted 12 interviews of non-law enforcement witnesses. Detailed below 

are summaries of the information provided by those witnesses who had (or were believed to 

have) relevant information; the others interviewed did not appear to have witnessed the 

events or only had limited information. 

 

83 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 14, Investigator Breen. Clark County MEO Autopsy Report Case #2025-2635, October 2, 

2025. Dr. Stahl-Herz is a contract pathologist for Clark County Medical Examiner’s Office.  
84 Clark County MEO Autopsy Report Case 2025-2635, October 2, 2025. 
85 Seattle Toxicology Laboratory, WSP, Case ST-25-11945, Toxicology Test Report, 10/09/2025. 
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1. JD 

Clark County SO Deputy Dunham’s wife, JD, was in the front seat of his car as a “ride-

along” when he responded to DM’s residence and Main Street.86 OII asked to 

interview JD but she declined to provide an interview or statement to OII.  

2. DM 

In addition to the initial contact between Vancouver PD Officer Pelayo and DM, DM 

was interviewed by Vancouver PD Officer Galster immediately after the use of deadly 

force, and again by OII investigators the following morning, July 31, 2025. The 

information provided by DM was substantially the same across all three interviews. 

Officer Pelayo and Officer Galster’s interactions with DM were captured on BWC, and 

OII’s interview was audio recorded. During the interview with OII, DM was asked for 

general background information pertaining to her son and their interactions in the 

days preceding the use of force incident. The following is a summary of information 

DM provided pertaining to the use of force incident.87 

According to DM, Whitcomb had a history of alcohol and drug abuse. DM let 

Whitcomb spend the night at her house on Tuesday, July 29, while her husband was 

out of town, but she told him to leave on Wednesday morning, July 30. Whitcomb 

protested and DM threatened to call the police. Whitcomb then started "busting shit 

up" and left on DM's bicycle after taking her rent check and her phone. 

Later that evening, Whitcomb returned to the home, demanded to be let in, and 

began banging on the window. DM threatened to call the police, and Whitcomb 

became angry and broke down the back door and came inside. DM believed 

Whitcomb was looking for her shotgun, and he said, "I’m gonna blow my fucking 

head off in front of you." Whitcomb found the handgun DM kept under a couch 

cushion and took it. DM then called 911. In response, Whitcomb pointed the 

handgun at his own head and threatened to kill himself if DM did not hang up. DM 

refused to hang up. Whitcomb grabbed his backpack and left on DM's bike with the 

handgun. 

DM believed Whitcomb had been drinking that night because he left a can of beer on 

the counter. He also told her he had been using methamphetamine again. 

 

86 OII investigators were not aware of JD’s presence until they reviewed BWC video. Clark County SO Deputy Dunham’s 

statement (Clark County SO 25005539, Supplement 3, Deputy Dunham) was not received until August 08, 2025. No other 

documentation pertaining to JD’s “ride along” was provided to OII.  
87 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 4 by Investigator Moen. 
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DM said she was aware of media reports that Whitcomb had threatened to kill his 

parents. DM insisted she never told 911 that Whitcomb had threatened to kill her.88  

DM said that she did not believe Whitcomb was familiar with the handling or use of 

guns. 

3. CM 

OII investigators conducted a recorded interview of CM on August 06, 2025.89 CM 

told investigators he was walking on Broadway, one block west of the incident, when 

he saw the reflection of police emergency lights and heard a man yell, “Branden you 

need to stop.” He also heard tires squealing and three gunshots. CM did not see the 

use of force. 

4. KP 

OII investigators conducted a recorded interview of KP on August 01, 2025.90 KP told 

investigators he was riding an electric scooter on Main Street on July 30 when he saw 

Whitcomb riding down the street on his bicycle. KP said the police cornered 

Whitcomb in the middle of the road, and it looked like Whitcomb got knocked off his 

bike, but then he got up and ran to the sidewalk. KP believed that one officer shot 

Whitcomb six times without warning. According to KP, after the shooting the officers 

told Whitcomb if he reached for the weapon he would be shot again even though 

Whitcomb appeared deceased.  

5. MH 

OII investigators conducted a recorded interview of MH, a neighbor of DM, on 

August 06, 2025. 91 MH told investigators that on July 30 at about 10:00 p.m., she 

heard a man outside who seemed agitated and was yelling. Shortly thereafter, she 

heard a crash, and then it sounded as if the male was yelling at someone, at one 

point yelling, “I didn’t do anything wrong” and “…going to kill me.” Shortly thereafter, 

MH heard sirens and it got quiet as if the male had left. 

 

88 During the 911 call, DM said “he’s gonna kill me” but did not specifically say he threatened her. VII.A Transcript of 911 

Call. 
89 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 37, Investigator Taylor. 
90 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 35, Investigator Taylor. 
91 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 37, Investigator Taylor. 



 

Page 45 of 58 

 

6. ST 

OII investigators conducted a recorded interview of ST, Whitcomb’s grandmother, on 

August 07, 2025.92 The purpose of the interview was to understand general 

background and her recent encounters with Whitcomb. 

7. OII Tip Line 

OII establishes a telephone message line for each incident it investigates. This “tip 

line” provides a method for the public to contact investigators with information 

about the incident under investigation and is included in the news release issued to 

the media. 

The tip line for this investigation was established on August 01, 2025. As of the date 

of this report, no calls have been received on the tip line. 

N. Mobile Phones  

OII investigators recovered five mobile phones from a bag attached to Whitcomb’s bicycle. 

DM told investigators at least two of them were inactive phones belonging to her husband. 

OII investigators also recovered Whitcomb’s current mobile phone from ST. OII investigators 

confirmed that it did not have service. These phones were not accessed or searched as there 

was no apparent connection to the use of force incident. 

O. Body Worn Camera and In-Car Camera Review 

OII requested all relevant BWC and ICC footage from all involved and responding agencies, 

including Clark County SO and Vancouver PD. Clark County SO and Vancouver PD provided 

OII with BWC and ICC video files through Axon Justice evidence management system.93 The 

files included video from all officers who responded to either DM’s residence or the area 

around Main Street where the use of deadly force occurred.  

Clark County SO deputies are equipped with Axon Body 4 BWCs, and Vancouver PD officers 

are equipped with Axon Body 3 BWCs, which record audio and video when activated. BWCs 

for both agencies automatically capture the previous 30 seconds prior to activation, 

although no audio is recorded during that 30-second period.94 Officers can manually 

 

92 OIII-2025-0009, Supplement 2, Investigator Jones. 
93 Axon Justice is a secure digital evidence platform used to organize, review, and share evidence – such as video footage – 

with authorized parties, including OII and prosecuting attorneys. 
94 The delay in audio recordings is due to Axon’s pre-event buffering feature, which is intended to capture video of an 

incident just before the activation of a BWC. Axon cameras continuously record when not activated. These recordings are 
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activate their BWC or activation can be triggered by a specific event established by the 

individual agency. According to the agency liaisons, automatic triggers for both Clark 

County SO and Vancouver PD include the activation of a patrol car’s emergency lights and 

removal of a handgun from the officer’s holster and, respectively, whether an officer’s TASER 

is powered on or removed from the holster. 

Clark County SO and Vancouver PD patrol cars are equipped with Axon Fleet 3 (AF3) ICCs. A 

front camera is forward-facing, capturing the roadway ahead, while an interior camera 

records the car’s rear passenger area. ICCs have buffering and automatic triggers, similar to 

BWC.95  

OII investigators noted the following with respect to BWC and ICC: 

• Vancouver PD Officer Affonso did not have his BWC activated during the incident; 

he reported that he was in the restroom at some unspecified time prior to this 

incident and his BWC was still in sleep mode.96 

• Vancouver PD Officer Angel’s ICC was not recording although emergency lights 

were activated, which should have triggered ICC video recording. Vancouver PD 

was unable to determine why the system did not record.97 

OII investigators conducted a detailed review of the footage to analyze key events. Prior to 

examination, all video and audio were screened for compelled statements. Those statements 

were redacted from the videos when necessary. OII investigators enlarged videos and 

examined them frame by frame to document interactions with Whitcomb, officer and 

deputy movements, verbal exchanges, and other relevant factors. OII investigators 

compared multiple video perspectives to build a comprehensive timeline of the incident. 

P. Crime Laboratory Analysis 

1. Fingerprints   

OII investigators submitted the Springfield Armory Hellcat 9mm pistol found near 

Whitcomb and the associated magazine and cartridges to WSP Crime Laboratory 

Division (WSP CLD) to determine whether there were any fingerprints on those items. 

 

buffered for a pre-determined period (30 seconds for Clark County SO and Vancouver PD) before being overwritten. When 

the BWC is activated, the buffered video (without audio) that was recorded immediately before camera activation is saved 

in permanent memory for that event. The differing lengths of buffering periods is a matter of department policy and 

preference.  
95 The AF3 automatic trigger(s) for Clark County SO are the activation of the car’s emergency lights, and for Vancouver PD 

it is the activation of the car’s emergency lights or the opening of rear doors on cars with a secure compartment. 
96 Vancouver PD 2025-015197, Supplement 22 by Officer Affonso. 
97 Email from Vancouver PD Lieutenant David Mills dated November 14, 2025. 
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The forensic scientist who examined the items observed friction ridge detail on the 

pistol, magazine and some of the cartridges.98  

Friction ridge detail refers to the raised patterns of skin found on a person’s fingers, 

palms, toes, and foot soles. Impressions of these skin details can be transferred to 

some surfaces when touched. For example, the impression left behind by the friction 

ridge detail of one’s fingertip is commonly referred to as a fingerprint.  

The friction ridge detail was not suitable for comparison.99 This means there was not 

enough clear and reliable friction ridge detail for an examiner to compare it with 

another impression to potentially make an identification or exclusion to an individual. 

     2. Deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) 

OII also requested DNA analysis of the Springfield Armory pistol, associated 

magazine and cartridges, and a holster that had been attached to Whitcomb’s 

improvised sling bag.    

DNA results are expressed in likelihood ratio statistics that compare the probability of 

a specified person being the contributor of a DNA profile compared to an unrelated 

individual selected at random from the U.S. population, rather than as a definitive 

statement.  

a. Springfield Armory Hellcat 9mm 

A DNA profile obtained from an area of presumptive blood on the pistol was 

interpreted as originating from two individuals.100 Based on statistical analysis, 

there is very strong support for the proposition that Whitcomb is the contributor 

of this profile.101 

DNA profiles obtained from swabbing the grip, trigger and trigger guard of the 

pistol were interpreted as originating from three individuals. Based on statistical 

analysis, there is very strong support for the proposition that Whitcomb is a 

contributor to this profile. 

 

98 WSP CLD Crime Laboratory Report #725-000269, 08/22/2025. 
99 Crime Laboratory Report Glossary- “Suitable for comparison is the decision made by an examiner that a friction ridge 

impression contains sufficient observed data to be utilized for comparison and a source conclusion can potentially be 

reached.” 
100 Blood was indicated using the phenolphthalein test (PHT). This is a chemical test for the presence of hemoglobin; a 

protein found in blood. WSP CLD Crime Laboratory Report #725-000269, 09/11/2025.   
101 “Very strong support“ means an individual was a least one million times more likely to be a DNA contributor than any 

other individual. In this case, all the ratios were substantially higher than one million. 



 

Page 48 of 58 

 

b. Magazine from Springfield pistol 

A DNA profile was obtained from the magazine. This profile was interpreted as 

originating from one individual. Based on statistical analysis, there is very strong 

support for the proposition that Whitcomb is the contributor of this profile.102 

c. Holster 

A DNA profile obtained from the swabbing of the holster, which attempted to 

avoid an area with presumptive blood, was interpreted as originating from one 

individual. Based on statistical analysis, there is very strong support for the 

proposition that Whitcomb is the contributor of this profile.103 

3. Ballistics/Toolmarks and Operability  

ÒII investigators submitted a request to the WSP CLD for a firearm and toolmark 

examination and comparison between the Springfield Armory pistol and Deputy 

Gonzalez’s Glock pistol and the fired cartridges, unfired cartridge, and fired bullets 

collected from the scene where the use of deadly force occurred.104   

A firearms examination occurs when a firearms examiner attempts to determine if a 

particular bullet or cartridge case was fired from a specific firearm based on markings 

on the bullet or cartridge case that are unique to ammunition fired from that specific 

firearm. 

WSP CLD firearm examiners determined Deputy Gonzalez’s Glock pistol was 

operable. The examiners also determined the four fired 9mm cartridge cases head 

stamped SPEER and four fired bullets (three found at the scene and one recovered 

during the autopsy) were fired from Deputy Gonzalez’s pistol. 

The Springfield Armory pistol found near Whitcomb was also operable. It was 

determined that the unfired 9mm Luger cartridge head stamped FC found at the 

scene had been cycled through the Springfield Armory pistol. 

Q. Training and Additional Records Collection  

As a routine part of its investigations, OII obtains and review records relating to the person 

killed, critical witnesses, and officers involved in the incident so the prosecutor has the 

necessary information to make an informed decision about whether criminal charges should 

be filed. This includes criminal history, officer training, use of force and discipline records as 

 

102 WSP CLD, Crime Laboratory Report #725-000269, 10/30/2025. 
103 WSP CLD Crime Laboratory Report #725-000269, 09/11/2025. 
104 WSP CLD Crime Laboratory Report #725-000269, 11/21/2025. 
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well as employing agency policies in effect at the time of the incident. OII will include in its 

Final Case Report any records that appear to be directly related to the use of deadly force 

under investigation. A complete copy of all records obtained is provided to the prosecuting 

authority. 

1. Criminal History  

OII investigators reviewed Whitcomb’s criminal history. Whitcomb was prohibited from 

possessing a firearm because of prior convictions.105 Other than the foregoing, there 

were no records that were obviously relevant to this investigation.  

2. Branden Whitcomb’s Previous Interactions with Law Enforcement  

OII investigators collected and reviewed law enforcement records related to Whitcomb’s 

known prior contacts with law enforcement.106 All records will be provided to the 

prosecuting attorney for review. 

3. Washington State Criminal Justice Training Commission (WSCJTC)  

OII investigators collected WSCJTC Training History Reports for Deputy Gonzalez. These 

records include employment history, state law enforcement certifications, and 

completion of WSCJTC-mandated training. Relevant information from these reports is 

incorporated into other sections of this case report, as appropriate to the investigative 

findings. 

4. Deputy Gonzalez Training and Employment History  

Deputy Gonzalez has been employed by Clark County SO since May 24, 2021. Prior to 

that, he was employed by the Portland Police Bureau (Portland PB) as a peace officer 

from March 02, 2017, until May 21, 2021. 

Deputy Gonzalez graduated from WSCJTC 80-hour Basic Law Enforcement Equivalency 

Academy on October 08, 2021. As of August 12, 2025, Deputy Gonzalez has held an 

active peace officer certification from WSCJTC. 

OII investigators obtained training records from WSCJTC, Clark County SO, and Oregon 

Department of Public Safety Standards and Training (ODPSST). Deputy Gonzalez’s 

WSCJTC training history includes courses for crisis intervention (completed in September 

 

105 Obtained from the Interstate Identification Index (III or Triple I), a national index of state and federal criminal histories 

maintained by the FBI in the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) database. 
106  OII-2025-0009, Supplement 76, Investigator Moen. Records from Clark County SO, Vancouver PD, and CRESA were 

obtained and reviewed.  
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2022 and at the time of collection set to expire September 2025) and violence de-

escalation (completed in March 2022 but at the time of collection had expired on March 

08, 2025).107  His Clark County SO training history includes use of force, critical life-saving 

skills, and firearms qualification (all completed in 2025).108 Deputy Gonzalez’s ODPSST 

training history includes firearms qualifications, crisis intervention, and use of force 

decision making.109  

OII investigators reviewed these records. No determinations were made by OII regarding 

training sufficiency or performance. 

5. Deputy Michael Gonzalez Disciplinary and Impeachment Records 

OII investigators requested and reviewed personnel records for Deputy Gonzalez from 

WSCJTC and Clark County SO.110 Portland PB would not release Deputy Gonzalez’s 

disciplinary records without a waiver from Deputy Gonzalez, which he declined to 

provide.111 

WSCJTC’s record of complaints or investigations of misconduct for Deputy Gonzalez 

includes a prior use of force resulting in death from April 2024. WSCJTC lists the status of 

that investigation as “Open – Intake.”112 

The records from Clark County SO did not include any discipline associated with use of 

force or dishonesty for Deputy Gonzalez.113 

Clark County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office and Multnomah County (Oregon) District 

Attorney’s Office each confirmed that Deputy Gonzalez was not on the Potential 

Impeachment Disclosure (PID) list.114  

 

107 WSCJTC Training History Report dated August 12, 2025.   
108 Clark County SO PoliceOne.com Training History dated August 12, 2025. 
109 Oregon Criminal Justice Records Inquiry System report, accessed August 7, 2025. 
110 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 73, Investigator Breen; Supplement 76, Investigator Moen. 
111 Email from Michael Staropoli, counsel for Deputy Gonzalez, 11/06/25. 
112 There are two additional entries. One is a closed duplicate of the April 2024 incident. The other is a file opened on 

August 5, 2025, for this incident. Emails from CJTC dated August 12, 2025 and April 26, 2026. See also: Database | 

Washington State Criminal Justice Training Commission.  
113 IA Pro Emp. Disc. History.pdf. 
114 See OII-2025-0009, Supplement 73 by Investigator Breen, and email from Multnomah County Deputy District Attorney 

Travis Sewell dated August 28, 2025. A prosecutor has a constitutional duty to disclose all potentially exculpatory evidence 

and impeachment evidence favorable to a criminal defendant, including information pertaining to officers. This is often 

referred to as “Brady” material based on a U.S. Supreme Court case, Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83, 83 S. Ct. 1194, 10 L. Ed. 

2d 215 (1963). All county prosecutors are required to develop a protocol addressing potential impeachment disclosures 

and law enforcement must report such information about its officers to the prosecutor. RCW 10.93.180. 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fcjtc.wa.gov%2Fcertification%2Fdatabase&data=05%7C02%7CJessica.Berliner%40oii.wa.gov%7C90c0dafef8f2443f217d08dea404f3ba%7C11d0e217264e400a8ba057dcc127d72d%7C0%7C0%7C639128538371479378%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=er0Y%2BDGGwB%2BtA9%2BGPbJFBbTEJdmvP1icZ4IG%2FR7jgZU%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fcjtc.wa.gov%2Fcertification%2Fdatabase&data=05%7C02%7CJessica.Berliner%40oii.wa.gov%7C90c0dafef8f2443f217d08dea404f3ba%7C11d0e217264e400a8ba057dcc127d72d%7C0%7C0%7C639128538371479378%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=er0Y%2BDGGwB%2BtA9%2BGPbJFBbTEJdmvP1icZ4IG%2FR7jgZU%3D&reserved=0
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6. Prior Use of Force Records  

OII investigators obtained Deputy Gonzalez’s use of force records from Clark County SO 

and Portland PB, which include two prior use of deadly force incidents that resulted in a 

fatality.115 These incidents were reviewed by the Multnomah County (Oregon) District 

Attorney and the Clark County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office. None of the records 

reviewed by OII investigators appeared directly related to this incident.  

These records will be provided to the prosecuting attorney for review.  

7. Clark County Sheriff’s Office Policy Manual  

OII investigators obtained a copy of the Clark County SO policy manual. The manual was 

not analyzed by OII for compliance or policy violations. It was collected to provide 

context for investigative findings and will be made available to the prosecuting attorney 

for their independent review and consideration.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

115 OII-2025-0009, Supplement 76, Investigator Moen. 
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V. Legal Considerations 

A. OII Authority 

When the use of deadly force by a peace officer results in death, substantial bodily harm, or 

great bodily harm, an independent investigation must be completed to inform any 

determination of whether the use of deadly force met the good faith standard established in 

RCW 9A.16.040 and satisfied other applicable laws and policies. The investigation must be 

completely independent of the agency whose officer was involved in the use of deadly 

force. RCW 10.114.011. 

OII is authorized to conduct criminal investigations of an officer’s use of deadly force against 

any person if the officer was on duty, or if the officer was off duty but was exercising the 

powers of a Washington peace officer or if the incident involved department-issued 

equipment or other property. RCW 43.102.080. 

Based on its limited resources, OII is presently only investigating use of deadly force cases 

that result in a fatality within Region 1 – West and Region 2 - Pierce.116 

B. Scope of Investigation 

The scope of any criminal investigation is determined by the elements of the potential 

crimes under investigation and any potential defenses to those crimes. OII investigations 

include a review of the entire incident, including events preceding the incident that may 

have contributed to or influenced the outcome. RCW 43.102.080(4). 

The goal of an OII investigation is to provide the prosecuting authority with all information 

necessary to make an informed decision about whether criminal charges should be filed. 

OII will not provide an opinion about whether criminal charges should be filed or whether 

an officer complied with law or policy as those determinations are the responsibility of other 

authorities, including the prosecuting attorney and the agency that employs the officer. 

C. Potential Crimes Under Investigation 

The following are potential criminal charges pertaining to the death of a person at the 

hands of another. The inclusion of a description of these offenses in the OII Final Case 

Report is not intended to convey an opinion as to whether any criminal offense occurred. 

 

116 OII’s Region 1 consists of 12 counties: Wahkiakum, Skamania, Clark, Cowlitz, Lewis, Thurston, Mason, Grays Harbor, 

Pacific, Jefferson, Kitsap, and Clallam. OII’s Region 2 consists of Pierce County.   
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• Murder in the first degree (premeditation) is committed when, with premeditated 

intent to cause the death of another person, someone causes the death of such 

person or of a third person. RCW 9A.32.030 (a); WPIC 26.01. 

• Murder in the first degree (extreme indifference) is committed when, under 

circumstances manifesting an extreme indifference to human life, someone engages 

in conduct which creates a grave risk of death to any person and thereby causes the 

death of a person. RCW 9A.32.030 (b); WPIC 26.05. 

• Murder in the second degree (intentional) is committed when, with intent to cause 

the death of another person but without premeditation, someone causes the death 

of such person or of a third person. RCW 9A.32.050(a); WPIC 27.01. 

• Murder in the second degree (felony murder) is committed when someone commits 

or attempts to commit a felony and, in the course of or in furtherance of such crime 

or in immediate flight therefrom, they or another participant, causes the death of a 

person other than one of the participants. RCW 9A.32.050(b); WPIC 27.03. 

• Manslaughter in the first degree is committed when someone recklessly causes the 

death of another person. RCW 9A.32.060; WPIC 28.01.117 

• Manslaughter in the second degree is committed when someone, with criminal 

negligence, causes the death of another person. RCW 9A.32.070; WPIC 28.05. 

D. Lawful Detention or Arrest 

An officer must have reasonable suspicion to lawfully detain a person. Reasonable suspicion 

means a substantial possibility that criminal conduct has occurred or is about to occur, 

based on specific and articulable facts and rational inferences from those facts.118 

Reasonableness is determined by the totality of the circumstances known to the officer at 

the time.119 

An officer must have probable cause to effect an arrest without a warrant. Probable cause 

means sufficient facts to lead a reasonable person with the expertise and experience of the 

 

117 Manslaughter may include a person who reasonably believes they are in imminent danger and needs to act in self-

defense, “but recklessly or negligently used more force than was necessary to repel the attack.” State v. Schaffer, 135 Wn.2d 

355, 358, 957 P.2d 214, 215 (1998). See also State v. Chambers, 197 Wn. App. 96, 122, 387 P.3d 1108, 1121 (2016). 

118 State v. Kennedy, 107 Wn.2d 1 (1986). 
119 State v. Lee, 147 Wn. App. 912 (2008), rev. denied, 166 Wn.2d 1016 (2009).  
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officer to conclude that the person is involved in criminal activity.120 There is no requirement 

that an officer make an arrest as soon as probable cause is established.121 

Probable cause is a higher standard than reasonable suspicion, but it is still less than the 

standard required to convict a person of a crime. None of these standards are capable of 

precise definition; they are fluid concepts requiring interpretation based on the relevant 

facts. 

E. Permissible Use of Force by an Officer 

Permissible use of force by an officer is governed by RCW 10.120.020. While this law does 

not establish criminal liability,122 it may be relevant to a prosecutor’s determination of 

whether an officer’s actions complied with policy or met a “reasonable officer” standard, as 

described below. 

RCW 10.120.020(1) states that a peace officer may use physical force to the extent necessary 

to, among other reasons, protect against a criminal offense when probable cause exists; 

effect an arrest; prevent an escape; execute warrants; prevent or stop a person from fleeing 

a lawful temporary investigative detention, provided that the person has been given notice 

that they are being detained; or protect against an imminent threat of bodily injury to any 

person. 

RCW 10.120.020(2) states that a peace officer may only use deadly force when necessary to 

protect against an immediate threat of serious physical injury or death to the officer or 

another person. “Immediate threat of serious physical injury or death” means that, based on 

the totality of the circumstances, it is objectively reasonable to believe that a person has the 

present and apparent ability, opportunity, and intent to immediately cause death or serious 

bodily injury to the peace officer or another person. 

RCW 10.120.020(3) also requires peace officers to use reasonable care when using force 

against a person. That includes: 

 

120 RCW 10.31.100; State v. Gentry, 125 Wn.2D 570, 607, cert. denied, 516 U.S. 843 (1995).  
121 State v. Quezadas-Gomez, 165 Wn. App. 593 (2011), review denied, 173 Wn.2d 1034 (2012).  
122 “The legislature does not intend to abrogate the criminal liability protections afforded to peace officers in chapter 9A.16 

RCW. Instead, the legislature hereby reaffirms its intent to establish RCW 10.120.020 as a distinct and more restrictive civil 

standard to inform the policies and practices applicable to all peace officers operating within state agencies and local 

governments.” RCW 10.120.010 Intent – 2022 c4.  
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• Using all de-escalation tactics that are available and appropriate under the 

circumstances before using physical force, when possible;123  

• Using the least amount of physical force necessary to overcome resistance under the 

circumstances. This includes a consideration of the characteristics and conditions of a 

person for the purposes of determining whether to use force against that person and, 

if force is necessary, determining the appropriate and least amount of force possible 

to effect a lawful purpose; 

• Terminating the use of physical force as soon as the necessity for such force ends; 

• Use less lethal alternatives that are available and appropriate under the circumstances 

before using deadly force; when possible. 

F. Justifiable Homicide 

“Homicide” means the killing of a human being by another.124 A homicide may be a murder 

or manslaughter, or it may be justified, meaning it is lawful. 

There are two different standards that govern when a homicide is justified, depending on 

whether the act is committed by a peace officer and whether it is committed by any person. 

Peace officers are entitled to invoke both standards if criminally charged with a death 

resulting from a use of deadly force. 

In both circumstances, the prosecutor must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the 

homicide was not justified. 

1. Justifiable Homicide or Use of Deadly Force by a Peace Officer 

In general, use of deadly force by an officer is justified when necessarily used to 

arrest or apprehend someone whom the officer reasonably believes has 

committed or attempted to commit a felony, or to overcome actual resistance to 

 

123 “De-escalation tactics” refer to actions used by a peace officer that are intended to minimize the likelihood of the need 

to use force during an incident. Depending on the circumstances, “de-escalation tactics” may include, but are not limited 

to: Using clear instructions and verbal persuasion; attempting to slow down or stabilize the situation so that more time, 

options, and resources are available to resolve the incident; creating physical distance by employing tactical repositioning 

to maintain the benefit of time, distance, and cover; when there are multiple officers, designating one officer to 

communicate in order to avoid competing commands; requesting and using available support and resources, such as a 

crisis intervention team, a designated crisis responder or other behavioral health professional, or back-up officers. RCW 

10.120.10(2). 
124 RCW 9A.32.010. 
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the discharge of a legal duty, and the use of force meets the good faith 

standard.125 

• “Good faith” is an objective standard which shall consider all the facts, 

circumstances, and information known to the officer at the time to 

determine whether a similarly situated reasonable officer would have 

believed that the use of deadly force was necessary to prevent death or 

serious physical harm to the officer or another individual.126 

• Necessary means that no reasonably effective alternative to the use of 

force appeared to exist and that the amount of force used was reasonable 

to effect the lawful purpose intended.127 

A peace officer cannot be held criminally liable for using deadly force in good 

faith.  

In considering whether to use deadly force to arrest or apprehend a person for 

the commission of a crime, an officer must have probable cause to believe that 

the suspect, if not apprehended, poses a threat of serious physical harm to the 

officer or to others.128  

Among the circumstances that may be considered as a threat of serious harm are 

that: 

• The person threatens the officer with a weapon or displays a weapon in a 

manner that could reasonably be construed as threatening;  

• The officer has probable cause to believe that the person has committed 

any crime involving the infliction or threatened infliction of serious physical 

harm.  

2. Justifiable Homicide by Any Person 

Homicide is also justified when committed by any person, including a police 

officer, in lawful defense of a person or someone in their presence when: 

 

125 RCW 9A.16.040(5)(a); “The legislature recognizes that RCW 9A.16.040 establishes a dual standard with respect to the use 

of deadly force by peace officers and private citizens, and further recognizes that private citizens’ permissible use of deadly 

force under the authority of RCW 9.01.200, or 9A.16.050 is not restricted and remains broader than the limitations imposed 

on peace officers.” [1986 c 209 § 3.] 
126 RCW 9A.16.040(4).  
127 RCW 9A.16.010(1). 
128 RCW 9A.16.040(2). 



 

Page 57 of 58 

 

• There is reasonable ground to apprehend a design on the part of the 

person slain to commit a felony or to do some great personal injury to the 

slayer or to any such person, and there is imminent danger of such design 

being accomplished; or 

• In the actual resistance of an attempt to commit a felony upon the slayer, 

in his or her presence, or upon or in a dwelling or other place of abode, in 

which he or she is.129 

In general, the person using deadly force must reasonably believe that the person killed 

intended to commit a felony or inflict death or great personal injury; that there was 

imminent danger of such harm being accomplished; and they must employ such force and 

means as a reasonably prudent person would use, taking into consideration all the facts and 

circumstances as they appeared to the person at the time of and prior to the incident.130 

“Imminent danger” is different than “immediate danger.” Imminence does not require an 

actual physical assault. Instead, it can mean harm that is “ready to take place” or “hanging 

threateningly over one’s head.” Immediate means “occurring, acting, or accomplished 

without loss of time.”131 

In addition, actual danger is not necessary. A person is entitled to act on appearances when 

defending themselves if they believe in good faith and on reasonable grounds that they are 

in actual danger, although afterward it might develop that the person was mistaken as to 

the extent of the danger.132 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

129 RCW 9A.16.050. 
130 WPIC 16.02. 
131 State v. Janes, 121 Wn.2d 220, 241, 850 P.2d 495, 506 (1993); Comments to WPIC 16.02. 
132 WPIC 16.07. 
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VI. Close 

The Final Case Report is intended to provide an overview of the investigation conducted by 

OII and the circumstances of what occurred, to the extent possible.  

This report and OII’s entire case file have been forwarded to the Clark County Prosecuting 

Attorney’s Office. Any additional investigation requested by the prosecuting attorney will be 

included in an addendum to this report. 
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VII. Appendices 

A. Transcript of 911 Call  

The following is a transcript of the 911 call. The assignment of names was based on the 

caller identifying herself. The male voice heard in the background was identified as Branden 

Whitcomb based on the caller identifying him and his voice being consistent with what can 

be heard on BWC video. 

Automated Recording: July 30, 2025. 22:40:39.133 

DM:    ....right there. 

911 Operator:  9-1-1. What's the address of the emergency? 

DM:   I need somebody over here please. XXXXXXXXXXX 

911 Operator:  XXXXXXXXXXXXXX? 

DM:   He's got a gun, he's got a gun! 

911 Operator:  Are you saying XXXXXXXXXXXXXX? 

DM:   Yeah. 

911 Operator: In Vancouver? 

DM:   Yes. 

911 Operator:  Hold on one second. 

DM: Oh, he's got a gun. [unintelligible] he's gonna kill himself! He's gonna 

kill himself, he's gonna kill himself. [yelling in background] No! Please 

get 'em over here. Get somebody over here please. Please. He's gonna 

kill... 

911 Operator:  I need you to take a breath for me and I need you to tell me what is 

going on. 

DM:   He's, he's breaking in. He's gonna kill me. 

911 Operator: Okay. Who is he? Is this your husband? Your boyfriend? 

 

133 911 call audio, 25290454-1.wav. 
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DM:   My son. My son. 

911 Operator:  Okay. What's his last name? 

DM:   [unintelligible] Whitcomb. W-H-I-T-C-O-M-B. 

Whitcomb:   [background] Are you on the phone? 

DM:   Branden, stop [unintelligible]! 

911 Operator:  Stop. Stop yelling and talk to me. 

DM:    Um, I'm, he's yelling at me, ma'am! 

911 Operator: What is his last name? 

DM:   Whitcomb. W-H-I-T-C-O-M-B. 

911 Operator:  Tell me one more time. 

DM:   W-H-I-T-C-O-M-B. 

911 Operator:  C-O-M-B as in boy. What's his first name? 

DM:    Branden. 

911 Operator:  What's Branden's middle name? 

DM:   Michael. 

911 Operator:  What's his birthdate? 

DM:   Four fifteen eighty nine. 

911 Operator: Where is he at? 

DM:   He's going in my house again. 

911 Operator:  And where are you at? 

DM:    I'm, I'm down the street. 

911 Operator:  Who else is in the house? 

DM:    Nobody. 

911 Operator:  So Branden's in the house by himself? 

DM:    I think he went back in, yeah. 

911 Operator:  He's white, black, Hispanic, Asian? 
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DM:   He's white. White. 

911 Operator:  How tall is he? 

DM:    About five nine. 

911 Operator:  Small, medium, heavyset? 

DM:    Skinny. [background radio traffic] He's got my gun. 

911 Operator:  I, I heard you say that he had a gun out and I let the officers know that. 

Is he small, medium, heavyset? 

DM:   I just told you, skinny. 

911 Operator:  Okay. And there's a radio talking in the background. So if I ask you... 

DM:    Okay. 

911 Operator:  ...to repeat yourself, that's why. What color is his shirt? 

DM:    Black. With an American flag on it. 

911 Operator:  What color is his pants? 

DM:    Black. 

911 Operator:  Is he drinking or using drugs? 

DM:    Um, both. 

911 Operator:  He, what is, what kind of drugs is he on? 

DM:    Methamphetamine. 

911 Operator:  Does he have a car? 

DM:    No, he has my bike. [unintelligible] my bike. 

911 Operator:  He rides a bike? What's your name? 

DM:    DM. [yelling in background] 

911 Operator:  I can still hear yelling in the background. Is that him? 

DM:    I know, yep. He's taking off on the bike. 

911 Operator: Does he still have the gun out? 

DM:  Um, I don't, uh, I don't know, but uh, he went, just rode off on my bike 

and he broke my door. 
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911 Operator:  Which way is he going? 

DM: He's going um, east on H [unintelligible], well, going through, I never 

can remember what street it is, but... 

911 Operator:  All right, it's okay. You're doing a good job. So is he on 28th Street? Is 

he on... 

DM:    No, he's getting ready to go on Fourth Plain I think. 

911 Operator:  He's all the way down to Fourth Plain already? 

DM:    Well, yeah, it's right there. 

911 Operator:  Okay. 

DM:    I'm not quite sure if he went that way or not, but. 

911 Operator:  Okay. Did he assault you? Are you injured in any way? 

DM:  No. No, I'm not. He just broke in because I wouldn't let him in, and he 

back, he broke my back door. 

911 Operator:  Okay. And then he pulled a gun out on you or he just had... 

DM:    Well he didn't. He, he, he was gonna pull it on himself. 

911 Operator:  Okay. What's your son's phone number? Does he have a cell phone? 

DM:    No. 

911 Operator:  You see an officer? 

DM:    Yeah. 

911 Operator: Can you go talk to him? 

DM:    He, he's going the other way. Okay. 

911 Operator:  He's probably gonna go look for, for Branden first. 

DM:    Yeah 

911 Operator:  What was your name? 

DM:    DM.  XXXXXXXXXXXXX… 

911 Operator:  What's your phone number? 

DM:    Uh, XXXXXXXXXXX 
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911 Operator:  Okay. Um, you can just stay where you are. 

DM:    I'm gonna walk to my house. 

911 Operator: You are gonna walk back to your house? 

DM:    Yeah. 

911 Operator:  Okay, I'll let them know to meet you at the house then. 

DM:    Okay. 

911 Operator:  If anything changes before they contact you, I want you to let us know, 

okay? 

DM:    Okay. They're all over the place though. 

911 Operator:  Yeah, they're, they're probably gonna go look for him first, so you can 

just wait at the house, um, and they can come contact you there. 

DM:    Okay. They're coming. One's coming down the street though. 

911 Operator: Yeah. Okay. Alright, bye. 

Automated Recording: July 30, 2025. 22:45:04. 
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B. Transcript of Body-Worn Camera 

The following is transcript derived from the BWC audio of Deputy Gonzalez and Officer 

Upshaw, as well as a review of other available BWC video. The recordings were cross-

checked against other BWCs and radio traffic to resolve, to the extent possible, any 

unintelligible speech. In certain cases, where it was difficult to determine which officer was 

speaking, an assignment of a statement to an officer was made on the basis of context, 

volume and a comparison with the officers’ written statement. 

This transcript is excerpted from the full BWC. It begins at 10:50 p.m. and ends at 10:54 p.m. 

on July 30, 2025, based on BWC timestamps. 

Deputy Gonzalez:   Hey, he's Main and 20th.  

Dispatch:  [over radio] Copy, Main and 20th. X-ray 34, I missed what you 

said.  

Sergeant McCaleb:   [over radio] Looks like he’ll be UPF.  

Dispatch:    [over radio] Copy.  

Officer Upshaw:   Branden, stop! 

Whitcomb:    I’m not doing anything wrong guys. 

Officer Upshaw:   Stop! 

Whitcomb:  I don’t have anything that she said. I, I, I don’t. Whoa! Ah! Stop! 

Just stop!  

Officer Upshaw:   He’s reaching in his bag!  

Deputy Gonzalez:  Gun. 

Officer Upshaw:   He’s reaching in the bag! 

Deputy Gonzalez:   Get on the ground right now!  

Officer Upshaw:   Get on the ground! 

Deputy Gonzalez:   You're gonna get shot!  

Officer Upshaw:   Get on the ground!  

Deputy Gonzalez:   You're gonna get shot! Drop it now! You're gonna get shot!  

Officer Upshaw:   Get on the ground! 

Deputy Gonzalez:  You're gonna get shot! [gunshots] Cover, cover, cover.  
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Officer Angel:   Get to my car. Behind my car now.  

Deputy Gonzalez:   Get back here. Get back here. Get back here. Everybody good?  

Officer Upshaw:  Good, good, good. 

Deputy Gonzalez: Henry 4, medical code three. He is down. We're working on 

giving commands. Somebody glove up.  

Officer Angel:   Yeah.  

Officer Affonso:   Gloving up.  

Officer Angel:   Mike, we good?   

Deputy Gonzalez:  In front of 1905 Main Street. Yeah, I'm code four. Hey, glove up. 

Get a team ready. We gotta move in here.  

Officer Upshaw:  Excuse me. 

Deputy Dunham:  Where’s the gun? Can we see it? 

Officer Angel:   Okay. You got gloves on?  

Deputy Gonzalez:   Gun’s by his head. Uh, he's, uh, not really talking to us right now.  

Officer Angel:   Okay.   

Deputy Gonzalez:   Hey, I need you to crawl to us if you can, all right?  

Officer Affonso:   Where do you need me?  

Officer Angel:  Okay, I, I'm gonna run this. Alright, we got three ready. Alright, 

Michael on you. We're gonna move. Come over to me first. Let's 

go.  

Deputy Dunham:  Okay. Do you have gloves on you? 

Officer Upshaw:  No, I got my gun out. 

Deputy Dunham: Well, I, yeah. Hold your gun out. I’ll, I’ll switch, switch out with 

you. If you need gloves, I can get you gloves. 

Officer Upshaw:  Sounds good.  

Deputy Gonzalez:   Okay, we ready to move up? We got hands?  

Deputy Dunham:  You need gloves? 

Officer Upshaw:  I got gloves. 



 

Page VIII of XIX 

 

Deputy Dunham:  Do you? Alright, I’ll go lethal here. 

Officer Angel:   We got hands.  

Deputy Gonzalez:  Okay, I got lethal. Ready when you guys are.  

Officer Angel:   On you Michael.   

Deputy Gonzalez:  Alright, moving. Don't reach for that gun. You're gonna get shot 

again.   

Officer Affonso:   Michael or Branden?  

Deputy Gonzalez:   Grab his arms. Move him away from the gun.   

Officer Angel:   Alright.  

Officer Galster:   You got one hand?  

Officer Reiner:   Yep.  

Officer Angel:   Boy 25 [unintelligible].   

Deputy Gonzalez:   I'm gonna get some gloves. Fuck me.  

Officer Affonso:   I, I got some chest seals if you need. 

Officer Angel:  Yep. 

Deputy Dunham:  Is he hit in the head? 

Officer Affonso:  Gauze. There’s a wrap. Actually, I do not have any chest seals.  

Officer Reiner:   You got one on the back.  

Officer Affonso:   Anyone have a chest seal?  

Deputy Dunham:   Yeah, I got it.  

Officer Angel:   Behind you, I do. Here you go. Any pair of spare gloves on you?  

Officer Affonso:   Uh, yeah.   

Officer Angel:   Yep. Thank you.   

Officer Reiner:   Uh, can you get someone up here with an AED?  

Deputy Gonzalez:  Hey, we need to open up Main Street the best we can for 

medical to come in. So immediate cars not on scene. Let's make 

a hole for medical please.  
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Deputy Dunham:   Is that one there?   

Officer Reiner:   [unintelligible] right here.   

Officer Galster:   You wanna roll him over a bit?  

Officer Reiner:   Hold on a second. Is there any on the…   

Officer Galster:   There's none back here.  

Officer Angel:   I have the gun.  

Deputy Gonzalez:   Yeah, leave it there.   

Officer Angel:   Yep, I got it.  

Officer Galster:   Uh, I got one right here.   

Deputy Dunham:   There you go.  

Officer Galster:   You got another chest seal?   

Officer Galster:   [unintelligible] on his back.   

Officer Angel:   Are you good? Okay.   

Officer Angel:  Nate, are you good?  

Deputy Dunham:  Got some head trauma here, but not much we can do about 

that.  

Officer Reiner:  Yeah we’ll roll him on his back.  

Deputy Dunham:   Roll him over.   

Deputy Dunham:   Got more on his chest here.  

Deputy Gonzalez:  Henry four. We need to close off main, uh, 20th to 19th at the 

minimum. And let's get bigger from there. Hey, I need you to, if 

they saw anything, go talk to them.  

Male Voice:    Yep.   

Deputy Gonzalez:   Get statements. 

 

 

  



 

Page X of XIX 

 

C. Transcript of Radio Traffic  

The following is a combined transcript of radio traffic over CRESA’s radio channel “Control 3” 

as well excerpts from CAD notes entered during the same time frame. The assignment of 

names is based on a combination of reviewing BWC of individual officers and by a review of 

the CAD records, which digitally identifies each audio transmission by unit number.  

22: 41: 26 

22: 41: 39 

22: 41: 50 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

911 Dispatch: 

“SON HAS A GUN” 

“HES GOING TO KILL ME AND HIMSELF” 

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX, for a disturbance with a gun. 

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX, working channel is Control Three. 

 

22: 41: 55 CAD Entry: “NAME: WHITCHOMB BRANDON M DOB: XXXXXXXX SEX: 

ST:” 

22: 42: 02 

22: 42: 06 

22: 42: 08 

22: 42: 08 

 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

911 Dispatch: 

“HES IN THE HOUSE” 

“RP RAN DOWN THE STREET” 

“BRANDON IN HOUSE ALONE” 

Units responding to XXXXXX. We have mom on the phone 

saying son has a gun. She's saying he's gonna kill me and 

himself. He's in the house. RP has now ran down the street. 

Uh, the suspect is gonna be in the house alone. We're still 

taking the call. 

22: 42: 30 

22: 42: 35 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Maini: 

“ATLD” 

Control 3, Sam 11. Can you get a number for the son? 

22: 42: 39 911 Dispatch: Copy. 

22: 42: 42 Officer Pelayo: And have the RP meet me at F Street and 29th please. 

22: 42: 43 CAD Entry: “WM, 509, SKINNY BLD, BLK SHIRT W AMERICAN FLAG, BLK 

PANTS” 

22: 42: 48 911 Dispatch: Received. 

22: 42: 53 Officer Pelayo: Just confirming nobody else is inside the residence? 

22: 42: 55 CAD Entry: “HE IS HIGH ON METH, ALSO BEEN DRINKING” 
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22: 42: 57 911 Dispatch: Affirmative, per the RP. 

22: 42: 59 

22: 43: 02 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Pelayo: 

“NO VEH ASSOC W/A BIKE” 

Copy. 

22: 43: 09 

22: 43: 11 

22: 43: 14 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

911 Dispatch: 

“PREMISE HISTORY ACCESSED BY 7343” 

“I CAN STILL HEAR YELLING IN THE BKGRND” 

And just be advised, our call taker can still hear yelling in 

the background. Sounds like he's taking off on his bike. 

Unknown if still armed. White male. Five nine. Skinny, he's 

wearing a black shirt with an American flag and black pants. 

22: 43: 15 

22: 43: 19 

22: 43: 27 

22: 43: 29 

22: 43: 32 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

911 Dispatch: 

“TAKING OFF ON HIS BIKE” 

“UNK IF STILL ARMED”  

“RP SAYING HE BROKE THE FRONT DOOR” 

“PREMISE HISTORY ACCESSED BY 7331” 

Working on direction of travel. 

22: 43: 35 Deputy Dunham: Henry 1, I'm Fourth Plain and F right now. 

22: 43: 40 911 Dispatch: Received. 

22: 43: 41 

22: 43: 43 

22: 43: 43 

22: 43: 48 

22: 43: 52 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

911 Dispatch: 

“PREMISE HISTORY ACCESSED BY 7343” 

“lHl -- UNIT CHANGED LOCATION TO: FOURTH PLAIN/F ST”  

“PREMISE HISTORY ACCESSED BY 7382” 

“THIINKS HE WILL GO EB ON 4PL” 

And the RP thinks he'll probably go eastbound on Fourth 

Plain. 

22: 43: 57 

22: 44: 06 

CAD Entry: 

Sergeant Smith: 

“RP NOT INJNURED” 

Control, X-ray 56. If he is gone, let's try to get someone in 

the house and see if we can confirm that gun is gone or if 

it's still there. 

22: 44: 08 

22: 44: 15 

CAD Entry: 

911 Dispatch: 

“BROKE IN BCUZ RP WOULDNT LET HIM IN”  

Copy. 
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22: 44: 16 

22: 44: 20 

22: 44: 20  

22: 44: 34 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

“NO CELL FON” 

“PREMISE HISTORY ACCESSED BY 7371” 

“RP SEE'S AN OFCR”  

“2X56 -- GET SOMEl TO HOUSE TO SEE IF GUN WAS LEFT 

BEHIND”  

22: 44: 49 

22: 44: 51  

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

“RP WALKING BACK TO THE HOUSE” 

“CON” 

22: 44: 53 911 Dispatch: And units on the disturbance, the RP DM is currently 

walking back to the house. She said she'll flag one of you 

down. 

22: 45: 11 Sergeant Smith: X-Ray 56, why don't we have her wait outside of the house 

for officers to arrive. 

22: 45: 17 911 Dispatch: Copy. 

22: 45: 21 

22: 45: 44 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Pelayo: 

 

“NAME: XXXXXXXXXXXXX M DOB: XXXXXXXX SEX: ST:” 

Control, RP’s saying that he went westbound on 29th, five 

minutes ago. 

22: 45: 51 911 Dispatch: Copy, westbound 29th, five ago. 

22: 45: 59 

22: 46: 30 

CAD Entry: 

Deputy Gonzalez: 

“2B13 -- RP SAYING HE WENT WB 29TH 5 AGO”  

Henry 4. Is it a motorcycle or a bicycle? 

22: 46: 35 911 Dispatch: Bicycle. 

22: 46: 36 Deputy Dunham: Bicycle. 

22: 46: 41 Officer Galster: 24, I got a male on the bike. Columbia Street, just turned 

onto 25th. Can you give the description again? 

22: 46: 51 911 Dispatch: Uh, which direction on 25th? 

22: 46: 54 Officer Galster: We are going westbound right now, Daniels, south of 

Daniels. 

22: 47: 02 911 Dispatch: Copy. 

22: 47: 02 Officer Pelayo: And Control, Boy 13, RP saying that, uh, he didn't threaten 
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anybody with the firearm. He's just possibly suicidal. 

22: 47: 06 CAD Entry: “2S24 -- MALE ON BIKE COLUMBIA ST TURNING SB ON 

DANIELS”  

22: 47: 14 911 Dispatch: Received. 

22: 47: 17 

22: 47: 24 

CAD Entry: 

Deputy Dunham: 

“NO THREATS WITH GUN POSS JUST SUICIDAL”  

And Control, Henry One. He supposedly still has the gun on 

him. FYI. 

22: 47: 31 911 Dispatch: I copy he still has a gun on him. 

22: 47: 35 

22: 47: 35 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Galster: 

“lHl  -- STILL HAS GUN ON HIM”  

24, can I get a description of what he looks again? 

22: 47: 40 911 Dispatch: White male. Five nine. Skinny build, skinny build black shirt 

with an American flag on it and black pants. He is high on 

meth. Has been drinking and he's on a bicycle. 

22: 47: 54 Officer Galster: 24 Copy. This is probably him. He's actively trying to evade 

me. I’m gonna try and pick him up again. 

22: 48: 03 Officer Angel: Where you at? 

22: 48: 06 Officer Galster: I last saw him at Franklin and 24th. 

22: 48: 14 

22: 48: 14 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Galster: 

“2524 -- LS HIM FRANKLIN AND 24TH”  

Uh, I might have one, I guess going eastbound, 24th. Uh, 

just try to keep going (unintelligible). 

22: 48: 22 

22: 48: 23 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Galster: 

“2524 -- EB ON 24TH - KEEPING EYE ON HIM” 

He's probably coming up to Columbia up by now. 

22: 48: 32 

22: 48: 36 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Angel: 

“2524 -- UNIT CHANGED LOCATION TO: 24TH/FRANKLIN” 

Okay. Boy 13. Are they articulating any crimes right now? 

22: 48: 37 

22: 48: 42 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Pelayo: 

“2524 -- PROB COMING UP TO COLUMBIA NOW” 

We're now investigating a possible, uh, theft of a firearm. 

22: 48: 52 

22: 48: 55 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

“2B13 -- POSS CRIME IS THEFT IF FIREARM” 

“Alarm Timer Extended: 0” 
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22: 48: 55 Deputy Gonzalez: Did he make it to Columbia yet? 

22: 49: 05 Officer Galster: Uh he might have turned southbound. 

22: 49: 12 

22: 49: 24 

CAD Entry: 

Sergeant Smith: 

“2524 -- MAY HAVE TURNED SB” 

Does he live at that residence? Is this a burg or what do we 

have with that? 

22: 50: 04 Officer Pelayo: This is not gonna be a burg. 

22: 50: 10 

22: 50: 10 

CAD Entry: 

Deputy Dunham: 

“2B13 -- NOT A BURG” 

Is he a felon? 

22: 50: 25 Sergeant McCaleb: Control, for the notes, it looks like he'll be UPF, right? 

22: 50: 30 Deputy Gonzalez: Hey, he’s Main and 20th. 

22: 50: 36 911 Dispatch: Copy Main and 20th. 

22: 50: 39 

22: 50: 40 

CAD Entry: 

911 Dispatch: 

“1H4 -- MAIN AND 20TH” 

X-Ray 34. I missed what you said. 

22: 50: 45 Sergeant McCaleb: Looks like he’ll be UPF. 

22: 50: 49 911 Dispatch: Copy. 

22: 50: 56 Sergeant Smith: X-Ray 56, we got armor heading that way. 

22: 50: 59 Officer Affonso: Got one male. 

22: 51: 02 Officer Affonso: Compliant now. 

22: 51: 05 911 Dispatch: Confirming compliant? 

22: 51: 10 Officer Galster: Shots fired, shots fired. 

22: 51: 13 911 Dispatch: Code 33 shots fired. 

22: 51: 15 911 Dispatch: What's your location? 

22: 51: 17 

22: 51: 17 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Affonso: 

“2Bll -- SHOTS FIRED”  

(Unintelligible) 20th on Main. 

22: 51: 21 911 Dispatch: 20th on Main. 

22: 51: 24 Deputy Gonzalez: Henry four. Medical code three. He is down. We're working 

on giving commands. 
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22: 51: 25 

22: 51: 30 

CAD Entry: 

911 Dispatch: 

“2Bl 1 -- 20TH ON MAIN” 

Copy. 

22: 51: 31 

22: 51: 34 

CAD Entry: 

Deputy Gonzalez: 

“1H4 -- MED C3 HE IS DOWN” 

In front of 1905 Main Street. 

22: 51: 38 911 Dispatch: Received. 

22: 51: 39  CAD Entry: “** Cross Referenced to Event# 25290459 at: 07/30/25 

22:51:39” 

22: 51: 44 

22: 51: 44 

CAD Entry: 

Deputy Gonzalez: 

“2Bll -- C33 FOR 2Bll:” 

Gun's by his head, uh, he's, uh, not really talking to us right 

now. 

22: 51: 53 

22: 51: 59 

22: 52: 01 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

Sergeant Benton: 

“1H4 -- GUN BY HIS HEAD... NOT REALLY TALKING TO US” 

“1H4 -- MED TO 1905 MAIN ST” 

Which way is down range? 

22: 52: 04 Officer Affonso: Range is eastbound. it's into a building though. 

22: 52: 11 

22: 52: 20 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Reiner: 

“2Bll -- DOWN RANGE IS EB INTO A BLONG” 

24, we're moving up to him. 

22: 52: 26 

22: 52: 28 

22: 52: 30 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Angel: 

“2B24 -- MOVING UP TO HIM” 

“CRESA MANAGERS NOTIFIED” 

Boy 25, we're attempting lifesaving measures right now. We 

are code four for medics to come in. 

22: 52: 37 

22: 52: 38 

CAD Entry: 

911 Dispatch: 

“2B25 -- ATT LIFESAVING MED” 

Copy, I'll advise them. 

22: 52: 41 

22: 53: 11 

CAD Entry: 

Deputy Gonzalez: 

“2B25 -- C4 FOR MED” 

Hey, we need to open up Main Street best we can for 

medical to come in. So immediate cars not on scene. Let's 

make a hole for medical please. 

22: 53: 17 

22: 53: 25 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

“1H4 -- OPEN UP MAIN ST FOR MED TO COME IN” 

“Alarm Timer Extended: 0” 
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22: 53: 26 

22: 53: 31 

CAD Entry: 

Sergeant Benton: 

“Alarm Timer Extended: 0” 

Control, X-Ray 39. I blocked northbound at 39th. Fire can 

still get around if they come from the south. 

22: 53: 39 911 Dispatch: Received. 

22: 53: 43 CAD Entry: 

 

“2X39 -- BLOCKED NB ON 39TH - FIRE CAN COME FROM 

SOUTH TO GET THRU” 

 

22: 53: 59 Deputy Gonzalez: Henry four, we need to close off Main, uh, 20th to 19th at 

the minimum, and let's get bigger from there. 

22: 54: 01  

22: 54: 07 

22: 55: 30 

22: 56: 17 

22: 57: 00 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Pelayo: 

 

“PREMISE HISTORY ACCESSED BY 7381” 

“1H4 -- CLOSE OFF MAIN 20TH TO 19TH AT MINIMUM” 

“*NO PAGE*” 

“PREMISE HISTORY ACCESSED BY 7160” 

Uh, Control. You can clear the 33. I'm gonna start taping off 

the scene. 

22: 57: 07 911 Dispatch: I copy. 33 clear at 2257. Do you want road closure signs? 

22: 57: 14 Sergeant Schoolcraft:  Affirm, why don’t you start those signs. 

22: 57: 17 911 Dispatch: Copy. 

22: 57: 20 

22: 57: 37 

CAD Entry: 

Officer Reiner: 

“2X36 -- C33 CLEAR FOR 2X36:” 

Control, Boy 24, if they haven’t aired it yet, time of death, 

now. 

22: 57: 42 911 Dispatch: 22:57. 
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D.  Written Statement of Deputy Michael Gonzalez 
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