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Purpose: 
 
The purpose of this report is to publish key conclusions, recommendations and outcomes of the 
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department’s internal review of this incident. There are a variety of 
actions that can be taken administratively in response to the Department’s review of a deadly force 
incident. The review may reveal no action is required or determine additional training is 
appropriate for all officers in the workforce, or only for the involved officer(s). The review may 
reveal the need for changes in department policies, procedures, or rules. Where departmental 
rules have been violated, formal discipline may be appropriate. The goal of the review is to improve 
both individual and the agency’s performance. 
   
Synopsis of Event: 
 
On August 26, 2013, at approximately 2314 hours, LVMPD dispatch received a 9-1-1 call reference a 

domestic disturbance at 4516 Newton Drive.  The details stated a female was threatening a male 

and several small children with a firearm inside the residence. 

 

Officers arrived and a male and juvenile exited the residence. A few minutes later, a female, then 

identified as Sara Jones, exited the residence with a gun in one hand and a small child in the other.  

Officers gave Sara verbal commands to drop the weapon, but she refused and walked back into the 

residence. Sara was then observed holding a young child at gunpoint behind a security screen door, 

stating that she wanted to shoot herself and the children.  Officers learned that two small children 

were still inside the residence with Sara.  LVMPD Special Weapons & Tactics Team (SWAT) and 

Crisis Negotiation Team (CNT) arrived. 

CNT attempted to negotiate a peaceful surrender with Sara.  During negotiations, Sara continued to 

make comments that she wanted to shoot her children and herself.  After twenty-two hours of 

negotiations, SWAT detectives heard a gunshot from inside the residence.  The SWAT commander 

ordered an immediate crisis entry.  

As SWAT detectives made entry, they were met by gunfire from Sara who was in the master 

bedroom, shooting through the master bedroom door.  Two detectives were struck by bullet 

fragments.  SWAT made entry into the master bedroom as Sara moved to the connecting master 

bathroom. 

Once in the bedroom, Detective Bertuccini observed one child at the foot of the bed.  He directed 

another SWAT detective to take the child to safety.  Detective Bertuccini proceeded to the closed 

master bathroom door where Sara was located. Detective Bertuccini attempted to open the door.  

When the door didn’t open, he broke a hole in the bottom of the door.  Detective Bertuccini 

observed Sara sitting with her back against the door and her feet pressed on the sink cabinet, 
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attempting to keep the door shut.   He observed her holding a gun and to her right side, was a small 

child.  Sara began to raise the gun towards the child.  Detective Bertuccini fired one round at Sara, 

temporarily incapacitating her.  Other SWAT detectives successfully rescued the second child.  

Sara was transported to UMC where she was treated for her injuries.   

The Criminal Investigation: 
 
LVMPD Force Investigation Team (FIT) conducted the criminal investigation of this incident.  This 
Officer-Involved Shooting (OIS) did not result in death; therefore, the investigation was not 
submitted to the District Attorney’s Office for review. 
 
LVMPD’s Critical Incident Review Process and Internal Review:  
 

1. The matter involving Officer Bertuccini was heard by the Critical Incident Review 
Process/Use of Force Review Board on December 11, 2014. The Board’s finding was, 
“Administrative Approval.” The Use of Force Review Board determined the officer's actions 
were within policy. The Sheriff approved the Board’s recommendation.  
 

2. The internal Tactical Review Board concluded the officer’s performance was in accordance 
with Department standardized tactics and training. 
 

Below are the recommendations made after the Use of Force Review Board and the internal review 

were completed: 

1) Communication 

In review of this incident CIRT concluded the Dispatch Center operated to an LVMPD standard. 

CIRT concluded radio traffic was to an LVMPD standard. Radio clarity issues with the radio 

system created frustration at times, but had no direct impact on the incident outcome.  

2) Officer’s Approach 

SWAT took over tactical command from patrol upon their arrival and CNT began formal 

negotiation attempts to have Sara release the children and surrender. Negotiations continued 

for approximately twelve hours before the lieutenant made the decision to get relief for 

SWAT/CNT.  

 

Henderson Police Department SWAT/CNT, Federal Bureau of Investigations SWAT, and LVMPD 

ARMOR were briefed by the lieutenant and a formal transfer of command for tactical 

operations was made at approximately 1200 hours on 08-27-13. At approximately 1800 hours, 
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LVMPD SWAT/CNT returned, received an updated brief, and had tactical operations command 

transferred back to them. 

CIRT concluded SWAT's approach to the event and tactical operations during the event, were 

appropriate and within standardized LVMPD training, tactics, and policy.  

3) Tactics and Use of Force 

The SWAT lieutenant made the decision to breach the door in preparation for a crisis entry.  

This process took several minutes.  Approximately ten minutes later, Sara fired her weapon. 

CIRT concluded although the decision not to place an explosive breaching charge was not 

normal SWAT protocol, however, the ultimate decision lies with the tactical commander and for 

this incident was reasonable. 

Detective Bertuccini drew his firearm as part of a crisis entry team. He fired one round at Sara, 

who was armed with a handgun, firing through walls at police and had two young children held 

hostage.  

CIRT concluded Detective Bertuccini's drawing of his firearm was reasonable and within 

standardized LVMPD tactics, training, and policy. 

4) Supervision (Command and Control) 

In evaluating the supervision (command and control), of this incident, CIRT noted:  

 

 The first arriving sergeants treated the incident as a hostage incident 

 A third sergeant established command and acted as the Incident Commander  

 Due to the length of the incident sergeants relieved one another as the Incident 
Commander 

 The SWAT lieutenant, acting as the LVMPD SWAT commander, arrived and became the 
Tactical Operations Commander 

 The SWAT lieutenant made the decision to request HPD SWAT/CNT, FBI SWAT, and LVMPD 
ARMOR to provide relief for LVMPD SWAT/CNT after a lengthy time on scene 

 

In reviewing supervisory response, CIRT concluded the sergeants handled the incident 

management to an LVMPD standard. 

In reviewing supervisory tactical operations response and command, CIRT concluded the SWAT 

lieutenant handled the tactical operations to an LVMPD standard. 
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