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Interrogatory No. 1 Were Kent Police Officers dispatched to 13005 SE 204th Place, Kent, WA
at approximately 8:09 PM on November 4, 2020?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 2 Were the officers advised that they were being dispatched to a verbal
domestic incident involving Crystal Butrick and Darren Butrick?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 3 Were the officers advised that Mr. Butrick had broken items inside the
house?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 4 Were the officers advised that Mr. Butrick had previously attempted
suicide with a rifle?

YES NO 6 UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 5 Were the officers advised that Mr. Butrick had brought a rifle or rifles
inside the house?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 6 Were the officers advised that one of Mr. Butrick's rifles had a laser

pointer?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 7 Were the officers advised that Mr. Butrick may have been intoxicated?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 8 Did officers begin arriving at the house at approximately 8:21 PM?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A
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Interrogatory No. 9 When officers arrived at the house, did they relocate the other residents
from the area near the house so that Mr. Butrick was the only person remaining inside the
house?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 10 Did Mr. Butrick close the front door of the house after officers arrived?

YES 4 NO UNKNOWN 2 N/A

Interrogatory No. 11 Did Mr. Butrick turn off the lights in the house after officers arrived?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 12 Did officers observe a laser on police vehicles parked in front of the house
while they were on scene?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 13 Did officers believe that the laser was coming from Mr. Butrick pointing a
rifle in their direction?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 14 Did Mr. Butrick come to the front door while officers were on scene?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 15 Did Mr. Butrick have a rifle in his hands when he came to the front door?

YES 4 NO UNKNOWN 2 N/A

Interrogatory No. 16 Did officers command Mr. Butrick to show his hands?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 17 Did Mr. Butrick comply with the officers' commands to show his hands?

YES NO 5 UNKNOWN 1 N/A
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Interrogatory No. 18 Did Mr. Butrick raise a rifle towards the police officers while standing at
the front door?

YES 4 NO UNKNOWN 2 N/A

Interrogatory No. 19 Did Mr. Butrick fire a rifle at the police officers?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 20 Did any bullets fired by Mr. Butrick hit any of the police officers?

YES NO 6 UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 21 Did any of the following officers fire their rifles at Mr. Butrick?

Officer Roland Heyne: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN

Officer Oscar Rodriguez: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN

Officer Jason Windham: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN

Any other officer: YES NO 6 UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 22 Did any bullets fired by police officers hit Mr. Butrick?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 23 Were shots fired (by Mr. Butrick and/or police officers) at approximately
8:30 PM?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 24 After shots were fired, did officers take steps to secure the scene before
medics could enter?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 25 Were medics allowed to enter the scene at approximately 9:34 PM?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A
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Interrogatory No. 26 Did Mr. Butrick die on November 4, 2020?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 27 Did Mr. Butrick die in Kent, WA?

YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 28 Did a bullet or bullets fired by the following officers cause the death of
Mr. Butrick?

Officer Heyne: YES NO UNKNOWN 6
Officer Rodriguez: YES NO UNKNOWN 6

Officer Windham: YES NO UNKNOWN 6

Any officer: YES6 NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 29 Did officers at the scene request medical aid for Mr. Butrick at the earliest
safe opportunity?

YES NO UNKNOWN 6 N/A

Interrogatory No. 30 Was it reasonable for the officers to believe that Darren Butrick posed an
imminent risk of death or serious bodily injury to any person at the time the officers fired
their guns?

Officer Heyne: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Officer Rodriguez: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Officer Windham: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A
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Interrogatory No. 31 Did each officer meet the "good faith" standard, as explained in the
Closing Instructions?

Officer Heyne: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Officer Rodriguez: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Officer Windham: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Interrogatory No. 32 Was each officer's use of deadly force "necessary," as explained in the
Closing Instructions?

Officer Heyne: YES 6 NO UNKNOWN N/A

Officer Rodriguez: YES2 NO 3 UNKNOWN 1 N/A

Officer Windham: YES NO 4 UNKNOWN 2 N/A

Interrogatory No. 33 Did any officer cause Darren Butrick's death by criminal means, as
explained in the Closing Instructions?

Officer Heyne: YES NO 5 UNKNOWN 1 N/A

Officer Rodriguez: YES NO 3 UNKNOWN 3 N/A

Officer Windham: YES NO 5 UNKNOWN 1 N/A
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By initialing this document, the Presiding Juror attests that they have accurately recorded
each juror's answers to each Interrogatory in this document.

DATED this 28 day of October, 2026.

Presiding Juror2NA (initials)
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By signing this page, each juror attests that they have reviewed the answers to the
Interrogatories posed to them in the Inquest into the Death of Darren Butrick, Inquest
No. 20IQ002726 and that their own individual answer is accurately recorded in the answers.

Dated this28 day of October, 2026.

S

Presiding Juror Juror

Saukylom
Juror Juror

Juror Juror
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Juror No. 1

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a
written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No. 4:
IN OFICER WINDHAM'S BODY CAM FOOTAGE, HE
MENTIONS RESPONDING TO MR. BUTRICK'S ATTEMPT
TODIEBY SUICIDE, AND THE ATTEMPT WAS WITH A
PISTOL, NO OTHER OFFICER NITHEIRTESTIMONIES
MENTIONED A RIFLE.

Interrogatory No.10:
THERE WAS NO CLEAR CONSENSUSMAKFROMTHE
TESTIMONIES WHETHER THE WOODEN FRONT DOOR
WAS SHUT OR NOT BY MR. BUTRICK, EVEN THOUGH
THE CALL LOG SAYS ITWAS CLOSED BY HIM.

Interrogatory No.12:
HALFTHE TESTIMONIES SAID THEY WERE TOLD ABOUT
THE LASER BEING SEEN, THE TESTIMONY OF
OFC. RODRIGUEZ CONTRADICTED THE OTHER OFFICERS'
REPORTS OF SEEING A RED LASER AND SAID
HE SAWA GREEN LASER.

Interrogatory No.15.
WEHEAR OFC. WINDHAM SAY "HE HASTHE RIFLE"
BUT WENEVER SEE IT, OTHER TESTIMONIES SAID
THEY SAW "SHADOWUS", "SOMETHING CYLINDRICAL",
ETC.

Interrogatory No.17:
NO FOOTAGE OF MR. BUTRICK ISAVAILABLE ASTO
WHETHER HE DID OR DID NOT COMPLY AND
RAISE HISHANDS,
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Juror No. 1

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to theinterrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that awritten explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining orinterpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No. 18:
NO FOOTAGE EXISTS OF MR. BUTTRICK IS AVAILABLE
TO VIEW WHETHER MEDIDORDID NOT RAISE A
RIFLETAT THE FRONT DOOR. TESTIMONIES ALSO
CONTRADICTED AS TO WHETHER MR. BUTRICK
WAS STANDING OR CROUCHED, & WHETHER
THE RIFLE WAS RAISED OR HELD OR BENG
SWING UP,

Interrogatory No.24:
$No. 29

YES, THEY TOOK STERS TO SECURE THE SCENE
BEFORE MEDICS COULD ENTER , BUT THE TIME
BETWEEN"HE'S DOWN" AND MEDICS GOING
INWAS EXTENSIVE.

Interrogatory No.32:
HEYNE'S 4 SHOTS WERE REASONABLE.
RODRIGUEZ'S 15 SHOTS WERE EXCESSIVE, AND
HE SEEMED TO BEMOVING WIT O THE LINE OF
SIGHT/FIRE BY MR. BUTRICK.
IDONOT KNOW WHAT WINDHAM COULDHAVE

Interrogatory No.33:

SEEN SHOT AT FROMHIS POV AS MULTIPLE
VEHICLES WERE BLOCKING LINE OF SIGHT TO THEDOOR
THE EXCESSIVE NUMBER OF SHOTS FROM RODRIGUEZ
IS QUESTOABLE

Interrogatory No ._:
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Juror No. 4
JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that awritten explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No.10:
conflicting evidence of whether it was
the wood dear or storm door. It
also seems like"wood doorIt was open and closed
while the officers were there, wood dor
Was open when shot.

Interrogatory No. 24:
waited for SWAT and to spot if
Butrick was alive. Also used drones

Interrogatory No. 29:
Couldve been sooner, but it's based on
Offices judgement so if they felt like
waiting way right than yes

Interrogatory No.32:
unkown because there is no clear
Shot of thefront of the house
When ButTEle shots. Rodriguez shoots a lot
compared to the other offices, windham's
angle according to body cam is clear
if he has a clear line of sight. I
In believe the followed (1) the (2) is questiable

Interrogatory No ._:



Juror No. 6

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a
written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining orinterpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No.
32

From the body cam footage officer
windham did not seem to have a direct
line of sight to Mr Butrick so i'm not
sure what exactly he was shooting at
nor why he felt he needed to.

Interrogatory No .__:

Interrogatory No ._:

Interrogatory No ._:

Interrogatory No ._:



Juror No. 2
JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to theinterrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that awritten explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining orinterpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No. 10:
ONE OFFICES MENTION THAT DOOR WAS closed

Interrogatory No.28:
Could not determined WHO SHOT KILL HIM

Interrogatory No. 30:
Don't know KENT PD PRODUCT

Interrogatory No ._:

Interrogatory No .__:



Juror No. 3

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to theinterrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a
written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining orinterpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No. 4:
IN THE OFFICERS CAMERA YOU HEAR HIM
TALK ABOUT BEING AT THE HOUSE A YEAR
AGO FOR THE ATTEMPTED SUICIDE AND
MENTIONED PISTOL, NOT RIFLE.

Interrogatory No. 10:
SEVERAL OFFICERS EITHER COULDN'T SEE
OR DID NOT RECALL IF THE DOOR WAS OPEN
OR CLOSED

Interrogatory Nov5:
NOT ALL OFFICERS CONFIRMED OR SALU
A RIFLE IN HIS HAND

Interrogatory No18:
I HEARD THAT HE HAD A RIFLE IN HAND
ON THE VIDEO FOOTAGE , NOT THAT IT WAS
RAISED

Interrogatory No. 20:
ONE OF THE OFFICERS BULLET(S) CAUSE
THE DEATH



Juror No. 3

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that awritten explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining orinterpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No 29:
I DO NOT KNOW THE PROTOCAL BUT
WAITING THAT LENGTH OF TIME FEELS
EXCESSIVE TO GET MEDICAL ATD TO THE
MR. BUTRICK

Interrogatory No.32:
THE AMOUNT OF SHOTS FIRED AND THE TIMING
OF THE SHOTS ( WINDHAM-TIMING) FEELS LIKE
15 UNAS UN-NECESSARY, EXCESSIVE FORCE

Interrogatory No ._:

Interrogatory No ._:

Interrogatory No ._:



Juror No. 5

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that awritten explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining orinterpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No. 10 : Goforth's testimony specifically mentioned closing the door
as well as the CAD history logs.

Interrogatory No.17 :
We are not certain, but the preponderance of evidence through body
cam footage makes it very unlikely that Mr. Butrick showed
his hands,

Interrogatory No. 18:
Given that Mr. Butrick's rifle was fired and there was bullet traces
across the street in line with the officers, I believe it most
likely that his rifle was raised and pointed at the officers
when he was shot.

Interrogatory No.29:
While there was a quick turnaround from finding the body to medical aid
arriving, there was also an entire hour of quiet after the gun
fight, In the body cam footage, an officer says "He's down", Is an
hour of quiet reasonable given the policies of the department?
I don't know.

Interrogatory No.32:
Rodriguez's amount of force was unreasonable given the scenario.

Windham had no line of sight and fired his first round too late to
be reasonable.

Heyne was timely and used a reasonable amount of force.



Juror No. 5

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a
written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining orinterpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No.33: Officers Rodriquez used excessive force, but there is no way to
the his bullets to the death of Mg. Butrick

Interrogatory No ._:

Interrogatory No ._:

Interrogatory No ._:

Interrogatory No ._:


