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Department of Executive Services 

Inquest Program 
401 Fifth Avenue, Suite 135 

Seattle, WA  98104 
206-477-6191 

TTY Relay 711 
Webpage: kingcounty.gov/inquests 
Email: Inquests@kingcounty.gov 

 
INQUEST INTO THE DEATH OF  
JESUS HERNANDEZ-MURILLO 

INQUEST # 18IQ033145 
 

PRE-HEARING CONFERENCE ORDER 
March 13, 2023 

 
Family of Jesus Hernandez-

Murillo: 
 

Represented by Deborah Alexander (family not present) 
 

Law enforcement officers: King County Sheriff’s Officer Leland Adams (not 
present) represented by Derrick Isackson 
 

Employing government 
department: 

King County Sheriff’s Office (KCSO), represented by 
Amanda Froh 
 

Administrator: Marcine Anderson, assisted by Anu Zangri and Matt 
Anderson 

  
 
 

Having held a Pre-Hearing Conference on the date noted above, Inquest Administrator 
(IA) Marcine Anderson, after consultation with the parties, hereby orders the following: 

1. Factual Scope 

An Inquest jury swears to inquire into the circumstances attending a death, determine 
who the person was and when, where and by what means he came to his death. The jury must 
also determine if those means were criminal and whether the Involved Officer’s actions 
complied with agency policy and training. Based on the agreement of the parties to this 
Administrator’s proposed factual Scope, the witnesses called to testify will be allowed to 
describe anything within their knowledge pertaining to the events listed below unless a specific 
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limitation is imposed by the Administrator. Testimony will be governed by the Rules of 
Evidence unless the Administrator invokes the Hearing Examiner Rules as allowed under the 
Executive Order.  

Facts of the incident: The factual scope of inquiry for this Inquest begins when King 
County Sheriff’s Office Deputy Leland Adams became aware of the vehicle driven by Mr. 
Hernandez-Murillo and continues until Mr. Hernandez-Murillo was taken from the scene. The 
scope includes all of Deputy Adams’ and Mr. Hernandez-Murillo’s interactions. The scope 
includes the initial response, medical care and scene stabilization performed by law enforcement 
officers after the shooting.   

Medical care given by those other than Law Enforcement Officers: Medical 
professionals provided Mr. Hernandez-Murillo care at the scene, as he was transported to 
Harborview Medical Center, and at Harborview until his death. The Program is in the process of 
requesting documentation of those events and will consult with the parties to determine what 
witnesses should be called to describe that care. The Administrator will ask the parties to 
consider possible stipulations regarding some of this information. 
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Facts of the investigation (General): Det. Mike Mellis will provide a comprehensive 
overview of the forensic investigation supplemented by Sgt. Anthony McNabb’s description of 
evidence collection and scene documentation as allowed in App 2, Sec. 12.3 of the Executive 
Order.  

Facts of the investigation (Medical): Dr. Brian Mazrim will testify to his examination 
and the results of the testing he requested from the State Toxicology Lab.  

2. Witnesses  

Based on the agreement of the parties to the Administrator’s proposed witness list and the 
Involved Officer’s request to call Kent Police Department (Kent PD) Officer R Brennan, the 
Administrator will subpoena the following witnesses to testify:  

KCSO Det. Michael Mellis (lead detective) 
KCSO Sgt. Anthony McNabb (CSI) 
KCSO Jonathan Hoffman, Policy Designee under EO, App 2, Sec. 12.3 
KCSO Deputy Corey Marcotte, Training Designee under EO, App 2, Sec. 12.3 
Kent PD Officer Lydon Baron 
Kent PD Officer Ke Clay 
Kent PD Officer R. Brennan  
Medical first responders/Harborview personnel – (Identity to be determined after 
consultation with the parties).  
King County Medical Examiner Brian Mazrim, M.D. 
Irvin Martinez-Leiva 
Tim Helton 
Aaron Hogan 
Tim Russo 
Jeff Noble (Tentative) 

IA Anderson grants KCSO and Deputy Adams’ request for leave to offer additional 
witnesses regarding Deputy Adams’ compliance with policy and training one week after the 
substance of Jeff Noble’s potential testimony is provided.  

IA Anderson encourages the parties to consider stipulations to ensure a concise 
presentation of evidence, especially where unique, relevant testimony provided by a witness may 
be  limited, as with Kent PD Officer Brennan and Harborview Medical Center witnesses.  

3. Policy Scope  

Based on the agreement of the parties to the Administrator’s proposed Policy Scope, the 
jury will answer interrogatories determining whether the King County Sheriff’s Office General 
Offense Manual (GOM) sections listed below applied to Deputy Leland Adams’ actions during 
this incident. If the Jury determines that the sections did apply, it will also answer interrogatories 
determining whether his actions complied with those sections and with any training 
implementing those sections:  
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GOM 4.09.020 – Stopping a violator 
GOM 6.00.020 – De-Escalation 
GOM 6.00.005 and 6.00.025 - Physical (Non-Deadly) Force 
GOM 6.00.005 & 6.00.030 - Deadly Force 
GOM 6.00.015 - Calling and Rendering Medical Aid 

The GOM excerpt attached as Appendix A will be admitted into evidence to assist the 
jury in their deliberations. It contains each of the above policy sections. It also includes language 
that may be otherwise helpful to the jury.  

Prior to the hearing, the Family asked the Administrator to require the jury to answer 
interrogatories determining whether Deputy Adams’ actions complied with GOM sections 
5.01.010 - Handcuffing and 4.01.020 - Calling for Extra Support). The Family also asked that 
GOM sections 5.0015 - Probable Cause and 5.0020 - Reasonable Suspicion be included in the 
Policy Manual Excerpt. The family withdrew each such proposal after discussion with the 
parties. The Family reserved the right to renew before the jury is instructed. 

4. Involved Officer’s presence  

The Involved Officer has not yet disclosed whether he will appear for the Inquest 
Hearing, as he resides out of state. If the Involved Officer does not agree to appear voluntarily, 
the Administrator will seek a subpoena from King County Superior Court and the Oklahoma 
courts to take his deposition via CR 45. 

5. Schedule  

The Inquest Hearing remains set to begin on May 1, 2023, at 9:00 a.m. at the CFJC.  
 

Witness interviews are scheduled as follows: (1) Policy designee Jonathan Hoffman is 
confirmed for March 30, 2023; (2) KCME Dr. Brian Mazrim is confirmed for April 6, 2023; and 
(3) the Training designee Dep. Corey Marcotte is tentatively scheduled for March 29, 2023. 
 

If the Family intends to request its expert be allowed to testify at the Inquest Hearing, its 
expert is to provide a written report to all parties by April 10, 2023. The parties are to work 
together to schedule the interview of the Family’s expert on April 19, 20, or 21, 2023. 

 
 
DATED this 13th day of March, 2023. 
 

 
     __________________________________ 
     Marcine Anderson   she/her 
     Administrator 
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APPENDIX A 



King County Sheriff’s Office 

General Orders Manual 

Original Publication  Revised 

02/01/08 05/17/18 
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King County Sheriff                                                                              General Orders Manual     Chapter 6 
 
 
6.00.020 
DE-ESCALATION:  01/17 
 
1. When safe under the totality of the circumstances and time and circumstances permit, deputies 

shall use de-escalation tactics in order to reduce the need for force. 
2. When time and circumstances reasonably permit, deputies shall consider whether a subject’s 

lack of compliance is a deliberate attempt to resist or an inability to comply based on factors 
including, but not limited to: 

 
a. Medical conditions. 
b. Mental impairment. 
c. Developmental disability. 
d. Language barrier. 
e. Behavioral crisis. 

 
3. When time and circumstances reasonably permit, deputies shall attempt to de-escalate use of 

force situations by: 
 

a. Moving from a position that exposes deputies to potential threats to a safer position. 
b. Decreasing the exposure to potential threat by using: 

 
 Distance. 
 Cover. 
 Concealment. 

 
c. Communicating from a safe position with the intention to gain the subject’s compliance, 

using: 
 

 Verbal techniques such as Listen and Explain with Equity and Dignity (LEED) 
Training, to calm an agitated subject and promote rational decision making. 

 Advisements. 
 Warnings. 

 
d. Calling extra deputies or specialty units to assist. 

 
 
6.00.025 
PHYSICAL FORCE, USE OF: 03/09 
 
1.  When necessary, members may use physical force when the member(s) reasonably believes that 

other force options would be ineffective or impractical. 
2.  Members may use physical force to overcome a subject’s combative or active resistance. 
 
 
6.00.030 
DEADLY FORCE, USE OF: 06/92 
 
RCW 9A.16 establishes a higher standard for the police officer than the private citizen in the application of 
deadly force. 
 
1. Members shall exhaust every reasonable means of apprehension before resorting to the use of 

deadly force. 
2. Firearms shall not be drawn or pointed unless a member has reason to believe that their use may be 

required. 
3. When necessary, a member may use deadly force only when both of the following elements exist: 
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