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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 (LVMPD) 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 May 6, 2016, at approximately 2230 hours, a victim called 9-1-1 to report she was the victim of a 

robbery in the area of Buffalo and Vegas Drive. The victim had returned home from the store with 

her three children when she was approached by the suspect. The victim reported the suspect, later 

identified as Jamal Gwynn, forced all of them out of the vehicle at gunpoint and drove the victim’s 

vehicle out of the neighborhood. The call taker learned the victim’s vehicle was equipped with On-

Star and called On-Star to report the incident.  

 

At 2232 hours, officers, to include Officer Sherwood, were dispatched to the victim’s location to 

conduct the preliminary investigation. Officer Sherwood arrived in the area and attempted to locate 

the victim’s vehicle while another patrol officer made contact with the victim.  

 

At 2249 hours, On-Star updated the vehicle's location to 1150 North Buffalo Drive near the front gate 

of the apartment complex. On-Star placed an ignition lock on the vehicle, making the vehicle 

inoperable by shutting off the engine and activating the car alarm. As Officer Sherwood arrived 

outside of 1150 North Buffalo Drive, he observed the victim’s vehicle inside the complex near the 

main gate; the alarm was activated and the vehicle lights were flashing. Officer Sherwood 

broadcasted he was to the south from where the victim’s vehicle was stolen.  

 

Third party video was recovered from the apartment’s management which showed Gwynn operating 

the victim’s vehicle as he attempted to drive out the exit gate of the apartment complex. As Gwynn 

approached the automatic gate, the ignition block was activated. The video depicts the victim’s 

vehicle rolling back with the four way flashers and the alarm on. As Officer Sherwood approached 

the entrance gate, he was initially unable to see if the victim’s vehicle was occupied and believed the 

vehicle had been abandoned.  
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When Officer Sherwood was exiting his patrol vehicle, he witnessed Gwynn exiting the victim’s 

vehicle and issued verbal commands for Gwynn to get on the ground. Officer Sherwood observed a 

firearm in Gwynn's left hand. Gwynn completely ignored all verbal commands as he sat in the driver's 

seat partially exiting and re-entering the vehicle multiple times. Ultimately, Gwynn retrieved a 

backpack and fled on foot in a northeast direction from both the victim’s vehicle and Officer 

Sherwood's location.  

 

Officer Sherwood broadcasted over the radio he was in a foot pursuit. The patrol officer heard the 

radio traffic from Officer Sherwood and immediately drove to the area to assist him. However, when 

the patrol officer arrived, he could not locate Officer Sherwood's exact location.  

 

During the foot pursuit, Officer Sherwood could not see the gun he had observed in Gwynn's hand 

during their initial contact. He only observed Gwynn's hands moving around near his waist area and 

believed Gwynn still had the firearm. Near the clubhouse, Gwynn lost his balance and fell in the grass 

where he continued to reach near his waist area and ignored Officer Sherwood’s verbal commands. 

Gwynn was able to get back up and fled on foot towards both vehicles.  

 

Officer Sherwood chased Gwynn to the location of his assigned patrol vehicle, ordering Gwynn not 

to enter his patrol vehicle. Gwynn ignored Officer Sherwood's verbal commands entering his patrol 

vehicle, where a shotgun and Officer Sherwood’s backup weapon were located, and began to grab 

items. Officer Sherwood observed Gwynn attempt to release the shotgun from the car mount and 

then raise a firearm with his right hand towards Officer Sherwood. Officer Sherwood drew his 

weapon and fired through the driver's side of the patrol car.  

 

Gwynn continued to ignore Officer Sherwood's verbal commands, placed the patrol vehicle in gear 

and drove the patrol vehicle towards Officer Sherwood. Officer Sherwood fired several more rounds 

at the front of the patrol vehicle, striking Gwynn, as Gwynn drove away and rammed the exit gate 

causing it to open out onto Buffalo Drive. Gwynn and the stolen patrol vehicle came to a stop on 

Durango south of Washington. Gwynn was taken into custody by patrol officers without further 

incident and was transported to the hospital by an ambulance for medical treatment for his injuries. 

 

The Criminal Investigation: 

 

The LVMPD Force Investigation Team (FIT) conducted the criminal investigation of this incident. Their 

investigation was submitted to the District Attorney’s Office for review. In their examination of the 

FIT case submission, the District Attorney’s Office determined, “Based on the review of the available 
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materials and application of Nevada law to the known facts and circumstances, it has been 

determined that the actions of the officers were reasonable and legally justified.” 

 

LVMPD’s Critical Incident Review Process and Internal Review:  

 

1. The matter involving Officer Sherwood was heard by the Critical Incident Review Process/Use 

of Force Review Board on February 23, 2017. The Board’s finding was “Tactics/Decision-

Making.” The Use of Force Review Board determined the officer’s actions were lawful and 

within policy, however, the tactics and/or decision-making employed were flawed and 

worked to limit alternatives that may have otherwise been available to the officer. The Sheriff 

approved the Board’s recommendation.  

 

2. The internal Tactical Review Board concluded the officer’s performance, with some 

exceptions, was in accordance with Department standardized tactics and training. 

 

Below are the conclusions from the internal review and the Use of Force Review/Tactical Review 

Board. 

1) Communication 

 

CIRT reviewed the audio file of the 9-1-1 call from the victim who reported the carjacking robbery to 

the LVMPD call taker. CIRT also reviewed the audio files of radio traffic between dispatch and the 

officers and supervisors assigned to this incident and compared the radio traffic to the computer 

document.  

 

 CIRT concluded the 9-1-1 call screening and the documentation within the computer program 

by the LVMPD call taker were within standardized LVMPD communications training and 

policy.  

 

 CIRT concluded the dispatching and broadcasting techniques utilized by the dispatchers were 

within standardized LVMPD communications training and policy.  

 

During the review of the radio traffic there appeared to be no transmitting problems. 

 

 CIRT concluded radio traffic for this incident was to an LVMPD standard.  
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2) Officer’s Approach  

 

Once Officer Sherwood and the patrol officer completed their preliminary investigation in the area 

of Buffalo and Vegas Drive, they preplanned their next step. The patrol officer and Officer Sherwood 

decided the patrol officer would complete the crime report while Officer Sherwood would attempt 

to locate the victim’s vehicle.  

 

 CIRT concluded the officers’ preplanning regarding the investigation and attempting to locate 

phase was within standardized LVMPD tactics and training.  

 

When Officer Sherwood attempted to locate the victim’s vehicle, he was aware the vehicle was 

stolen at gunpoint, making it a violent felony crime. Once Officer Sherwood located what he believed 

to be the victim’s stolen vehicle, he should have followed the procedure for a high risk vehicle stop 

in regards to taking the suspect into custody. Officer Sherwood failed to follow the high risk vehicle 

stop procedure and instead conducted the vehicle stop without advising dispatch of his exact 

location. He subsequently approached the suspect immediately, leaving his position of cover and 

concealment and also leaving his patrol vehicle unsecured and running. 

 

 CIRT concluded Officer Sherwood should have slowed the momentum and waited for 

additional resources before conducting a high risk vehicle stop. Officer Sherwood's initial 

approach to Gwynn was not within standardized LVMPD tactics and training. 

 

Upon making contact with Gwynn, he was armed with a handgun and refused to obey Officer 

Sherwood's verbal commands. When Gwynn fled on foot, Officer Sherwood decided to engage in a 

foot pursuit based on the fact he believed Gwynn was armed and he observed citizens out on foot 

within the large apartment complex and feared for their safety.  

 

During the foot pursuit, Officer Sherwood ran past the victim’s vehicle without clearing the vehicle 

to ensure no other suspects were inside of it. Officer Sherwood broadcasted over the radio he was 

involved in a foot pursuit with a suspect matching the description of the robbery; however, failed to 

state the suspect was armed and incorrectly stated he was one complex to the west. 

 

 CIRT concluded given the totality of the circumstances, Officer Sherwood's decision to pursue 

Gwynn on foot was reasonable; however, the tactics used by Officer Sherwood during the 

foot pursuit were not within LVMPD tactics and training. 
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3) Tactics and Use of Force 

 

After Officer Sherwood fired his first volley of rounds, he began to issue verbal commands to Gwynn 

while standing northwest of the driver's side door of the patrol vehicle. The air unit officers and a 

patrol sergeant asked over the radio what Officer Sherwood's exact location was. In an attempt to 

get his location, Officer Sherwood turned his back to Gwynn who he believed was still armed and 

seated in the driver's seat of the patrol vehicle. Officer Sherwood did not move to a place that would 

provide him cover and instead turned his back to what he believed to be an armed suspect. 

 

 CIRT concluded the contact and cover tactics used by Officer Sherwood were not within 
standardized LVMPD tactics and training. 

 
During Officer Sherwood's first volley of fire, he was looking down into the patrol vehicle and fired 
at a downward angle in a southeast direction. Officer Sherwood's backdrop was pavement and he 
was aware of a vehicle that was south of him and not in his line of fire. 
 
During Officer Sherwood's second volley of fire, he intentionally fired at the engine block of his patrol 
vehicle. Officer Sherwood was also concerned if he raised his firearm to fire at Gwynn, he may have 
struck the apartment building behind the patrol vehicle.  
 

 CIRT concluded Officer Sherwood's assessment of backdrop, target identification and 
isolation was within standardized LVMPD tactics, training and policy. 

 
In this incident, Officer Sherwood had two separate volleys of fire that required two separate threat 
assessments: 
 

 CIRT concluded that both of Officer Sherwood’s threat assessments were reasonable.  
 
Officer Sherwood’s Use of Force and LVMPD Policy 
 
During a review of the first volley of fire, CIRT determined Officer Sherwood, after giving multiple 
verbal commands for Gwynn to exit his patrol vehicle, discharged his firearm at Gwynn who he 
believed was pointing a firearm at him from inside his patrol vehicle. Officer Sherwood recognized 
the deadly threat, fired his weapon three to four times at Gwynn and then assessed the situation.  
 

 CIRT concluded Officer Sherwood’s use of force regarding the first volley of fire was 
reasonable and within standardized LVMPD tactics, training and policy.  

 
During a review of the second volley of fire, Officer Sherwood fired his weapon while running away 
from the patrol vehicle as Gwynn was driving towards him. Officer Sherwood believed Gwynn was 
armed with a handgun and had access to other firearms inside the patrol vehicle. Officer Sherwood’s 
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target was the patrol vehicle due to him not wanting to be struck by the vehicle. LVMPD policy and 
training does not support using deadly force against an object.  
 

 CIRT concluded Officer Sherwood’s use of force regarding the second volley of fire was not 
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 patrol sergeant heard Officer Sherwood’s broadcast of the foot pursuit and responded. The 

patrol sergeant also attempted to get Officer Sherwood’s exact location and responded to 1150 

North Buffalo Drive, supervised and directed units on securing the crime scene.  

 

The patrol sergeant responded to Washington Avenue and Durango Drive, supervised and directed 

units on securing the crime scene, ensured medical was summoned for Gwynn and stayed in constant 

communication with the other patrol sergeant utilizing teamwork. The patrol sergeant took a Public 

Safety Statement from Officer Sherwood.  

 

A patrol lieutenant responded and assisted with managing the roles of the patrol detectives to start 

the preliminary investigation and preserve the crime scene. Two patrol lieutenants responded to 

assist with the command post. 

 

 In reviewing supervisory response, CIRT concluded although no supervisor officially 

designated themselves as the incident commander over the radio, the supervisors’ response 

to this incident, after Officer Sherwood’s use of force, was within standardized LVMPD tactics, 

training and policy.  

 

 


